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HOUSE OF COMMONS

Wednesday, December 13, 1995

The House met at 2 p.m.

Prayers

The Speaker: Asisour custom, we will now sing O Canada,
which will be led by the member for Halton—Peel.

[Editor’'s Note: Whereupon members sang the national an-
them.]

STATEMENTSBY MEMBERS
[English]

MR. DWIGHT MCMILLAN

Mr. Bernie Collins (Souris—M oose Mountain, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, it gives me great pleasure to rise in the House today to
pay tribute to Mr. Dwight McMillan, longtime coach of the
Weyburn Redwings.

For 35 years, Mr. McMillan has brought the community of
Weyburn, Saskatchewan a great deal of national honour and
recognition in the sports arena. Both in hockey and in baseball,
his contributions have brought him two national titlesand he has
participated in other national finals on several occasions.

As both a player on the original Redwings hockey team and
later as the most successful coachin the history of the team, Mr.
McMillan has shown all of Canada the expertise and fine
character of Weyburn's sporting teams.

Congratulationsto Mr. McMillan as heis honoured by the city
of Weyburn on December 29.

* k% *
[Translation]

AIDSCONTROL

Mr. Réal Ménard (Hochelaga—Maisonneuve, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, Tuesday, December 12, 1995 will go downin history as
a day of achievement and hope in the fight against AIDS.

Yesterday, Health Canada’s Drugs Directorate approved, as
part of apriority review process, the use of 3TC with Retrovir in
the treatment of AIDS infections.

3TC was discovered by Biochem Pharma in Montreal and
devel oped by Glaxo Wellcome. ThisisaQuebec achievement of
which the whole scientific community can be proud.

| wish to express my sincere gratitude to Biochem Pharmafor
its research efforts of the past few years. They have not beenin
vain. | hope that this breakthrough will open the door to other
discoveries that will not only significantly improve the quality
of life of people with AIDS but also cure them.

[English]

AIDS

Mr. Garry Breitkreuz (Yorkton—Melville, Ref.): Mr.
Speaker, last week the chair of the Reform family caucus tabled
a dissenting opinion to the national AIDS strategy report. She
says that the Liberal government’s education and prevention
programs actually increase the health risk of Canadian youth by
promoting sexual activity.

Research conducted in the United States by the U.S. naval
research laboratory revealed that the HIV virus is 60 times
smaller than a syphilis bacterium and 450 times smaller than a
human sperm.

Analysing test results conducted by the U.S. Centre for
Disease Control, which tested |eakage rates of latex condoms,
doctors have discovered a 78 per cent HIV leakage rate. As one
U.S. surgeon put it, the HIV virus can go through a condom like
a bullet through a tennis net.

It isthe height of stupidity for the government to be spending
millions of dollars to spread the lie that condoms protect
Canadians from contracting AIDS. Its politically correct ap-
proach is actually aiding and abetting the spread of this deadly
disease.

* * %

CHILD LABOUR

Mr. Charles Hubbard (Miramichi, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
today | would like to draw the attention of the House to the
journey of a young man from Toronto, only 12 years of age,
Craig Kielberger, who left this week for the Far East to visit
India, Pakistan, Thailand and other countries that use child
labour.
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Very often countries in the western world are appalled at
human rights violations and the denial of political freedom in
these backward countries.

Labour standards, and especially the abuse of young children
innearly slave-like conditions must be of seriousconcern for all
Canadians. As a trading nation, and as consumers of products
manufactured under uncivilized conditions, we must some-
where draw alinein the sand against those who profit from such
practices.

Today, let us salute Craig in his crusade, Free the Children
Campaign. Hopefully all of us can joinwith him in hisventure.

* k% *
[Translation]

VETERANSAFFAIRS

Mrs. Anna Terrana (Vancouver East, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
the Canadian soldiers who served in Burma and elsewhere in
Southeast Asiain World War |l have had to accept the fact that
most of these conflicts have been forgotten in the annals of our
war effort.

While other battles made headlines, the fighting in Burmaand
Malaysia went almost unnoticed. This, however, does not take
anything away from the heroism of the Canadianswho servedin
those countries. Our soldiers were brave and courageous. They
had to face not only the enemy but al so scourges such asmalaria,
dysentery and many other tropical diseases.

® (1405)
[English]

It is with great pride that | note the exploits of these brave
young Canadians which are now being commemorated in cere-
monies across Asia. Their heroism is an inspiration, as is their
commitment and faith in Canada. They served in the hope that
when they return they would be granted the liberties that other
Canadians enjoyed.

Fifty years later, we know that their hopes were not mis-
placed. Those young Canadians contributed not only to our
freedom, but to our dignity as a nation.

Inacountry that prides itself on equality and tolerance, there
can be no better loyalty than that—

The Speaker: The hon. member for Ottawa West.

* Kk %

NUCLEARWEAPONS

Ms. Marlene Catterall (Ottawa West, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
tomorrow members of Parliament will leave this House and
return home to celebrate the season that has become around the
world the symbol of peace on earth. Yet one of our NATO
partners continues to plan and execute the obscenity of testing
nuclear weapons.

In 1982, the award winning film called ““If You Love This
Planet’” shocked the world by revealing that there were already
enough nuclear weapons to destroy us all 14 times over.

This Parliament and this government face some difficult
questions. Should this country be selling uranium to countries
that produce and unleash nuclear weapons on the world? Should
it be allowing the planes of countries doing these things to land
and use our country on the way to their missions?

Seven years after the end of the cold war, the doomsday clock
is in danger of again being moved forward. | ask us all to take
this season of peace to consider what we can do in this House to
make sure that the doomsday clock does not take that disastrous

leap.

[Translation]

TOBACCO INDUSTRY

Mr. Benoit Sauvageau (Terrebonne, BQ): Mr. Speaker,
when she tabled her master plan to reduce tobacco use in
Canada, the Minister of Health indicated that broad consulta-
tions would be taking place with a view to introducing legisla-
tion in the spring.

Unfortunately, before tabling her plan, the minister did not
seefit toinitiate serious consultations with the tobacco industry
on her government’s plans to severely regulate its activities.

First of all, the minister would not discuss the code of ethics
to be adopted by the manufacturers or the thrust of her master
plan.

She missed agreat opportunity to make her intentions perfect-
ly clear to theindustry, thus avoiding another court challengeon
her upcoming legislation. If that were to happen, Canadawould
once more find itself without a strategy to reduce tobacco use.

In the meantime, following the Supreme Court’s decision, the
tobacco industry would resume actively promoting its products
through advertising. What a mess.

* k% *
[English]
T"WASTHE YEAR BEFORE CHRISTMAS

Mr. Jake E. Hoeppner (Lisgar—Marquette, Ref.): Mr.
Speaker,

T'was the year before Christmas, when al through the land,
The Liberals were shivering, their heads in the sand.

Their pockets were hung by the chimney with care,

In hope that St. Martin would not leave them bare.

The backbenchers all ready to jump into bed,

While visions of gold-plated pensions danced in their heads.
But out on the Hill there arose such a clatter,

The Reformers had arrived to deal with this matter.

The Liberals threw open their red book in aflash,
We promise to hand out plenty more cash.

But what to their wondering eyes should appear,
Defeat in Manitoba, Saskatchewan, Ontario so clear.
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But o and behold, Canadians will see,

More broken promises from these Liberals MPs.
Reform isthe party that will bring to thisland,
Hope for the future—one that is planned.

Merry Christmas to all, and to all a good flight.

* Kk %

RADIO CANADA INTERNATIONAL

Mr. Svend J. Robinson (Burnaby—Kingsway, NDP): Mr.
Speaker, yesterday the closing of Radio Canada International
was announced in Montreal.

This means an end to the Canadian Forces Network, which
brought Canadian programming to our peacekeepers around the
world. It means an end to the English and French language
shortwave services which kept Canadians travel ling, working or
living overseas in touch with Canada.

[Translation]

The end of shortwave broadcasts in eight languages, which
are the voice of Canada around the world, will have an even
more devastating effect.

In 1995, the foreign policy review conducted by the govern-
ment concluded that RCI was in a perfect position to promote
Canadian values abroad.

The Business Council on National Issues itself pointed out
that the station was creating a demand for Canadian goods and
services.

[English]

The Broadcasting Act requires the CBC to provide an interna-
tional service. | call on the Liberals to reverse this shameful
decision and ensure continued support for Radio Canada Inter-
national. Canada must not be the only G—7 nation—

The Speaker: The hon. member for Lincoln.

* % *
® (1410)

PRE-BUDGET CONSULTATIONS

Mr. Tony Valeri (Lincoln, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, on November
28 | had the pleasure of hosting another workshop, this one a
pre-budget consultationin my riding of Lincoln. Many constitu-
ents felt that the government had taken decisive action in prior
budgets but we need to stay the course. However, the reduction
in government spending must not be done in the slash and burn
fashion of Mike Harris.

Three major themes were developed and discussed: unem-
ployment and job creation, concerns of small business, and debt
and deficit. | am pleased to state that progress hasoccurred inall
three areas.

S0.31

The Minister of Human Resources Development introduced
employment insurance programs. The Minister of Industry’s
Bill C-99, an act to amend the Small Business Loans Act, will
continue to provide access to debt capital for small businesses
that need it to expand and to create jobs.

Last week the Minister of Finance stated that the deficit for
the 1997-98 fiscal year will be brought down to 2 per cent of
GDP. The goal is to eliminate the deficit based on a measured
and responsible strategy.

I would like to thank my constituents for participating in the
workshop. It is through this type of forum that constituents
views will be heard.

IQALUIT
Mr. Jack lyerak Anawak (Nunatsiaqg, Lib.):
[Editor’s Note: Member spoke in Inuktitut.]

Mr. Speaker, an historic vote was held in the Arctic. A
plebiscite was held on Monday when residents voted for Iqgal uit
as the capital of the new territory. Sixty per cent of Nunavut
voters chose Iqgaluit.

| congratulate Igaluit. | congratulate aswell the peoplein both
communities who worked so hard throughout the capital cam-
paign. | thank the Minister of Indian Affairs and Northern
Development for giving the people of Nunavut the opportunity
to democratically choose their future capital.

The people of Nunavut have spoken. | recommend Iqaluit to
the minister and the government as the people’'s choice. Let us
join our efforts now in our common goal of creating a new
territory in 1999 in which all communities will share.

[Editor’s Note: Member spoke in Inuktitut.]

* Kk %

REFORM PARTY

Mr. Andrew Telegdi (Waterloo, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, over the
past two years it has become clear that the Reform Party and the
Bloc Quebecois are flip sides of the same coin on the national
unity issue.

The Reform Party is at it again. The leader of the Reform
Party is now promoting American style impeachment rights.
Canadians are getting sick and tired of the Reform Party’s
shameless self-promotion at the expense of Canada. The Gin-
grichs of the north are more interested in scoring cheap political
points than in working together to solve the problems that face
the country.

The Reform Party’s idea of constitutional renewal and nation
building is a wrecking ball. History will judge it as such when
the party joins the ashes of the Social Credit movement from
which it evolved.
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The Reform Party should take alesson from the over 150,000
Canadians who were at the Canadarally in Montreal on October
27 and get on side with nation building. Unless the Reform
Party changes its tune it will be up Beaver Creek without a
paddle.

[Translation]

FRENCH IN AMERICA

Mrs. Madeleine Dalphond-Guiral (Laval-Centre, BQ):
Mr. Speaker, yesterday, the Prime Minister had the nerve to say
that the French language survived in Americathanks to Canada.
Yet, the rate of assimilation of French speaking British Colum-
bians exceeds 75 per cent, while that of French speaking
Ontarians is close to 40 per cent. French speaking Canadians
outside Quebec must constantly fight to keep control of their
institutions. Their rights are still violated in several parts of the
country.

How, in all decency, can anyone claim that the survival of
French in Americais due to anything other than the strong will
of our ancestors to perpetuate their culture? French survived in
Americathanks to our parents, who fought so that their society
could thrive in French, despite the many injustices condoned by
Canada regarding the French language.

If | can addressthisHouse in French today, it isbecause of the
vitality of Quebec, which is the cradle of our language, our
culture and our identity.

SOCIAL PROGRAMS

Mr. Stephen Harper (Calgary West, Ref.): Mr. Speaker,
yesterday, the Quebec Minister of Finance made an excellent
suggestion regarding social programs. She asked that the federal
government transfer tax points to the provinces, instead of
money, and give them greater autonomy regarding the manage-
ment of these programs.

The minister would like to change a system whereby Ottawa
can withdraw its financial assistance, while continuing to im-
pose federal standards. That proposal is already included in the
20 point decentralization plan of the Reform Party, and several
provinces support such changes.

® (1415)

The federal government should contemplate such a reform,
instead of wasting its time on symbolic measures such as
recognition of the distinct society. The irresponsible refusal of
the federal Minister of Finance does not mean that federalism
cannot be reformed and that Quebecers must separate. On the
contrary, Quebecers have allies all over the country, as regards
this issue. It is the Liberals that cannot be reformed.

NATIONAL UNITY

Mr. Denis Paradis (Brome—Missisquoi, Lib.): Mr. Speak-
er, let us take advantage of the momentum we have gained to
present Canadians with arapid overview of the greatly changed
Canada of tomorrow. Let us do so in conjunction with all of the
social, economic and political strata of society, focussing on
only one goal: the public interest. The government has already
shown its colours in relation to recognition of Quebecers, and
that is one important step taken.

Membersrepresenting all parts of this country have just given
recognition to Quebec as a distinct society. Let us continue to
focus constructive efforts on entrenching that recognition in the
Constitution of our country when the time is right. It is more
important than ever for us to pool all of our talents, all of our
minds, but most importantly, all of our hearts to make our
country, Canada, acountry fashioned in the image of its peoples,
into aunited yet diversified country, a country characterized by
generosity and equality of opportunity. Such a near—paradise is
close at hand.

* Kk %

MOUVEMENT DE LIBERATION NATIONALE DU
QUEBEC

Mr. Nick Discepola (Vaudreuil, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the Parti
Quebecois has decided not to bar membership to the president
and founder of the Mouvement de libération nationale du
Québec. The PQ leaders’ lack of firmness in this respect points
to a profound malaise within the Quebec separatist movement.

How can there be any hope that the PQ, which is currently
involved in exorcising its own racism, will take any energetic
measures to distance itself from the racist and pro-violence
views of the MLNQ? The weak protestations of the PQ and the
Bloc are insufficient, to say the least, and do nothing to help
reassure the public about the intentions of Mr. Villeneuve and
his group of radicals. How could it be otherwise, when we know
that some of those who are soverignist members of Parliament
today were signatories in the past of a petition for the rel ease of
the ex—FLQ member in question?

ORAL QUESTION PERIOD

[Translation]

SOCIAL PROGRAMSFINANCING

Hon. Lucien Bouchard (Leader of the Opposition, BQ):
Mr. Speaker, in aspeech he made in Verdun at the very end of the
referendum campaign, the Prime Minister made a formal com-
mitment to decentralize the federal system, in response to
Quebec’s demands. Yesterday, his finance minister indicated
this commitment was doomed when he refused to so much as
discuss a proposal from his Quebec counterpart for replacing
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Ottawa's contribution for social programs with an equivalent
transfer of tax points to Quebec.

My question is directed to the Prime Minister. How can he
reconcile his formal commitment to decentralize the federal
system with his finance minister’s refusal to discuss even the
principle of the proposal made by the Government of Quebec to
replace Ottawa’ s present contribution to social programs financ-
ing with a transfer of tax points?

Right Hon. Jean Chrétien (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, before | answer the question put by the Leader of the
Opposition, | would like to say that we are sorry to see him go.
We enjoyed the past two years during which hewas L eader of the
Opposition. In poalitics, there is a certain amount of confronta-
tion, but there are also moments that we appreciate.

| wish him good luck, and if, ashe said in hisspeech in Laval,
he intends to work hard to get the economy going and put public
finances on a sound footing, we will be there, ready to co—oper-
ate. So | wish him good luck in that respect. If the other agenda
predominates, there will again be confrontation. As for the
question put by the Leader of the Opposition concerning tax
points, it is a matter of one type of transfer rather than another.
The amount is exactly the same.

® (1420)

However, for the purposes of public administration and to
ensure that people know the money is transferred from the
central government to the provincial governments, | think the
Minister of Financeisright. People are aware of thisin the case
of atransfer payment, as opposed to tax points. In the case of tax
points, people tend to forget. After afew years, they forget that
no more funds are transferred, but that the federal government
has withdrawn and lets the province collect taxes.

As aresult, the central government’s participation becomes
invisible. | think the Minister of Finance wants all citizens in
every province to know exactly what the federal government
contributes towards the cost of administering social programs.

Hon. Lucien Bouchard (Leader of the Opposition, BQ):
Mr. Speaker, | must say the leader of the government took some
of the wind out of my parliamentary sails.

Inaword, | would like to tell him that | will leave this place,
respecting its members and the opinions of those members, even
if they do not coincide with ours, and with every respect for
these institutions as well as a sense of gratitude for the opportu-
nity to become more experienced in the ways of a truly excep-
tional parliamentary democracy, the House of Commons of
Canada.

Oral Questions
Some hon. members: Hear, hear.

Mr. Bouchard: | would like to ask the Prime Minister how he
can dismiss out of hand the proposal made by Mrs. Marois,
which in fact would respond to what Quebec has maintained
since the Victoria Conference in 1971, and | am referring to
Quebec’s insistence on the need to control all the levers of its
social programs.

Right Hon. Jean Chrétien (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, whether transfer payments are made in the form of tax
points or cash, it boils down to the same thing.

Asfar as decentralization is concerned, we have made it clear
that we will withdraw from manpower training. However, we
want the money collected for that purpose to be used for our
clients, in other words, for people who across Canada contrib-
uted their share, added to their employer’s share, to give them
some security if they losetheir jobs. Thismoney isto be used for
workers who have lost their jobs.

As for decisions on the administration and nature of training
programs, that is under provincial jurisdiction. The provinces
can decide what kind of training they want to give, but we must
be sure the money transferred is used to train people who are
unemployed, because they paid their contribution to the federal
government so they would receive this service if they lost their
job.

Hon. Lucien Bouchard (Leader of the Opposition, BQ):
Mr. Speaker, thereis considerable confusion afoot, but if anyone
knows what is at stake here, the Prime Minister does.

In fact, it makes all the difference in the world to have tax
points that leave a government free to proceed as it wishes and
will increase in value with total tax revenues, as opposed to
having financial contributions which the federal government
reduces at will and controls by imposing national standards. It
makes all the difference in the world.

| want to ask the Prime Minister whether he would not agree
that what we have here is an entirely odious strategy that
consists in making the Quebec government pay an increasingly
larger share of the cost of social programs, and meanwhile
Ottawa collects more and more taxes from Quebec.

Right Hon. Jean Chrétien (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, when we formed this government two years and some
months ago, the federal government’s transfers for social pro-
grams and equalization payments totalled more than $11 billion.
Today, it iseven more and next year it will still be more than $11
billion.

There have been no cuts. Some payments may be down, but
equalization payments for the poorest provinces in Canada
inevitably increased during this period. In fact, there were no
cuts in transfers to the Government of Quebec or to other
provinces that receive equalization payments according to the
balancing system that exists in this country.
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Mr. Michel Gauthier (Roberval, BQ): Mr. Speaker, despite
the Prime Minister’s referendum commitments to decentralize
the federal apparatus, the Minister of Finance yesterday re-
jected out of hand the request of the government of Quebec that
it transfer the tax resources that the federal government invests
in health, social assistance and post—secondary education.

® (1425)

Since he is reneging on his referendum commitments on
decentralization, will the Prime Minister acknowledge that his
government’s hard-line approach to Quebec is a return to the
tried and true formula to slow his decline in popularity with
English Canada, which is to put Quebec in its place?

Right Hon. Jean Chrétien (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, the formulais avery old one. Transfer payments used
to be simply cash payments. We subsequently gave a number of
tax points. It is very important we continue to make visible
transferslikethese so that the peoplein all the provinceswill see
that the federal government helps pay for the social programs
the provincial governments manage.

Mr. Michel Gauthier (Roberval, BQ): Mr. Speaker, inview
of the Minister of Finance's attitude toward the legitimate
request by the Government of Quebec, will the Prime Minister
acknowledge that his referendum commitments to decentralize
were nothing more than window dressing and the only decentral-
ization he foresees involves sending the bills to the provinces?

Right Hon. Jean Chrétien (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, | said very clearly that we have withdrawn from job
training. As for the bills, | have to say, and | already made it
quite clear earlier, that the amount of transfers the federal
government makes to the provincial governments receiving
equalization payments has not decreased in the past three years.
Some of the cash transfers for programs were cut, but equaliza
tion paymentswereincreased. In the case of Quebec, the amount
was over $11 billion when we formed the government. It
remains unchanged today and, as far as | know, it will remain
unchanged next year.

[English]

QUEBECREFERENDUM

Mr. Preston Manning (Calgary Southwest, Ref.): Mr.
Speaker, yesterday the Prime Minister was unable or unwilling
to answer a simple question. The question was: How does the
Prime Minister propose to use the federal power of peace, order
and good government to ensure a fair and clear question in the
next Quebec referendum.

Now the Prime Minister has had another 24 hours to reflect.
The Deputy Prime Minister haswhispered in his ear. He has had
achanceto consult hislegal advisersand the answer is probably
on the front page of his briefing notes.

In the interest of national unity, will the Prime Minister now
give an answer? How does the Prime Minister propose to use the
federal power of peace, order and good government to ensure a
fair and clear question in the next Quebec referendum?

Right Hon. Jean Chrétien (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, | do not have to read my notes. The leader of the third
party should just read yesterday's Hansard.

Mr. Preston Manning (Calgary Southwest, Ref.): Mr.
Speaker, aclear answer appears to be beyond the capacity of the
Prime Minister.

After the last referendum Canadians demanded change and
some new ideas for national unity. Reformers responded to that
call by putting forward proposals for changes in the federation
and terms and conditions for dealing with separation.

The Prime Minister, on the other hand, has borrowed from
Brian Mulroney’s distinct society clause, gone back to a 1971
veto proposal and gone back to an 1867 clause in order to deal
with the referendum.

® (1430)

Where are the new ideas, the imagination and leadership
needed to keep this country together? How will distinct society,
constitutional vetoes and vague references to peace, order and
good government ever convince Quebecersto vote for Canadain
the next referendum?

Right Hon. Jean Chrétien (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, the people of Quebec have voted twice to stay in
Canada. We should remember that. The leader of the Reform
Party seems to be very disappointed that they have chosen
Canada but that is not my case. When the Leader of the
Opposition tried to teach us some lessons he should know the
ridiculous move he made.

| guess the party was too long yesterday. The leader of the
third party does not know that 52 members of Parliament is
nothing compared to 177 on this side of the House.

Mr. Preston Manning (Calgary Southwest, Ref.): Mr.
Speaker, what the Prime Minister is doing on the national unity
front makes Brian Mulroney look good, and you have to go a
long way to make Brian Mulroney look good.

The Prime Minister has cobbled together a national unity
package without consulting the nation, without consulting the
premiers, without consulting his own caucus and without even
submitting it to parliamentary debate. He even uses closure, the
most undemocratic tool of all to push parts of a national unity
package through the national Parliament.
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Why would anyone follow the Prime Minister’s lead in the
national unity area when there is no consultation, no mandate,
no rationality, no democratic |legitimacy behind his proposals?

Right Hon. Jean Chrétien (PrimeMinister,Lib.): First, Mr.
Speaker, we had three discussions in caucus about this matter
before | went public with it. Second, | do not know if the people
will follow the leader of thethird party. Last week he was asking
us to give a veto to the province of British Columbia and—

Miss Grey: The people of B.C., not the government.

Mr. Manning: Why do you not understand about people
Versus government?

Mr. Chrétien (Saint—-Maurice): Yes, and after that he voted
against his own proposition last night.

Some hon. members: Hear, hear.

An hon. member : He could not even convince his own caucus
to follow him.

Mr. Chrétien (Saint—-Maurice): | understand that his two
neighbours to his left had the good sense not to look ridiculous
like their leader and voted with us on the motion.

[Translation]

RADIO CANADA INTERNATIONAL

Mrs. Christiane Gagnon (Québec, BQ): Mr. Speaker, my
question is for the Minister of Canadian Heritage.

When questioned in the House yesterday, the heritage minis-
ter suggested that the future of Radio Canada International
would be determined by the Juneau report, which will be
submitted to the government on January 15. However, 20
minutes | ater, the director of Radio Canadalnternational told his
125 employees that RCI would shut down in March.

Can the heritage minister clearly state that, when he was
eluding our questions yesterday in the House, he did not know
that, 20 minutes|ater, thedirector of Radio Canada lnternational
would announce that his service was going to shut down?

Hon. Michel Dupuy (Minister of Canadian Heritage,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, it goeswithout saying that | know what goes
on at the CBC. What | said yesterday, and my answer isthe same
today, was that Radio Canada International is the international
component of the CBC. It is part of the CBC's overall mandate.

Oral Questions

Therefore, the future of Radio Canada International will be
decided when we review the CBC's mandate, along with the
recommendations made by a special committee.

Mrs. Christiane Gagnon (Québec, BQ): Mr. Speaker, if the
minister knows what goes on at the CBC, why did he tell us
yesterday that the CBC's mandate would not be changed before
the Juneau report is submitted, considering that 20 minutes later
it was announced, without waiting for the Juneau report, that
Radio Canada International would shut down?

® (1435)

Hon. Michel Dupuy (Minister of Canadian Heritage,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | want to make it clear that no decision will
be made on the CBC's mandate before the Juneau report. That is
clear. Similarly, wewill not know the future of the CBC's budget
before the next federal budget. That is precisely what | said
yesterday.

[English]

CANADA PENSION PLAN

Mrs. Jan Brown (Calgary Southeast, Ref.): Mr. Speaker,
the federal government is trying to sell the provincial finance
ministers on its freedom 67 plan, raising the age of retirement
from 65 to 67.

The finance minister says that freedom 67 should be his
choice. It should not be his last choice. It should not be his first
choice. In fact, it should not be his choice at all. Will the
minister commit right now to abandoning his freedom 67
package?

Hon. Douglas Peters (Secretary of State (International
Financial Institutions), Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the question re-
lates to the Canada pension plan. There is a study being done by
the provinces and by the federal government on the Canada
pension plan which has not yet been completed. There has been
no decision on that. Sixty—seven is not the issue.

Mrs. Jan Brown (Calgary Southeast, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, |
do thank the hon. member for his very clear response on that
question.

The Reform Party plan to renew the Canada pension plan will
allow people to choose when they wish to retire. The Liberal
freedom 67 plan will break the government’s contract with
seniors by cutting their pensions. Six months ago, the Liberals
locked in their gold plated M P pensions and now they are poised
to hammer seniors by cutting pensions, raising the age of
retirement and increasing CPP taxes.

My question is for the Deputy Prime Minister. How can this
government justify attacking seniors’ pensions when her gov-
ernment just locked in its own gold plated MP pension plan?
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Mr. Maurizio Bevilacqua (Parliamentary Secretary to
Minister of Human Resources Development, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, Canadians ought to know what the Reform Party’s plan
will do. Over 800,000 disabled Canadians would have lower
benefits; 600 widows would have lower benefits; and 1.8
million pensioners would have lower benefits than now. That
is not the Liberal way.

[Translation]

RADIO CANADA INTERNATIONAL

Mrs. Suzanne Tremblay (Rimouski—Témiscouata, BQ):
Mr. Speaker, | believe that the people of Canada are entitled to
clear answers to clear questions. Yesterday at 3:20 p.m., RDI
announced the closing of Radio Canada International. It wasin
all of thismorning's papers. Can the minister tell us, since heis
so up to date about the CBC, whether it is open or closed?

Hon. Michel Dupuy (Minister of Canadian Heritage,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, Radio Canada I nternational isopen until the
end of March, that much is certain. What remains to be decided
isthe financial future of the CBC in its entirety, and that future
will be determined by the next federal budget.

Mrs. Suzanne Tremblay (Rimouski—Témiscouata, BQ):
Mr. Speaker, my supplementary question is for the Prime
Minister. Yesterday, all of the staff of Radio Canada I nternation-
al got their pink slips. Everybody knowswhat a pink slip means:
no job after March 31.

Once again, the Minister of Canadian Heritage is shirking his
responsibilities. Does the Prime Minister not consider that, this
time, enough is enough?

Right Hon. Jean Chrétien (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, | am satisfied with the minister’s reply. We will be
receiving the report on CBC's mandate on January 15.

® (1440)

The corporation itself decided to let Radio Canada Interna-
tional go. | am very pleased to hear that the Bloc Quebecois
wants us to preserve national institutions such as the CBC, and |
shall take careful note of this.

[English]

PEARSON INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT

Mr. Jim Gouk (Kootenay West—Revelstoke, Ref.): Mr.
Speaker, the Senate has completed its inquiry into the Pearson
airport contract and there were no surprises.

The truth be damned. It was siege mentality all the way. The
Tories defended writing the contract and the Liberals defended
cancelling it. A glossy bound report bigger than my riding's
telephone book settles nothing. It just wastes millions more
taxpayer dollars.

My question is for the Minister of Transport. Will he admit
that this process did nothing to bring out the truth and in fairness
toall parties, will he agreeto thefull judicial inquiry | asked for
over a year ago?

Hon. Douglas Young (Minister of Transport, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, Canadians from coast to coast to coast have made up
their minds on the Pearson deal. It appears that the only people
who are not convinced that the Pearson deal had to be cancelled
in the best interests of Canadian taxpayers and in the best
interests of Canadian travellers are the Conservative members
of the other place and the hon. member who raised the question.

Mr. Jim Gouk (Kootenay West—Revelstoke, Ref.): Mr.
Speaker, the minister keeps saying that the Pearson deal was not
in the public interest and it was not good value for the Canadian
public. One cannot help but wonder if the minister has financial
studiesto provethisor if heisjust talking through an empty hair
follicle.

Will the minister agree to prove his claims by tabling a cost
benefit analysis of cancelling the contract, if one exists?Failing
that, will he admit that the latter alternative was true?

Hon. Douglas Young (Minister of Transport, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, the hon. member should read his friends’ majority
report which was produced by the other side. These are the
peoplewithwhom he has consorted on aregular basis. | hope not
too much of it has rubbed off on him.

We understand one thing: the minority report puts out a lot of
facts of which the Canadian people were already aware.

To take up the challenge of the hon. member with respect to
the deal at Pearson, next week we will sign the deal in Toronto
for the transfer of Pearson International Airport to a local
Canadian airport authority. | guarantee him that not only will the
facility which those people are going to build be far superior to
what was proposed by my hon. member’s friends in the rip—off
that he supports, but also the bottom line return to the taxpayers
of Canada will be substantially better than what was suggested
in the original deal.

[Translation]

TOBACCO INDUSTRY

Mrs. Pauline Picard (Drummond, BQ): Mr. Speaker, my
question is for the Minister of Health.

In the fight against smoking, we discover that, in the master
plan tabled on Monday, the government intends to strictly
regulate tobacco industry sponsorship of sporting and cultural
events.

Will the Minister of Health confirm her remarks at the press
conference to the effect that her objectivein the plan of actionis
to ensure that events as the Festival Just for Laughs, the Jazz
Festival and the Montreal Fireworks Festival, will no longer get
a cent from tobacco companies?
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Hon. DianeMarleau (Minister of Health, Lib.): Mr. Speak-
er, we hope they will continue to sponsor all of these good
works. It is absolutely not our intention to ask tobacco compa-
nies to stop supporting these events. It is, however, very
definitely our intention to ensure that they do not use these
events to advertise, since, after all, 40,000 Canadians die every
year from smoking.

Mrs. Pauline Picard (Drummond, BQ): Mr. Speaker, my
question is for the Minister of Canadian Heritage.

Since the minister has just announced she will come down
hard on funding for major cultural events, what does the
Minister of Canadian Heritage intend to do to ensure the
survival and financial well-being of these events?

Hon. DianeMarleau (Minister of Health, Lib.): Mr. Speak-
er, we said no such thing.

| am very surprised, however, to see the health critic defend-
ing the tobacco companies so vigorously. Now | have seen
everything.

It is time you got a new health critic.

* k% *
® (1445)

LASER WEAPON SYSTEMS

Mr. Bernard Patry (Pierrefonds—Dollard, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, my question is for the Minister of Foreign Affairs.

A new weapon will soon surface on the battlefield: the
antipersonnel laser. These portable lasers have a scanning
capability thanks to an invisible light beam with a range of
several kilometres; they can irreversibly damage people’s reti-
nas and even cause blindness.

What is the Government of Canada’s position on the use of
laser weapon systems?

Hon. André Ouellet (Minister of Foreign Affairs, Lib.):
Mr. Speaker, | would like to inform this House that Canada has
never produced or even used these laser weapons. Canada and
other countries addressed this issue as part of the UN discus-
sions on the use of conventional arms in order to provide
clarification and ban the use of laser weapons. | can assure this
House that Canada supports the measures being taken to prevent
the use of these weapons.

[English]

RIGHTS OF GRANDPARENTS

Mrs. Daphne Jennings (Mission—Coquitlam, Ref.): Mr.
Speaker, my question is for the Prime Minister.

Inlight of thefact that the justice committee did not ratify Bill
C—232 on December 7 and thereby did not support grandparents’

Oral Questions

right to ask the court for continuous access to their grandchil-
dren, would the Prime Minister explain what he intends to do to
support and strengthen families in Canada?

Mr. Russell MacL ellan (Parliamentary Secretary to Min-
ister of Justice and Attorney General of Canada, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, it is the principle of the government to foster family
lifeand to preserve family values. It isfor that reason thejustice
committee decided it was not the responsibility of the federal
government to support the private members’ bill she brought
forward. Not that there were not a lot of good ideas in what she
was trying to do, but it is primarily a provincial responsibility.

Mrs. Daphne Jennings (Mission—Coquitlam, Ref.): Mr.
Speaker, | must disagree, although | thank the parliamentary
secretary for his answer.

| would really like an answer from the Prime Minister. Does
he realize that a child’s right of access to his or her family has
been recognized in the convention of the child of the United
Nations in 1989 and accepted by Canada in 1991? Legislation
similar to thisisin place now in Great Britain, the United States
and Quebec.

What will the Prime Minister tell Canadian grandchildren
who face yet another Christmas without their grandparents?

Mr. Russell MacL ellan (Parliamentary Secretary to Min-
ister of Justice and Attorney General of Canada, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, the government iswell aware of the role of the United
Nations in child care and the government’s support of that role.

It isalso well aware of the important need for child care. That
iswhy the Minister of Human Resources Devel opment brought
in a multi—-million dollar child care program today.

Intheinterest of fostering relationshi pswith the grandparents
and their grandchildren, the Minister of Justice has undertaken
tolook at the subject matter the hon. member brought forward to
see if something can be done which would meet some of the
objectives she has mentioned in the House and before commit-
tee.

[Translation]

SATELLITE DISHES

Mr. Réean Lefebvre (Champlain, BQ): Mr. Speaker, my
question is for the Minister of Industry.

Thousands of consumers in Quebec and Canada are angry
because their expensive satellite dishes that receive TV signals
have now become obsolete as aresult of inadequate regulations
and technological changes.

Since the minister helplessly watched the development of an
unregulated market without informing consumers of the risks
involved in buying these satellite dishes, what stepswill he take
today to address this problem?
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® (1450) Can the minister assure the House this report will be more
. complete than his answer of November 8?
[English]

Mr. Dennis J. Mills (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister
of Industry, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the minister has not sat by in
this area. The Information Highway Advisory Council has been
working on a whole host of recommendations put before the
House approximately a month ago. Over the next six to eight
weeks many of those recommendations we will be acting on. |
am sure members opposite will be more than satisfied.

[Translation]

Mr. Réjean L efebvre (Champlain, BQ): Mr. Speaker, since
every company awaiting the CRTC' s decision on the granting of
licenses will have its own technology requiring a large invest-
ment by each consumer, what steps will the minister take to
protect consumers in case one of these companies goes out of
business?

[English]

Mr. Dennis J. Mills (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister
of Industry, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, most members would agree
that as a government we have probably been considered to be
most sensitive toward the small business community. One thing
absolutely imperativeis that we do not make decisions that will
not take its concerns into account.

| do not believe a six to eight week delay in order to get the
proper answers is unreasonable.

* k% %

INDIAN AFFAIRS

Mr. John Duncan (North Island—Powell River, Ref.): Mr.
Speaker, on November 8 the Minister of Industry, with previous
notice, in response to my question stated that no funds had been
advanced to the Ontario Métis and Aboriginal Association since
1991.

| have since determined that since 1991 some $270,000 has
been advanced to the association. This is over and above the
$111,000 advanced to Henry Wetelainen, Sr. Would the minister
like to take this opportunity to clear up the information he
provided the House on November 8 and set the record straight?

Mr. Dennis J. Mills (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister
of Industry, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | am not aware of the specifics
on thisfilebut | will take his question under advisement and we
will report back to the House in due course.

Mr. John Duncan (North Island—Powell River, Ref.): Mr.
Speaker, the RCMP investigation of the Ontario Métis and
Aboriginal Association, initiated as a result of my questioning
in November, is awaiting a report from the minister’s depart-
ment.

Mr. Dennis J. Mills (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister
of Industry, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, part of this file is under the
jurisdiction of the RCMP and it would be inappropriate for usto
deal with it any more than that.

* * %

ROYAL CANADIAN MOUNTED POLICE

Mr. Mauril Bélanger (Ottawa—Vanier, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
my question is for the solicitor general. It has now been more
than a month since the RCMP arrested an intruder inside the
Prime Minister’s residence at 24 Sussex Drive, which happens
to be in the riding | have the honour of representing.

Thesolicitor general said at the time that hewould try to make
public as much as possible of the RCMP's reports. Can the
minister tell the House the status of this report and what details,
if any, will be made public on this serious matter?

Hon. Herb Gray (Leader of the Government in the House
of Commons and Solicitor General of Canada, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, earlier today the report in question wasrel eased by the
RCMP, pursuant to an access to information request.

| did say | would like to see as much of the report as possible
made public, subject to the need not to underminethe fairness of
the disciplinary proceedings under way against certain RCMP
members, subject to the need not to prejudice security at 24
Sussex, and subject to the need not to prejudice the criminal
court proceedings against the suspect arrested in the course of
the incident.

This has meant that certain portions of the report have had to
be exempted, pursuant to the access to information and privacy
laws. However, | am confident the measures already put in place
by the RCMP for enhanced security will help ensure this kind of
incident never takes place again.

* k% *
[Translation]

AIR TRANSPORT

Mr. Michel Guimond (Beauport—M ontmorency—Or-
léans, BQ): Mr. Speaker, my question is for the Minister of
Transport.

The airline industry has a particularity in Quebec in that it
operates in French. Organizations such as the Association des
gens de I'air du Québec and the Association québécoise des
transporteurs aériens have been promoting the use of the French
language in air operations for many years, yet they are not
represented on the board of NAVCANADA, which is set to take
over the operation of the air navigation system.
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How can the minister allow the Quebec air transport industry
and the place of the French language in Quebec airspace to be at
the mercy of an organization that does not even have the decency
to submit its instruments of incorporation in both official
languages?

Hon. Douglas Young (Minister of Transport, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, | think that the successwe have had in our negotiations
with all thoseinvolved inthe air navigation systemin Canadais
worth noting. The composition of NAVCANADA's board of
directors was determined by stakeholders from every sector.
The Canadian professional pilots’ association, air traffic con-
trollers and unions are represented on the board.

| think that the hon. member should mention the fact that, in
our negotiations with NAVCANADA's officials, we have made
sure that all NAVCANADA operations comply with the Official
LanguagesAct, for instance, and that, except for federal govern-
ment representatives, every board member is selected from the
community responsible for managing this whole system.

It is unfortunate if the particular group the hon. member
referred to is not represented, but that is certainly not the
Government of Canada’s fault.

Mr. Michel Guimond (Beauport—M ontmorency—Or-
Iéans, BQ): Mr. Speaker, does the minister not think that it is
totally unacceptable for the Association des gens de I'air du
Québec and the Association québécoise des transporteurs aé-
riens not to be represented on NAVCANADA'’s board of direc-
tors, given the particular status of the French language in
Quebec airspace?

Hon. Douglas Young (Minister of Transport, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, all NAVCANADA stakeholders, including the air
traffic controllers, who, asfar as| know, are still members of the
national association representing this group, areinvolved in the
negotiations. Members of the Transportation Association of
Canada are represented on the board.

There is no doubt that we recognize the importance of the
French language in the air navigation system. That is why,
during these negotiations, the Government of Canada insisted
that the Official Languages Act be complied with.

| am convinced that, had the hon. member followed the
negotiations and taken a genuine interest in the outcome of an
unprecedented co—operative effort in the Canadian air transport
industry, he would have realized that the French language and
the needs of the people who use this language at work, not only
in Quebec but across Canada, are well represented on NAV CA-
NADA’S board of directors.

Oral Questions
[English]

CANADA CUSTOMS

Mr. Jim Silye (Calgary Centre, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, last year
Mr. Callum Scott, a Canada Customs agent at the Ottawaairport,
was reprimanded and subsequently left in employment limbo
because he was wearing a poppy on his uniform on Remem-
brance Day.

The mismanagement by the minister and his department
officials has cost Mr. Scott his job and his dignity over the
course of this past year.

| ask the Minister of National Revenue and taxation, customs
and excise how this could possibly have happened. What mea
sures has he taken to ensure Mr. Scott receives a fair hearing
from senior management, as he has been promised over the
course of the year?

Hon. David Anderson (Minister of National Revenue,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | assure the House that the wearing of a
poppy is no ground for any concern with Revenue Canada. The
rules are clear for senior managers. Wearing a poppy by people
in uniform is perfectly acceptable.

If in Mr. Scott’s case there was any suggestion or concern, it
was against the policy of the department. | do not have any
information as to whether it was a failure of policy in this
instance.

Mr. Scott has a number of opportunities to proceed with
various grievance procedures. Under the circumstances it would
be inappropriate for me at this time to comment any further on
this case.

Mr. Jim Silye (Calgary Centre, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, Mr.
Scott has phoned the minister 37 times. Thisindividual has used
the procedures but has been stonewalled every time he turns
around by the management of the minister’'s department. The
poppy issueisover but what is at stake isthat over the course of
thisyear thisgentleman hasbeen put into forced unemployment.

® (1500)

The gentleman is suffering severe stress. The department has
put this gentleman, who has received many commendations of
good employment, under such duress and stressthat hehashad a
medical certificate given to him. This is the kind of work this
minister considers efficient and effective.

Why does he not return his phone calls? Why does he not give
this gentleman what he promised and what his department has
promised over the last six months?

Hon. David Anderson (Minister of National Revenue,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the gentleman in question has had his
communications returned. There are procedures in place for
handling the complaint that he has. | believe it would be
appropriate that thistake place and | certainly will not comment
on his medical condition.
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PORT OF VANCOUVER

Mr. Svend J. Robinson (Burnaby—Kingsway, NDP): Mr.
Speaker, my question is for the Minister of Transport.

British Columbians are outraged at the suggestion that the
Liberal government, supported by the Reform Party, is going to
privatize Ports Canada police in the port of Vancouver.

In view of the negative impact this is going to have on
smuggling and other crime control in the port of Vancouver and
the overwhel ming opposition to this plan from the communities
affected, will the minister assure the House that he will not
proceed with his shameful plan to privatize Ports Canadapolice
in Vancouver, a plan which the Reform Party of British Colum-
bia has supported?

Hon. Douglas Young (Minister of Transport, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, | find the hon. member’s question incredible, being
from British Columbia and knowing the importance people in
that province attach to being abl e to operate the port of Vancouv-
er, the biggest, most important port in Canada. They have been
asking for years to have the right to operate the port, to make
decisions in British Columbia, in Vancouver, about the opera
tion of that port.

Itisamultimillion dollar operation with enormous potential.
The hon. member now stands in the House as a member of
Parliament from British Columbia and says to the Government
of Canada ‘‘ give up the port, develop an autonomous organiza-
tion that isresponsible for all the decisions related to the port™,
but he would have us keep responsibility for 43 port policein an
operation of that size.

| believethat if the people of British Columbiaand the people
of Vancouver wish to operate the port of Vancouver, they are
more than competent to be able to take care of the policing
responsibilities that go along with the port.

* Kk %

PEACE PLAN

Mr. Stan Dromisky (Thunder Bay—Atikokan, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, my question is for the Minister of Citizenship and
Immigration.

On November 21 a peace plan to end the fighting in Bosnia—
Hercegovinawassigned, yet many individualsare still suffering
the effects of the conflict.

Can the minister tell the House how his department has
responded to the crisis?

Hon. Sergio Marchi (Minister of Citizenship and Im-
migration, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | thank the hon. member for his
question. It is well known and recognized in Canada and
internationally the role that our peacekeepers have played in
that part of the world.

In addition to the peacekeeping forces, in addition to the
financial help extended by Canada, Canada has also played a
role in the immigration and refugee front. Relaxed criteria have
allowed people from the former Yugoslaviawho were visiting to
be reunited with their families. Since 1992 we have been ableto
land 7,000 individuals. Through private and government spon-
sorship, 18,000 refugees from this part of the world have been
landed in Canada.

Last August when the UNHCR made an international appeal
for some 5,000 settled individuals, Canada pledged 10 per cent
or 500 on top of the other measures taken. It shows in a very
clear and powerful way that Canada continues to lend a helping
hand to those who are in need.

The Speaker: This brings question period to a close. | had
notice earlier today of a question of privilege. As you know, |
hear questions of privilege as soon as possible after question
period.

| address myself to the member for Ottawa West. Because it
was not the full time allotted, | will hear her question of
privilege tomorrow.

ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS

® (1505)
[Translation]

GOVERNMENT RESPONSE TO PETITIONS

Mr. Peter Milliken (Parliamentary Secretary to L eader of
the Government in the House of Commons, Lib.): Madam
Speaker, pursuant to Standing Order 36(8), | have the honour to
table, in both official languages, the government’s response to
five petitions.

[English]
INTERPARLIAMENTARY DELEGATIONS

Mr. Bob Speller (Haldimand—Norfolk, Lib.): Madam
Speaker, pursuant to Standing Order 34, | have the honour to
present to the House a report from the Canadian branch of the
Commonwealth Parliamentary Association concerning the 19th
Canadian regional seminar which was held in Toronto, Ontario
from November 24 to 26, 1995.

* Kk %

COMMITTEESOF THE HOUSE
PROCEDURE AND HOUSE AFFAIRS

Mr. Peter Milliken (Parliamentary Secretary to L eader of
the Government in the House of Commons, Lib.): Madam
Speaker, | have the honour to present the 109th report of the
Standing Committee on Procedure and House Affairsregarding
the request from the Standing Committee on Human Rights and
the Status of Disabled Persons to change the English version of
the committee’s name to Standing Committee on Human Rights
and the Status of Persons with Disabilities.
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If the House gives its consent, | intend to move concurrence
in the 109th report later this day.

Madam Speaker, | have the honour to present the 110th report
of the Standing Committee on Procedure and House Affairs
regarding the Treasury Board Secretariat proposal on a trial
basis for revised Part |11 documents for the 199697 fiscal year
for six departments; namely, the Departments of Transport,
Agriculture and Agri—Food, Indian Affairs and Northern Devel-
opment, Fisheries and Oceans, National Revenue and Natural
Resources.

The work that was done by the committee in this regard was
really done by the subcommittee on estimates, chaired very ably
by the hon. member for Ottawa West. | congratulate her on the
good work that her subcommittee has done in this regard.

If theHouse givesitsconsent, | intend to move concurrencein
the 110th report later this day.

[Translation]

Madam Speaker, | have the honour to present the 111th report
of the Standing Committee on Procedure and House Affairs
regarding its order of reference of May 17, 1995, concerning
Bill C-319, an act to amend the Canada Elections Act (reim-
bursement of election expenses).

The committeereviewed Bill C-319 and tablesits report, with
one amendment.

[English]

Also, while | am on my feet, Madam Speaker, | have the
honour to present the 112th report of the Standing Committeeon
Procedure and House Affairs regarding the selection of votable
items in accordance with Standing Order 92.

[Translation]

This report is deemed adopted when laid upon the Table.
[English]

HUMAN RIGHTS AND THE STATUS OF DISABLED PERSONS

Mr. Rey D. Pagtakhan (Winnipeg North, Lib.): Madam
Speaker, | have the honour to present, in both official languages,
the fourth report of the Standing Committee on Human Rights
and the Status of Disabled Persons.

Pursuant to Standing Order 108, the committee conducted a
study of the national strategy for the integration of personswith
disabilities and now tables its report entitled *“‘The Grand
Design: Achieving the ‘Open House' Vision™.

Routine Proceedings

® (1510)

Pursuant to Standing Order 109, the committee requests that
the government table a comprehensive response to this report
within 150 days.

A vision without a plan is romantic at best; a plan without a
vision is simply adjusting the existing order of things.

CRIMINAL CODE

Mr. Art Hanger (Calgary Northeast, Ref.): moved for leave
to introduce Bill C—-364, an act to amend the Criminal Code (no
parole when imprisoned for life).

He said: Madam Speaker, this bill amends certain provisions
of the Criminal Code that relateto lifeimprisonment. It ensures
that when a life sentence is handed down, it means imprison-
ment without any access to parole for the remainder of the
natural life of the offender.

Currently under section 745.5 of the Criminal Code, after
serving 15 years, those sentenced to life have access to judicial
review to determine whether or not a reduction in sentence is
warranted. Thisis a miscarriage of justice. Many life sentences
have been given because they are the maximum penalty within
the Canadian judicial system.

No matter how compliant or well behaved a prisoner iswhile
incarcerated, a barbaric crime was committed. All the remorse
and compliance intheworld cannot bring the victim back tolife.
It isimperative that the prisoner serve the entire sentence which
has been handed down. For the families, it is a sense of closure.
For the Canadian public, it is service of justice. For the criminal
it is paying a debt to society.

Let there be no misconception. If you take a life, you spend
the rest of yours behind bars. Life means life.

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

SENATOR SELECTION ACT

Mr. Jim Abbott (Kootenay East, Ref.): moved for leave to
introduce Bill C-365, an act to allow the electors of a province
to express an opinion on who should be summoned to the Senate
to represent the province.

He said: Madam Speaker, it is my pleasure to introduce my
private member’s bill, an act to allow the electors of a province
to express an opinion on who should be summoned to the Senate
to represent the province.
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The Reform Party’s ultimate objective always has been true
Senate Reform, atriple E Senate, elected, equal and effective.
We can change the method of appointing senators so that they
are elected.

This bill will change the method of appointing senators
through an election process without constitutional revision. It
will require that the Prime Minister wait to receive the expres-
sion of opinion from any provincewith asenatorial selection act
similar to the Alberta senatorial selection act which resulted in
Senator Stan Waters being appointed to the Senate.

The current Senate has not been able to perform its role
effectively because the selection process has undermined its
legitimacy. There is considerable urgency for the introduction
of thisbill now because the Government of Canadais cramming
through veto legislation which will create constitutional grid-
lock.

I am introducing thisbill today asaresult of theforced voteto
be held this afternoon on Bill C-110. Thelong range interests of
Canadian federalism will truly be served by Senate reform.

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

e (1515)

COMMITTEESOF THE HOUSE
PROCEDURE AND HOUSE AFFAIRS

Mr. Peter Milliken (Parliamentary Secretary to L eader of
the Government in the House of Commons, Lib.): Madam
Speaker, | move that the 109th report of the Standing Committee
on Procedure and House Affairs, presented to the House earlier
this day, be concurred in.

(Motion agreed to.)

Mr. Peter Milliken (Parliamentary Secretary to L eader of
the Government in the House of Commons, Lib.): Madam
Speaker, | move that the 110th report of the Standing Committee
on Procedure and House Affairs, presented to the House earlier
this day, be concurred in.

(Motion agreed to.)

JUSTICE AND LEGAL AFFAIRS

Mr. Peter Milliken (Parliamentary Secretary to L eader of
the Government in the House of Commons, Lib.) moved:
That, pursuant to its mandate in relation to the Comprehensive Review of the
Young OffendersAct (Phasell), andspecifically, to observehowtheyouthjustice
systemoperatesinpractice,theStandingCommitteeonJusticeandL egal Affairs(6
members):four (4) fromtheLiberal PartyincludingtheChair,one(1)fromtheBloc
Quebecois and one (1) from the Reform Party, be authorized to travel to:

I. Halifax, Sydney, (N. S.), and Charlottetown (P. E. |.) from February 18 to 23,
1996;

I1. To Toronto and London (Ont.) from March 3 to 8, 1996;
I11. Montreal and Quebec (Que.) from March 24 to 29, 1996,

inordertoholdpublichearings,visitsites(youngoffenderfacilitiesandprograms)
andmeetwithofficial sandthatthenecessary staff doaccompany theCommittee.

(Motion agreed to.)

Mr. Milliken: Madam Speaker, since we are almost at theend
of the session, | should like to take the unusual step of thanking
my hon. colleagues opposite for their co—operation in arranging
for all the routine motions that we have on a regular basis.

The hon. member for Roberval, the hon. member for Lauri-
er—Sainte-Marie, the hon. member for Bellechasse, the hon.
member for L ethbridge and the hon. member for Nanaimo—Co-
wichan have spent a lot of time going over these documents in
advance. | thank them for their co—operation, aswell as all hon.
members who patiently listen while we go through this rigma-
role on a regular basis to have the motions adopted.

* % *
[Translation]

PETITIONS

HUMAN RIGHTS

Mr. Nick Discepola (Vaudreuil, Lib.): Madam Speaker, |
have the pleasure of submitting a petition signed by about 100
people from the Montreal region, including some of my constit-
uents.

The petitioners ask Parliament to amend the charter of rights
and freedoms so as to protect individual s against discrimination
based on sexual orientation.

[English]
FOREIGN AFFAIRS

Ms. Judy Bethel (Edmonton East, Lib.): Madam Speaker,
pursuant to Standing Order 36, | have the honour to present a
petition today signed by 359 residents of Edmonton.

It has been over one month since Ken Saro-Wiwa and eight
other Ogoni activists were executed. The Prime Minister con-
demned this atrocity at the Commonwealth summit. Reaction to
these executions at the University of Alberta was strong and
swift.

The Standing Committee on Foreign Affairs and International
Trade is reviewing the situation tomorrow morning. | ask that
members consider the views of my constituents in their delib-
erations.

HEALTHY AND SAFETY

Mr. Svend J. Robinson (Bur naby—Kingsway, NDP): Mad-
am Speaker, | have a number of petitions to present today.

The first petition notes that employees of the House of
Commons, the Senate, the Library of Parliament and the staff of
members and senators have no health and safety protection
under the law. The petitioners note anumber of circumstancesin
which their health and safety have been jeopardized on the Hill.
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They call upon Parliament to press the government to finally
proclaim parts Il and |11 of the Parliamentary Employment and
Staff Relations Act.

SRI LANKA

Mr. Svend J. Robinson (Bur naby—Kingsway, NDP): Mad-
am Speaker, the second petition is presented on behalf of
hundreds of Canadians, in particular Tamil Canadians, who
express their deep concern about the continuing military offen-
sive by the Sri Lankan armed forces against Tamilsin the north
and east of Sri Lanka

® (1520)

It calls upon Parliament to ensure that Canadian neutrality in
the national conflict isnot jeopardized; to intervene immediate-
ly and release Mr. Manickavasagam Suresh who was arrested in
Canada pursuant to aminister’s certificate; to take action to lift
the economic embargo and press censorship in the north and east
of Sri Lanka; and to resolve the conflict between the Tamil
people and the Sri Lankan government through peaceful negoti-
ations between the Sri Lankan government and the LTTE, the
representative of the Tamil people.

EAST TIMOR

Mr. Svend J. Robinson (Bur naby—Kingsway, NDP): Mad-
am Speaker, | have an additional petition to present dealingwith
the very serious situation in East Timor.

It calls upon Parliament to send a clear message to the
Indonesian government from Canadians that human rights
violations against the people of Indonesia, and especially East
Timor, will not betolerated; to enforce this statement by making
recent trade and aid deal s with Indonesia contingent on respect
for human rights as set out in the petition; and to ensure that
Canada lends full and vocal support to the United Nations
mediated peace process, pressing for the inclusion of East
Timorese representativesin the peace process and access to East
Timor for the United Nations and human rights and humanitari-
an organizations.

PEACE TAX

Mr. Svend J. Robinson (Bur naby—Kingsway, NDP): Mad-
am Speaker, | have the honour to present thefinal petitionwhich
is signed by residents of Victoria and other cities in British
Columbia.

It calls upon Parliament to establish a peace tax legislation
which recognizes the right of conscientious objectorsnot to pay
for the military and within which the government would declare
its commitment to apply that portion of their taxes that was to be
used for military purposes toward peaceful purposes such as
peace education, war relief, humanitarian and environmental
aid, and housing.

Routine Proceedings
IMMIGRATION

Mr. Rey D. Pagtakhan (Winnipeg North, Lib.): Madam
Speaker, | have the honour, pursuant to Standing Order 36, to
present some 1,000 signatures of petitioners from my riding of
Winnipeg North and beyond concerning certain aspects of our
immigration policy.

They pray that the landing fee be collected at the issuance of
the visa and that no surety bond requirements for applicants be

applied.

Knowing that the minister of immigration is sensitive and
caring about immigrants and their sponsoring families, this
member remains very optimistic.

SRI LANKA

Mr. Bob Mills (Red Deer, Ref.): Madam Speaker, | am
pleased to present to Parliament a petition signed by anumber of
people in Alberta regarding the military offensive by the Sri
Lankan armed forces against the Tamil regions.

The petitioners are requesting the restoration of their rights
and dignity and the release of Mr. Manickavasagam Suresh.

Therefore the petitioners humbly pray and call upon Parlia-
ment to ensure Canadian neutrality in the national conflict in Sri
Lanka is not jeopardized. They request Parliament to intervene
immediately and release Mr. Suresh.

NATIONAL UNITY

Mr. Clifford Lincoln (Lachine—Lac-Saint—L ouis, Lib.):
Madam Speaker, | am pleased to present a petition from 41
peoplein my riding and in the regions adjoining, written in both
of Canada’s official languages.

[Translation]

The petitioners ask the Prime Minister and the Parliament of
Canadato immediately state and confirm that Canadaisindivis-
ible and that the boundaries of Canada, its provinces, territories
and territorial waters may only be modified by afree vote of all
Canadian citizens as guaranteed by the Canadian Charter of
Rights and Freedoms, or through the amending formula stipu-
lated in the Canadian Constitution.

[English]

It provides that Canadais indivisible and that the boundaries
of Canada, its provinces, territories and territorial waters may
be modified either by a free vote of all Canadian citizens as
guaranteed by the Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms or
through the amending formula stipulated in the Canadian Con-
stitution.

VIOLENT OFFENDERS

Ms. Val Meredith (Surrey—White Rock—South Langley,
Ref.): Madam Speaker, it is my honour today to present to the
House a petition containing over 500,000 signatures from the
Melanie Carpenter Society. To be exact, there are 506,285
signatures in seven boxes full of petitions.
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The petitioners pray that Parliament will enact legislation to
keep dangerous sex offenders and pedophiles locked up for life;
to eliminate statutory release; to impose stiffer sentences for
violent offenders; to have violent criminals serve their full
sentences and have time added for bad behaviour; to have a
central registry for the names and addresses of violent offend-
ers; to give more power to legal institutions to keep dangerous
criminals, even after their sentences are served if they are still
at risk to society; to give the police more authority in appre-
hending and interrogating violent offenders, including the
ability to take blood and salvia samples; to eliminate the
insanity, drunk or drugged defence; to impose stiffer laws and
sentences for stalker criminals; and to reinstate capital punish-
ment for first degree murder inwhich thereis no doubt of guilt.
They humbly pray that Parliament enact legislation.

® (1525)

| present these over 500,000 signatures from Canadians from
coast to coast to coast.

BESSBOROUGHARMOURY

Ms. Hedy Fry (Vancouver Centre, Lib.): Madam Speaker,
pursuant to Standing Order 36, | rise to present a petition on
behalf of the residents of the city of Vancouver, B.C.

They call upon Parliament to endorse the Bessborough Ar-
moury Community Services project for the use of underused
defence institutions in the city of Vancouver, and to initiate
appropriate action to designate the armoury facility for shared
use and make it accessible to the residents of the city of
Vancouver for the community services proposed.

ALCOHOL

Ms. Hedy Fry (Vancouver Centre, Lib.): Madam Speaker, |
have another petition to present from the people of British
Columbia

The petitioners respectfully call upon Parliament to enact
legislation requiring that all containers of alcohol sold in
Canadabear warning label s, alerting consumers of the attendant
risks of alcohol consumption.

YOUNG OFFENDERSACT

Mr. Ed Harper (Simcoe Centre, Ref.): Madam Speaker, |
have two petitions to present today.

The first group of 200 petitioners requests that Parliament
pass legislation to strengthen the Young Offenders Act, includ-
ing publishing the names of young offenders, lowering the age
of application and transferring serious offenders to adult court.

HUMAN RIGHTS

Mr. Ed Har per (Simcoe Centre, Ref.): Madam Speaker, the
second group of petitioners requests that the Government of
Canada not amend the Human Rights Act to include the phrases
sexual orientation.

The petitioners fear that such an inclusion could lead to
homosexual s receiving the same benefits and societal privileges
as married people.

* Kk %

QUESTIONSON THE ORDER PAPER

Mr. Peter Milliken (Parliamentary Secretary to L eader of
the Government in the House of Commons, Lib.): Madam
Speaker, | ask that the remaining questions be all owed to stand.

The Acting Speaker (Mrs. Maheu): |s that agreed?
Some hon. members: Agreed.

* k% *
[Translation]

MOTIONS FOR PAPERS

Mr. Peter Milliken (Parliamentary Secretary to L eader of
the Government in the House of Commons, Lib.): Madam
Speaker, | ask that all notices of motions for the production of
papers be allowed to stand.

The Acting Speaker (Mrs. Maheu): |s that agreed?
Some hon. members: Agreed.

GOVERNMENT ORDERS
[English]

CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENTSACT

Hon. Sergio Marchi (for the Minister of Justice) moved
that Bill C-110, an act respecting constitutional amendments,
be read the third time and passed.

Hon. Sergio Marchi (Minister of Citizenship and Im-
migration, Lib.): Madam Speaker, | am pleased and proud to
take part in the debate in the Chamber this afternoon on third
reading of Bill C-110, an act respecting constitutional amend-
ments.

It will bevery difficult for all of usin the short time allocated
to each speech to capture the essence of how members feel about
Canada and our shared future. However allow meto try nonethe-
less.

[Translation]

| listened carefully to the members opposite who told us what
we cannot or should not do. | want to tell you about what we
should do, can do and will do. With the support of all Canadians,
we are going to unite Canada, and this is precisely what this
debate will be all about.
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[English]

| have listened to the ideologues of the Bloc Quebecois who
would rather tear down than build. | have listened to Reformers
who, despite all their loud noises, shouts and grunts, are really
the couch potatoes of national unity. They would rather second
guess. They would rather criticize than encourage. They would
rather watch than participate as they did during the last referen-
dum.

Participation is one of the two issues | should like to talk
about for amoment. We have all heard the word participaction.
Perhaps it is now time to talk about citizaction. Just as partici-
paction is about exercising the body, citizaction should be about
exercising our responsibilities and obligations ascitizens of this
great country. Good citizenship is not only about sitting on your
hands and criticizing, like the third party, but it is also about
getting out and doing something.

® (1530)

Good citizenship also means making a difference. At the end
of the referendum we witnessed in a very moving and a very
powerful way how average Canadians across this land answered
that call and defined what citizenship isand should be all about.

| am talking about the unity rally in Montreal. | am talking
about the candlelight vigils on the Pacific coast. | am talking
about the march by tens of thousands of Canadians across the
bridges between Hull and Ottawa. | am talking about theraising
of the Canadian flag on Signal Hill in Newfoundland; all of
these and many of the other demonstrations where people came
together in the sense of collectivity, in the defence of a sense of
community and demonstrated their affection not only for their
country but for the kind of deep rooted commitment they haveto
good citizenship from coast to coast to coast.

Thisisacountry of doers and not whiners. This is anation of
home builders and not home wreckers. The October 27 rally in
Montreal for me and many others was a day like very few. We
shall never forget that day for those who either watched it or
participated init. It was aday when the Canadian family showed
what it was all about, considering the jammed buses and trains
and planes that created that incredible movement to Montreal.

The Toronto caucus in metropolitan Toronto and areawas able
to facilitate on two days notice 100 buses of committed Cana-
dians who wanted to do something about this country, about the
inability to facilitate any other coach in the Ontario system
because they were all gone.

We had to rent buses from Pennsylvaniabecause of the lack of
buses in the Ontario system. The Finch West Bakery in my
riding, because people were getting up and lining up at four
0’ clock in the morning to get on one of these coaches, provided
croissants and muffins and orange juice as its contribution to
this movement.

Government Orders

We haveto consider people like John Campionwho said: ** We
cannot go but we would like to fundraise for those who want to
go but may not be able to afford to go on their own’’. We had an
outpouring of Canadians coming forward with financial con-
tributions.

We had strangers who could not get on the bus and who car
pooled with other strangers. All of a sudden, through that
exercisewe had instant friendship and instant family that tied us
together quite naturally.

It sounds simple, and maybe it was, but it really was about
ordinary Canadians doing extraordinary things. Farmers from
Quebec shook hands with those farmers who travelled from
western Canada. It was about a school girl who sang the national
anthem next to me, who was beside a gentleman who was born
thousands of miles away in southeast Asiabut who now proudly
calls his home Canada.

It is the kind of thanks and appreciation, without being
patronizing, we received from our fellow family Quebecers on
the streets of Montreal who said thank you for coming down in
solidarity, thank you for not abandoning the concept of commu-
nity and of family, despite the attempts of some in the mediato
portray things clearly that were not the reality on that day.

One of the lessons that rally taught all of us, particularly the
political class on both government and opposition benches, is
that unity requiresinclusion. That was the strong message of the
rally. It showed Canadians al so need to get involved and be part
of the solution. Canadians must be able to sing the song and not
only hold the song sheet in order for the country to continue to
be the kind of society that isrecognized not only by us but, more
important, by those across the globe.

® (1535)

On that day in Montreal there were thousands of individual
acts by ordinary Canadians that epitomized what good citizen-
ship is all about. Sometimes as the minister of citizenship | am
called to define citizenship, what active and engaged citi zenship
means. Sometimes we have these speeches that try to articulate
that. Yet how powerful and eloquent instead of those speeches
was the act on that day that gave expression to what active and
engaged citizenship should be and is all about.

We have also heard from our friendsin the Bloc mutter about
the federalist plots and the discount fares which were the real
reasons people came together in Montreal. Does the leader
really think acabal of schemers and plotters aswell organized as
it may be could have produced such spectacular events without
the willing, enthusiastic participation of those Canadians? |
think not.

Does he subscribe to the politics of exclusion, to the politics
of marginalizing people on the sidelines of our country? That is
the second issue | would like to touch on this afternoon, the
attempt by some to marginalize segments and people in Cana
dian society.
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Canada cannot and will not survive in a climate of tribalism
or of attempting to push certain groups to those dark corners,
to those margins. Thisinitiative today is not and cannot be only
about history. It cannot be restricted or limited in debating only
the English and French reality in the country.

This debate has also to be about our present and about our
tomorrows. We must be inclusive and talk about today and a
future that includes the French and the English facts that gave
rise to the country. We must also embrace without reservation,
without qualification the reality of the aboriginal people in
Canada and the millions of Canadians whose origins span the
globe.

It is only when we speak of these four pillars, the French, the
English, the aboriginals and the Canadians who have adopted
this country as theirs, does it give full expression to Canada.
Only then will it be inclusive and only then can Canada be
entirely whole.

Let me be very clear to those across the way who would want
to dance neatly through the politics of exclusion by attempting
to shrug off too many statements that were nothing more than
veiled ethnic slurs, slurs that really try to appeal to people’'s
darker sides and lowest instincts. It was not only a case of pure
campaign gimmickry to alienate and marginalize individualsin
the province of Quebec; it continues today, after the referendum
was fought and won by Canada.

It continued this week when elements of that separatist
movement suggested ethnic communities in Quebec were en-
emies of Quebec. It was articulated by Pierre Bourgault, who
had the audacity and the courage to suggest that those Greeks,
Italians and Jews were racist because they voted for Canada.

The separatists across the way and those beside them who
participate in the politics of division would want to stratify our
province of Quebec, our nation of Canada into different classes
of people. They would want us to talk about them and us.

® (1540)

| find it exceedingly ironic that the separatists would try to
chide, castigate and humiliate those communitieswhichinlarge
numbers have always supported the quest for the French Cana-
dian identity in Quebec and across the country, those which
largely have always supported the quest for that French Cana-
dian language not only to be preserved and protected but to be
enhanced, those which in the late sixties and early seventies
supported the battle for bilingualism which Mr. Trudeau and the
current Prime Minister fought tooth and nail for.

They did so willingly. They did so because they believed in
that, because it defined what Quebec in Canadais and should be
about. They also did so because they identified with that kind of
quest for themselves, which is also part of Quebec and part of
Canada.

We have the maturity and the foresight in this country such
that when immigrants come through our airports we do not ask
them to check their cultural baggage at Revenue Canada,
Canada Customs and Immigration Canada. We say they are no
less Canadian for believing in who they had been for the past 30
years or in the forces that shaped them in Europe, in Africa, in
South America.

Now because those ethnic communities, as they are referred
to, have the temerity to choose Canada, they areridiculed. It is
the separatistswho arewrong because there does not haveto bea
choice. Those members in the Canadian family labelled ethnic
want both and can have both because the two concepts are
compatible. One can be fiercely loyal to Canada and our flag
while at the same time aggressively promoting that which isthe
very essence of Quebec or our other provinces and territories.

That istheir mistake, that they push for that either/or, whenin
fact those members of the Canadian family labelled as ethnic
have always supported both, the search for the French Canadian
identity and the eloguence of being a member of the Canadian
family, the best membership the world knows.

When we cast our minds back to October 27 on the streets of
Montreal, there were also immigrants at that rally. There were
ethics at that rally. There were people whose skin tone was
different from ours and there were peopl e whose mother tongue
was different from ours. However, we should never forget, let
alone castigate them, that they were there because they too love
Canada and Quebec, because they too helped build Canada and
Quebec and because thisis not just our home; thisis al so Quebec
and Canada, their home.

The government will never play that ugly game of exclusion
because that is agame that quite frankly breeds racism, hate and
division. If we were to go down that dark ally which some want
us to travel it truly would be the beginning of the end, without
exaggerating.

All we have to do is notice on our television screens every
night the kinds of wars and division this so—called world of ours
is engaged in. If we think of the root causes which regrettably
givelifeto thekinds of acts of one against the other, it isalways
found in the very divisions these statements would have us
propelled into, the game of exclusion that does breed racism,
hate and division between brothers and sisters.

We also know or should know in our souls that unity is
certainly not exclusively built around constitutional amend-
ments, constitutional discussions or constitutional conferences.
| think Canadians know thisvery well. It is much more than that.
Constitutions do not necessarily build countries. Constitutions
do not necessarily give countries greatness. Constitutions do not
necessarily provide countries with momentum. People do.
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® (1545)

Unity is bound by how we treat each other. On this score,
Canadians and the very essence of Canada as | define it have
always valued generosity, inclusion and a sense of compassion
for one another. That is one of the reasons our country has been
able to prosper over the years. This is not the time to abandon
those values because those same values are needed the most at
this time.

[Translation]

We must make these values part of our daily lives, perhaps
even celebrate them in special events such as National Citizen-
ship Week and Flag Day. This coming year, the two events will
be combined into a week of celebrations around the theme
Canada: take it to heart.

We have recently begun to note in Canadians throughout the
country agrowing desire to show their great love of Canadaand
their concern for the state of the nation in some concrete way.

[English]

It was with this in mind that the Canada take it to heart
initiative was developed by the citizenship and immigration
department working with the Canadian heritage department.
Together we created a special week of activities where Cana-
dians can come together to celebrate their commitments as
fellow citizens and their pride in being Canadian and the
remarkable heritage and future we all share.

This is just one very modest way of expressing that sense of
Canadian community. For that concept of community to survive
and indeed thrive, it will need the help and co—operation of the
entire Canadian family, of all Canadiansinall regionsof all ages
and of all backgrounds. We should never forget that it is only
through the participation of Canadians and the inclusion of all of
her people that we can make Canada grow, thrive and flower.

[Translation]

Mr. Pierrede Savoye (Portneuf, BQ): Madam Speaker, Bill
C-110isabig mistake. It not only fails to respond to Quebec's
expectations but even makes future constitutional amendments
impossible, for all practical purposes. When everyone has a
veto, the obvious and inevitable conclusion is that on any given
proposal for a constitutional amendment, there will always be
one holder of a veto who will use it to block such proposals.

Although the Prime Minister hinted to the House that recogni-
tion of thedistinct society concept would eventually beincluded
in the Constitution, the veto powers he is now distributing left
and right will make it impossible to make any further amend-
ments to the Constitution. It would be a joke, if it were not so

Government Orders

tragic. However, thisis symptomatic of a far more fundamental
problem.

® (1550)

When provinces and First Nationsinsist on each having aveto
on any constitutional amendment, this can mean either that all
parties are so pleased with the Constitution as it stands that they
want to give each other assurances they will never change it, or
they are showing a considerable distrust of the federal system. |
am afraid the answer is obvious.

The present Constitution of Canada does not fit the economic,
social and cultural realities of Canada today. The profound
constitutional malaise in our societies today has many conse-
quences for our daily lives, because of the combined impact of
the federal government’s legislative and spending powers.

That is why we are now saddled with an incredible deficit,
why employment policies always were and still are formulated
from the top down without any real regard for the provinces and
why the spectre of national standards irrelevant to regional
situations can only mean institutionalized chaos.

In this respect, the Quebec government’s desire to establish a
new partnership with therest of Canadawas and still isaunique
way to start the 21st century with a process that would make for
anew relationship and anew solidarity between the populations
residing in the Canadian economic space. Unfortunately, tradi-
tionally federalist forces have stubbornly distorted Quebec's
blueprint and made it out to be the opposite of what it really is.

[English]

Even the Minister of Citizenship and Immigration a few
moments ago could not resist doing exactly that. The minister
and this government must realize that when a majority of
Quebecois voted no in the last referendum, it was in the hope
that the Prime Minister would deliver on his promises.

Thebill now before the House is not what was expected and is
not what is needed. Therefore, no one should be surprised if in
due time those who voted no shall want to reconsider through
another democratic referendum.

In view of this, it is most unfortunate that the Reform Party
proposes using legal force to oppose the legitimate will of the
people of Quebec to reconsider democratically their future.
Furthermore, it is also most unfortunate that the Reform Party
has stated that should the people of Quebec decide in favour of
sovereignty, it would be denied this outcome using armed
forces. Even the Prime Minister let it be known that he would
object to the unfolding of this democratic process. This is
intolerance and it is unacceptable in any democratic country.
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[Translation]

Nor do we need the kind of statements that are spread around
by the Liberal Party of Canada and repeated by the anglophone
media, that Quebec isliving on handoutsfrom therest of Canada
and is not capable of taking full control of its tax system,
legislation and international relations.

The exact opposite is true. In fact, Quebec contributes one
quarter of federal revenues and also carries one—quarter of the
federal debt, but unfortunately, it receives significantly less
than its share of federal spending that creates jobs.

® (1555)

This unfortunately, but unavoidably, |eads to proportionately
greater unemployment insurance and social security expendi-
tures, so that each federal transfer reduction measure wreaks
even greater devastation on Quebec. This is exactly what has
been happening in recent years. Per capita federal transfersin
constant dollars have dropped significantly in the past few
years.

This is why Quebec must take back control of its economic
and tax leversat the earliest opportunity. To thisend, seriousand
doubtless difficult negotiations will be required for the needed
modernization of the constitutional framework. In the mean-
time, however, the very last thing we need isabill that is both a
bogus overture to Quebec and a straitjacket that will preclude
any constitutional change in the future.

Traditionally, Quebec has always demanded a constitutional
veto, and | repeat, constitutional, as protection against amend-
ments to the Constitution which are contrary to its interests.

Let us take a quick look at history and remember that, in the
early 1960s, the Fulton—Favreau formula arose out of a constitu-
tional conference. It provided for aveto for the provinces on any
constitutional amendment affecting their rights, powers and
privileges. In 1971, the Victoria conference proposed a constitu-
tional veto for Quebec, Ontario, two of the maritime provinces
and at least two of the western provinces whose combined
populations constituted a majority.

The mechanics of Bill C-110 are oddly similar to the Victoria
formula, with one exception. In 1971, fourteen years ago, they
were talking about a constitutional veto and not a simple
legislative measure. It was the former Liberal premier of
Quebec, Robert Bourassa, who turned down the Victoriaaccord,
because it did not satisfy Quebecers.

Then, in 1979, the Pepin—-Robarts report proposed four re-
gional vetoes, including one for Quebec. In 1982, then Prime
Minister Pierre Elliott Trudeau, with the help of the current
Prime Minister, tore up the 1867 Constitution, replacing it with
another one, without Quebec’s consent. Ever since that time,
there has been a crying need for a constitutional veto allowing
Quebec to protect itself against amendments that would hurt its
interests.

The famous Meech Lake accord, which was supposed to
achieve reconciliation between Quebec and the rest of Canada
after the 1982 patriation episode, would have given Quebec a
veto. We know what happened next. The current Prime Minister
torpedoed the accord with the help of Clyde Wells and his
associates.

In 1991, Beaudoi n—Edwards recommended four regional con-
stitutional vetoes, including one for Quebec; in 1992, Beau-
doin-Dobbie also recommended a constitutional veto for
Quebec.

Even the Charlottetown accord, which was found clearly
lacking by the vast majority of Quebecers in a referendum,
would have given Quebec a veto.

® (1600)

Aswe can see, the constitutional veto demanded by Quebec is
a constant political aspiration that has always been at the heart
of its minimum requirements. That is why, when the Prime
Minister portrayed the Constitution as a path to change and
promised aveto, as he did in Montreal, Quebecers were clearly
expecting aconstitutional veto, since Quebec always talks about
this as a minimum.

As we know, giving Quebec a constitutional veto would
require the consent of the federal government and the 10
provinces. Yet, according to arecent poll, barely 10 per cent of
people in the rest of Canada support a veto for Quebec. The
Prime Minister must know that he is in no position to give
Quebec a constitutional veto. He also knows that, as he keeps
telling everyone in the rest of Canada, a legislative veto is not
worth much.

That iswhy the government performed mental gymnastics to
create theillusion that it is offering Quebec areal veto. In fact,
nothing could be further from the truth. What the Minister of
Justice is proposing to thisHouse is not areal veto. In fact, his
bill would give Quebec no constitutional protection against
constitutional amendments.

Bill C-110isnot aconstitutional guarantee that would ensure
that Quebec will be protected in the future. You and | know that
thegovernment in place could repeal thisbill at will. In fact, that
is exactly what the Reform Party said it would do upon taking
office. This goes to show how tenuous the protection offered by
Bill C-110 would be.

The federal government has some gall to talk about a veto
when in fact what it is offering Quebec is all wind, an illusion.
Worse yet, it actually guarantees that no constitutional change
benefiting Quebec will ever be approved, sinceall it will takeis
for another veto right holder to object to nip any reform attempt
in the bud. With Bill C-110, we can be sure that the federal
system will be even more impossibleto change than ever before,
until such time as the government grows tired of resisting and
finally decides to repeal the miserable act.

What this government has come up with is at best a sort of
self—censorship that is only binding on this government, if at all.
In fact, with this stroke of inspiration, the Prime Minister will
have managed, if only briefly, to make the Canadian federal
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system even more inflexible by taking the dangerous step of
protecting the status quo at his own risk.

® (1605)

Inreality, Bill C-110 is intended solely to convince Quebec-
ers that the Prime Minister is making good on his referendum
promises. No one in Quebec will be taken in, as recent surveys
prove quite well.

Half of Quebecers opted for sovereignty—partnership and the
rest, the majority, pinned their hopes on renewed federalism, but
the bogus veto proposed by the Minister of Justice will not
satisfy even his erstwhile referendum allieswho, let us keep in
mind, have always called for a constitutional veto for Quebec.

[English]

The federal government ‘‘knows best’” attitude has been, is
and will remain totally counter productive in this country.

[Translation]

During the debates on this bill this House has had a chance to
appreciate the Prime Minister's talent for improvisation—I
have chosen that term deliberatel y—in para—constitutional mat-
ters, by granting the province of British Columbiaits own veto.
But we must be well aware that adding to the number of vetoes
ends up watering down their value, by diminishing the concept
and thus its effect as well.

It must berealized that, although having aveto reassures each
veto holder that Canada could not go against its interests
constitutionally, this does not in any way make it possible for a
province to go where its interests dictate. In short, it is our
feeling that not only does the formula proposed by the Minister
of Justice run contrary to the higher interests of Quebec, it is
also contrary to the higher interests of Canada. For this reason, |
and the Bloc Quebecois will be opposing passage of thisbill, in
accordance with the convictions of the large majority of Que-
becers.

[English]

Mr. Jim Abbott (Kootenay East, Ref.): Madam Speaker, |
would like to commence my speech today on behalf of the
Reform Party with regard to Bill C-110 by speaking about the
attitude there seems to be on the part of people in the govern-
ment.

This attitude is led by none other than the Prime Minister.
People in the House have learned, they have listened and
understand well. The attitude is that if there is vacuousness, in
other words, nothing to talk about and nothing to offer, then
attack the other person’s motive.
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| was deeply dismayed yesterday and | quote the Prime
Minister when he said: * There has not been one day since we
have been talking about this problem that he'’—referring to the
leader of the Reform Party—'‘has not been in bed with the
Quebec separatists. There has not been one day he does not want
to try to make life difficult for a government that is trying to
save Canada. There has not been one day that he is not causing
some disturbance in Canada because he has no interest in
keeping the country together’’.

| find that kind of personal attack beneath the dignity of the
person who has the title of Prime Minister of Canada. It is
exceptionally unfortunate that he is setting that kind of tone for
the people in his party when he has absolutely no content, no
idea of what he is doing. He is running this country from the
back of an envelope. He attacks the motives of the leader of this
party or anyone else who does not go along with his flavour of
the day.

® (1610)

Hisflavour of the day apparently has now changed and we are
going to have aveto for the province of B.C. Whilethere are few
things said by the Bloc Quebecois | agreewith, | agree with the
last speaker that this veto for the province of B.C. is nothing
more than an additional piece of chewing gum to add to the
chewing gum and baling wire that has been used to put together
this concocted Bill C-110 in the first place.

How did we get there? Contrary to the remarks of the Deputy
Prime Minister who apparently has taken the comments and the
direction of the Prime Minister to heart to the point of ending up
in tears here in the House of Commons, contrary to her point of
view and the way in which she chooses to express it, there are
people in Canada, including members of the Reform Party, who
are avowed federalists and believe in the concept of keeping this
great nation together. The chewing gum and balingwire effort at
this point isso absolutely and abjectly inadequate asto make my
stomach turn.

Why do we have this bill? It is, first, because the Prime
Minister panicked. Obviously the ‘“don’'t worry, be happy”
attitude he had when he came to British Columbia saying
everything is fine, did not work. ‘I am really pleased that
nobody in British Columbia, nobody in the west, has been
panicking over the fact that we have not really been running in
this referendum debate. It is really nice that you have not been
running and creating any problems, therefore don’t worry, be

happy’’.

That was approximately two weeks before October 30 when
thefirst string quarterback, Jacques Parizeau, decided to replace
himself with a backup quarterback, the leader of Her Majesty’s
official loyal opposition as the person who was going to lead the
province of Quebec out of Canada.
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When that happened, the people of Quebec started to listen
to the siren songs and the abject lies of the separatists. They
listened to them and actually believed that by voting yes, this
group to my right were talking about making a better place for
Quebec in Canada. What the people of Quebec did not know
at that time was that the leader, the vice—premier of Quebec,
was actually at that time circulating to four embassies saying
that on October 31 you will recognize us as an independent
state. The people of Quebec did not know that.

The leader of Her Majesty’s official loyal opposition that the
Liberals want in the position of Her Majesty’s official loyal
opposition decided that he would continue with those lies. He
obviously got away with it to the extent that 38 per cent of the
people who voted yes in the referendum actually believed those
lies and that they were going to be a part of Canada.

What did the Prime Minister do? He absolutely panicked. He
turned around and said: ‘““Let’'s see, what do | have in my grab
bag of tricks? What have we tried before? Why do we not take a
whack at distinct society? Hey, that is a good idea. Let's do
distinct society. What about veto? Yeah, crumb, let's do veto
too. That's a good idea’” .

That is how we are in this House today with the government
having rammed distinct society down Canadians’ throats and
tonight ramming veto down Canadians' throats.

Why did we get here? Some of the responses from my
province are indicative of the kind of rage there is not only in
British Columbia but around the nation. | will read a paragraph
from aletter from Jack Weisgerber who isthe leader of thethird
party in British Columbia. It is dated November 28 and ad-
dressed to the Prime Minister. He says:

If youraimistotruly keep Canadaunited from coast to coast, asl certainly hope
itis—

I might parenthesize that there are some people in Canada
who would question the Prime Minister's motives. Because |
find that act reprehensible on the part of the Prime Minister and
the Liberals, | will not do it. Then he says:

—you must havethe courageto articulate avision of Canadathat isconsistent
with the views of most Canadians in every province. From British Columbia’s
perspective, theonly vision of Canadathatisacceptableisonewhereall provinces
and all Canadiansare equal, with special status for none. Surely that should have
beenthelessonlearnedfromthereferendumontheCharlottetownAccord,whichis
being entirely ignored by your government.

o (1615)

It is really telling the way in which this government has
chosen to bring this legislation forward with a complete igno-

rance of the fact that the people of Canada rejected these
provisions in the Charlottetown accord. Yet it is jamming it
down their throats in spite of what the people have said.

The Reform Party isvery clear and unequivocal. If thereisto
be any change to the Constitution, the Constitution must be
approved by the people of Canada, not the provincial legisla
tures, not thisassembly, but by the people of Canada becausethe
Canadian Constitution belongs to Canadians.

We currently have an amending formulain our constitutional
law. It is called the seven and fifty formula. That is the formula
where seven provinces representing a total in excess of 50 per
cent of the population of Canada would be able to ratify most
changes to the Constitution. For the sake of time | will not go
into the detail of the exceptionsto that. That is a broad enough
statement.

Aninteresting comment waswrittenin thecolumn ““ Thewrite
stuff’” by constitutional experts David Bercuson and Barry
Cooper. They say in part:

First,rememberthatwedohaveaConstitutioninCanada;itcontainsanamending
formula.Mr.Chrétiensurely knowsthat.Givenhispivotal rol einitsadoptionbackin
theearly 1980s, hemust haveoncebelievedthat thecurrent amending formulaisa
good thing. But now, with Saint L ucien aboutto becomethe great helmsman of the
separatist cause in Quebec, the Constitution is no longer convenient.

What then, can Chrétien do except to pretend the Constitution doesn’t exist?
Hence his proposal of wholesale change to the structure of government without
followingtherules. Itisaplanthat, if successful, will allow Chrétiento avoid the
minor inconvenience suffered by Brian Mulroney of having his proposals for
constitutional change thrown back in his face.

Chrétien’sproposal sare,inourview,moredishonest,moredivisive,andfarmore
repellent than anything the Mulroney gang ever dreamed up.

They go on to say:

Thereisno such thing asa‘‘region’ in the Constitution, or anyplace elsein
Canadianlaw. So, giving aconstitutional vetotoa‘‘region’” isn’t much different
than giving aveto toall red—headed, | eft—handed, green—eyed women in Canada.
Both entities are equally recognized in the Constitution and both have the same
status as constitutional players, namely none.

These experts, in looking at these things, are very incisivein
their comments. They reveal the fact that the government and
indeed the whol e country of Canada are currently being run by a
Prime Minister and his cabinet from scribblings on the backs of
used envelopes.

In a column by Joan Bryden, entitled ““‘Veto for B.C. fuels
constitutional uproar’ | read:

AlthoughB.C.will now berecognizedasafifthregionwithitsownveto—along
withOntario, Quebec,theprairiesandtheAtlanticregion—Premier MikeHarcourt
complained the move will make it even harder to amend the Constitution in the
future.
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It means, effectively, that seven provinces representing at least 92 per cent of the
population must approve any constitutional change before the federal government will
consider giving its own stamp of approval.

That's a stiffer requirement than the seven provinces with 50 per cent of the
population currently needed for most constitutional changes.

Forest Minister Andrew Petter, B.C.’s point man on the unity package, said
Chrétienisputtinga'* straitjacketonConfederation’” andaccused himof makingup
his unity strategy ‘‘on the back of an envelope’.

Truly that isexactly what the Prime Minister isdoing. Yet the
Liberal members, like sheep, will come to this House tonight,
fal in line and vote for this straitjacket on the Canadian
Constitution.

We have a situation where we are giving a veto. Perhaps |
should stop for a second here and just detail my concept of what
avetois. Simply, if someone being one of many has aveto power
and that person’s vote was negative then that person would be
ableto stop the processin spite of the majority of the vote being
positive. That is my understanding of the word veto.

® (1620)

What this Prime Minister hasdoneisto give Canada’s federal
government constitutional veto over Canada’'s Constitution to
the separatist government in Quebec. It is absolutely unbeliev-
able. It issounbelievable | haveto repeat it: The PrimeMinister
is giving Canada’s federal government constitutional veto over
changes to Canada’s Constitution to the separatist government
in Quebec.

It goes beyond exasperation to think that those people would
come back into this House tonight and actually vote that way
simply because their Prime Minister says so. | should explain
that thereisalot of embarrassment on the part of Liberalsin the
province of British Columbia because they have the misfortune
of having the name Liberal. | will read from a column by an
MLA candidate:

Thefederal governmenthasmadeitsspectacularmove. I nanefforttoappeasethe
disgruntled Quebec separatists, the Prime Minister is putting the true union of
Canadian provinces at risk.

Thethinlydisguised' vetotoall’ will leaveQuebecinthepositionof stoppingany
constitutional changes, no matter how logical they may be. British Columbia, the
fastest growing and third largest province has been pushed aside once more.

| say in parenthesis that thiswaswritten immediately prior to
the extra inclusion of the veto for British Columbia, but the
sentiments are exactly the same. This B.C. Liberal is trying to
distance himself from the crazy federal Liberals. He goes on to
say:

Theunitycommittee,asdesignedbythePrimeMinister,hasonewesternCanadian
representative—andshei sfromEdmonton.Thiscommitteenowshoul dbedisbanded
because Chrétien’s latest move has made it redundant.
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The' distinctsociety’ clausewill enshrineaspecial statusforasmall section of our
society and will inflame relations with Quebec for years to come.

Liberals, thisis a Liberal speaking.

ThePrimeMinister hasnoinklingastowhat makesCanadatick! Heiscompletely
out of touch!

TheCharlottetown accord of 1992 wasdef eated becauseof theinclusion of this
type of special treatment.

| wonder who the minister of western alienation is? Thisindividual isdoing a
commendable job!

Thiswassaid by aB.C. Liberal candidate. However what does
the B.C. Liberal leader say? When he was interviewed on
December 6 the questioner asked: ** You have no embarrassment
though that they are Liberals and you are a Liberal in name?”’
The B.C. Liberal leader wanted to distance himself from these
people over here because he said: ** Our party is totally separate
from the federal party. | am embarrassed for British Columbia
that they are not standing up in Parliament and speaking up for
the interests of British Columbia, which iswhat | believe their
task is"’.

Mr. Hermanson: It isadifferent story if you aretrying to get
elected.

Mr. Abbott: It is absolutely amazing. It would be even more
instructive if we were to take the words of the self—declared
constitutional expert, the man from Vancouver Quadra. | will
quote from an article dated November 30 where he acknowl-
edges the regional veto system was resurrected from a constitu-
tional conference in 1971. It may have come about for no other
reason than because ‘‘someone in the Prime Minister’s office
mentioned it and nobody happened to point out that what worked
in 1971 would not work now. | think it isassimpleasthat’ . That
iswhat the member for Vancouver Quadra said to areporter in
Vancouver on November 30. It will be very instructive to
visualize how this member will end up voting later in the day.

Why do we get there? The Prime Minister panicked because
he had a totally worthless plan for trying to fight the referen-
dum. That is the only reason we get there. We have a Prime
Minister who has no vision and is out of touch. Quite frankly, it
is my judgment and apparently the judgment of all my col-
leagues in the House that the Prime Minister should seriously
reconsider hisfutureintherole of Prime Minister of Canada. He
has no vision.

® (1625)

I will quote from another authority. | consider this person to
be an authority because as the former premier of Newfoundland
from 1979 to 1989, Brian Peckford went through a tremendous
number of constitutional wars. He points out something very
subtle here:

Furthermorethereareother problemswithwhatisbeing proposed. Inarulingin
September 1981, the Supreme Court of Canada said about a federal unilateral
initiativeto patriate and change the Constitution that it wasinconsistent with the
conventions of the Constitution which required the substantial consent of the
provinces. This ruling is significant for at least two reasons:



17646

COMMONSDEBATES

December 13, 1995

Government Orders

I will give one:

The concept of ‘‘conventions’” of the Constitution. It can be argued that the
present federal proposalsinvolve a processthat isreally backdoor constitution
making, given thatitispossiblein the future for the high court to rule that these
proposalsform part of theconventionsof theConstitution. Thereforeyouactually
havethelikelihoodthatthesewill beviewedinaconstitutional way evenif they are
not specifically put into the written Constitution.

He summarizes and submits that *‘ the present federal propos-
alsuseaprocesswhichiscontrary towhat Canadianswish to see
as the process for constitutional change’”. As a matter of fact, |
would parenthesize again and say that this process is totally
outside constitutional law. The Prime Minister istinkering with
the Constitution outside of constitutional law.

The Supreme Court ruling of ' 81 casts serious doubt on thelegitimacy of the
processbeing used, inasmuch aswhat isbeing effectively doneistantamount toa
constitutional change disregarding the convention of first obtaining substantial
consent.

That raisesawhol e host of questions. Whereis the substantial
consent to these changes? Nowhere, except with 177 sheep. That
is where the substantial consent is.

Thesefederal proposalsif passed could be viewed by the supremecourt inthe
futureaspartofaconventionoftheConstitutionandhencecarryingmoreweightthan
is currently being ascribed to them.

It is scary stuff. Very scary stuff. What is going on is that we
have a fundamental subversion of the constitutional process, of
the very document on which Canada and the relationships not
only between the provinces, but between us as Canadians are
founded. These aretherulesunder whichwelive together. These
are the rules under which our various jurisdictions function.

The Prime Minister, out of a sense of panic, has gone ahead
and made these changes. He is aoblivious to the fact that
according to the expert | just quoted, because these changeswill
form part of aconvention and a part of the way things are done,
they could be viewed by the Supreme Court of Canada as being
substantive changes to the Constitution.

Who has the Prime Minister consulted? No one. That iswho.
Let us briefly look at the consultation process. Did the Prime
Minister go to members of his Liberal cabinet? If he did go to
those members, what did the Minister of National Revenue say
to him? Or did he totally disregard the fact that the Minister of
National Revenue is supposedly touted as being the minister
representing the viewpoint of the province of British Columbia?

He cannot have it both ways. Either he did not go to the
revenue minister and therest of his cabinet and did this thing on
the back of an envel ope with chewing gum and balingwire, or he
did go to the Minister of National Revenue and chose to
disregard the advice of the Minister of National Revenue. |
suppose one could even ask if the Minister of National Revenue
was awake that day and realized what a major problem we are
stumbling into in Canada.

® (1630)

The second question: Did hegoto hiscaucus?He said today in
the House that he went to his caucus. | would suggest that he
probably went to his caucus well after the fact, well after it was
etched in stone, and caucus members were too embarrassed to
stand up and be counted, as they should stand up and be counted
on behalf of Canadians.

Did he go to provincial officials? Clearly not. We have
received copies of letters from the premiers to the Prime
Minister. | read part of a letter from the premier of British
Columbia: *‘1 am writing in regard to the bill currently before
the House of Commons entitled an act respecting constitutional
amendments. The Government of British Columbia strongly
objects to the fact—"", and it goes on and on. Where was the
consultation?

We are led to believe by the news media that the Prime
Minister, just by happenstance, may be calling some of the
premiers to say: ‘‘ Guess what we are doing today?"’

In the Calgary Herald today the premier of Albertais quoted
going on about the fact that the Prime Minister was completely
out of touch and had not contacted him. In fact, the premiersare
still being told, probably by an aide to the Prime Minister, what
is going on. Where is the consultation?

That is the crux of it. The blatant disregard which the Prime
Minister and his party have for the people of Canadais appall-
ing. He has not gone to the people of Canadaat any point and he
is talking about substantive changes to their Constitution. It is
their Constitution and he ignores them. He does not consult
them in any way.

Why would the Liberals vote for this egregious piece of
legislation? | suppose it is that they like being parliamentary
secretaries or chairmen of standing committees. Maybe they
like the privilege of being able to travel around the countryside
or on international junkets. | believe this is where the whip
comes in.

When the hon. member for Mississauga West was on televi-
sion afew weeksago she said: *‘ Look at the number of freevotes
we have had in the House of Commons'’. Sure, there have been
free votes in the House of Commons for Liberal members, but
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every single, solitary one of those free votes was on private
members' business. There was no exception. Thewhip hasbeen
on when it came to government business. Any member who
voted against the government whip, against the wishes of the
Prime Minister, has been banished, chastised and disciplined. It
is absolutely and totally contrary to what the red book told
Canadians. It said that this government would be different and
there would be free votes.

Why vote? It ailmost leaves me to ask: Why have a House of
Commons? Why do we come here, as we have today, realizing
that the debate which started at approximately 3.30 this after-
noon will be terminated by the Liberals at 5.15 p.m.? The hill
will substantively change the Constitution of Canada. | say:
Shame on the Liberals. There is no excuse for this kind of
pile—driving and ramrodding of legislation.

| suspect that my words havefallen on deaf earson the Liberal
side. They just do not understand. They do not even show up for
the debates. | cannot comprehend where their head space might
be.

What can | say? When the Reform Party is elected to govern-
ment in 1997 it will repeal this bunch of legislation, which is so
divisive, so discredited, so damaging and, | suggest, so deceit-
ful. The Reform Party will ensure that any future changes to
constitutional law will include the provision that the people of
Canada will have a say over their Constitution by way of one
person, one vote. That is democracy. That is the Reform way.

® (1635)

Mr. Nick Discepola (Vaudreuil, Lib.): Madam Speaker, | am
honoured to participate in the final moments of debate prior to
what is, in my opinion, an historic vote.

What adifference almost four weeks makes. It isvery easy to
speak here today knowing the result of the vote on October 30. |
would first like to thank the hundreds and thousands of Cana-
dianswho camefromall corners of Canadaon October 27. In my
opinion, this bill is their bill. It responds to the wishes of
Canadians as does the distinct society recognition that we voted
on earlier this week. It is a response to Canadians who on
October 27 demonstrated clearly their love and affection for
Canada.

| am appalled that the member for Kootenay East insinuated
that the only reason we Liberals are going to vote in favour of
the bill is because of junkets, of freebies. It shows a lack of
respect for Canadians when he denigrates the bill and the voteto
that degree. It also slows a lack of understanding. If the member
for Kootenay East would only listen to us and read the red book
for achange instead of just referring to it, he would know that
the Liberal Party has always respected the right of veto for
Quebec and has for over 30 years recognized its distinct charac-
ter.

The member for Kootenay East and others have criticized the
Prime Minister for not having consulted Canadians. On the
contrary, the people of Canada spoke on October 27, and when
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he saw the testimony by all Canadians, the Prime Minister read
the people correctly. That was true democracy.

He promised the people of Canada and on their behalf
promised Quebec prior to October 30 to recognize Quebec for
what it is. If Canadians cannot accept that Quebec has a unique
culture, unique language, a unique civil code and other institu-
tions, then we are truly in serious trouble.

Reform Party members are falling into the trap that has been
laid for them by the current Leader of the Opposition by saying
that they will repeal the legislation. | can say that hindsight is
50:50. Imagine if the result had been different on October 30. |
wonder if the memberswho have spoken on the bill woul d speak
the same way.

The PrimeMinister could not consult Canadians. He could not
telephone Premier Harris or Premier Harcourt or even Premier
Klein. But these same premiers spoke to Quebecers.

| remember the appeal by Mr. Klein to Quebecers saying:
““We love you Quebec. Stay in Canada’’. | remember the appeal
by Mr. Harris who said to Quebecers: ‘“ Your demands for the
revision of the decentralization devolution of responsibilities
are our demands. We will work hand in hand with you in Quebec
because your aspirations for a renewed federation are our
aspirations””. The Prime Minister could not take the time to
consult thepremiers. Hehad to make adecision. Herelied on his
experience, on his knowledge and understanding of the country
and of the great province of Quebec and made three promises
which tonight we will uphold. Those promiseswere the recogni-
tion of the distinct society, the regional veto and decentraliza-
tion.

® (1640)

If we recognize, as it seems to have been generally accepted
across Canada, Quebec's distinctiveness, then we must also
recogni ze that Quebec needs all the tool s to protect and promote
its language and its culture.

An Albertan, a British Columbian or anyone elseliving in the
rest of Canada is not threatened with the loss of culture or the
English language. On the contrary, it is in use worldwide.
However, as a co—founding people of this great country it hasto
be recognized that the French language and the French culture
that existsin Quebec must be protected. The only way to protect
that is to give the people of Quebec the veto. That veto is of
utmost importance.

The current Constitution says that seven provinces represent-
ing 50 per cent of the population can amend the Constitution.
That means seven provinces could gang up on British Columbia,
seven provinces could gang up on Quebec, as happened in 1980,
seven provinces could gang up on another province. That iswhy
the veto is so important for Quebec.

[Translation]

| do not agree with what the member for Portneuf says about
these three promises being far from sufficient and not what
Quebecers wanted before the referendum. The veto proposed by
our Prime Minister protects Quebec even more; from now on
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the Constitution cannot be changed without the consent of the
province of Quebec, as was the case in the past.

| totally agree that the cornerstone of a country isits constitu-
tion. | also agree with the member for Kootenay East when he
says that the Constitution is the property of the people who live
in a country. However, the fact that Quebec has gone without
signing the Constitution since 1982 has not prevented us Que-
becersfrom devel oping and flourishing along with other parts of
Canada.

| would also like to point out that Great Britain does not even
have a constitution.

[English]

Think of the great powers and influence Great Britain has had
over centuries. The fact that it does not have a Constitution has
not prevented that country from devel oping. Quebec and Canada
have evolved together and we can continue to evolve together.

The member for Portneuf said that the veto is a watering
down, but that is false. The veto protects Quebec right now. If
his leader, the current Leader of the Opposition and future
premier of Quebec, would agree to enshrining it in the Constitu-
tion we would be the first to embark on that process. However,
his own chef de I’ opposition has already gone on record saying
that he does not want constitutional change. We all know what
the Bloc Quebecois want. It will settle for nothing short of a
separate Quebec.

| defy the current L eader of the Opposition. When he occupies
his new position in Quebec City as the premier of that province
he should remember the words he spoke today in the House. He
espoused that Canada is one of the most democratic countriesin
the world. He above all should know that in the position he
occupies.

Therefore, when | hear the Bloc Quebecois members speak of
democracy and criticize the government for not respecting
democracy | find it a bit strange. Their version of democracy
is—

[Translation]

If the vote is yes, they accept it as ayes. If it is no, they will
accept it democratically, but the very night of the no victory, the
Leader of the Opposition was threatening us with yet another
referendum. A funny way of accepting democracy.

Our Prime Minister has made a commitment on behalf of all
Canadians to keep his promises.

® (1645)
[English]

A promise made by the Prime Minister is a promise kept.
Tonight wewill voteonthat final step of histhree promises. Yes,

they must eventually be enshrined through the constitutional
process, hopefully as early as April 1997.

The Prime Minister made a promise on behalf of Canadians
and | am proud to be able to vote on it today, contrary to the
statements of the member for Kootenay East who said that |
should be ashamed to vote for this process.

| have sat in the House this week and seen three different
members of the Reform Party rise on points of order to indicate
that certain members of the House were or were not absent. It
shows the level to which Reformerswill stoop for political gain.

When it counted, the leader of the Progressive Conservatives,
the hon. member of Parliament for Sherbrooke, was there.
Madam Speaker, he was in the trenches with you and me in
Quebec defending Canada during the delicate moments. | find it
despicable that Reform Party members stand day after day to
question the participation of the member of Parliament for
Sherbrooke.

Where were they on October 27? Where were they during the
referendum? Today they have the audacity to stand here and
again criticize the government for its initiatives. The Prime
Minister responded to initiatives after listening to representa-
tions from caucus members and other people on B.C.’sregional
veto. It is very important for British Columbia. It is also very
important for Ontario to have its veto.

When we talk about the distribution of population we haveto
respect regional differences in Canada. The member for Koote-
nay East has the audacity to criticize the way | vote when 50 per
cent of his members yesterday voted against recognition of the
veto for British Columbia

Itisvery easy to criticize. It isvery easy to getinvolved inthe
debate of always giving into Quebec’s demands. However | ask
hon. memberswhat it is Quebec has demanded over the past 30
years that it has received.

We have made sacrifices. We have made concessions in the
past. | remind members from British Columbia that when
British Columbia entered Confederation we made a concession
uniquely for British Columbia. We honoured the concession to
build a national railway from coast to coast. Otherwise British
Columbia would not have entered Confederation.

| remind colleagues from Prince Edward Island that we made
a concession for Prince Edward Island. The concession was to
recognize that island by granting it four members of Parliament
and four senators.

In terms of making a concession to Quebec, Quebecers do not
want any more or any less than the rest of the provinces. They
want to be recognized for what they are. They want to be given
the tools to develop and protect their language and culture. If
that means making a concession, it is well worth making it in
order to keep our country united and strong.
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I will conclude to give another member a chance before we
vote at five o' clock by saying it is easy to criticize. It is much
harder to be constructive. It is easy, as some members have
already stated in the House, to demolish. It is a lot more
difficult to build.

Itismuch easier to criticize, but it takes alot of the leadership
and courage for the Prime Minister to deliver on his commit-
ment to Canadians of October 27.

® (1650)

We could have consulted all the premiers of the provinces but
we have seen what consulting the premiers does. The Mike
Harrises and the Ral ph Kleins of theworld who loved Quebecers
prior to the referendum will fall into the trap that the future
premier of the province of Quebec will set for us. The Reform
Party isfalling hook, lineand sinker into that trap. | appeal toall
the premiers of the provinces to work hand in hand with the
Prime Minister who has only taken the first very important step.

The Chinese have a saying: the journey of a thousand miles
starts with the first step. We have to take the first step. The
Prime Minister has shown leadership today. | ask the future
premier of the province of Quebec to respect his commitment
and the democratic will expressed by all Quebecers, not only the
51 per cent that voted not but also the 15 or 30 per cent of those
who voted yes, expecting to remain a province of Canada and
work with us to build a better and stronger Canada.

| appeal to the premiers of the provinces to work with the
Prime Minister over the next 18 months or whatever time is
allotted to respect thewill and desire expressed by Canadianson
October 27. | appeal to the premiers of all provinces not to let
that tremendous show of affection go towaste. That iswhat will
happen if we cannot come together and work hand in hand.
Whether Reformers, members of the Bl oc Quebecois or NDPers,
all of usowe it to Canadato work hand in hand to make sure our
country remains united and strong.

Mr. Elwin Hermanson (Kindersley—Lloydminster, Ref.):
Madam Speaker, | thought the member for Vaudreuil had alot of
nerve when he indicated that somehow Reformers should be
castigated because they were not invol ved enough in thereferen-
dum campaign, when he and his colleagues in the House and
outside the House told us we should not get involved at al, that
we should stay out of the referendum.

It so happens that we got involved as much as the legislation
would allow us to become involved. In fact many pollsters
indicate that the Reform played apositiverole in the outcome of
the vote, in determining a no vote.

Government Orders

Then the member and his colleagues have the nerve to say
afterward that we should have been more involved. That is not
right. It isbeneath the dignity of this placeto play those types of
political games.

| was expecting to ask the member a question. | hope he will
be in his seat to respond during this question and comment
period. | noticed in Doug Fisher’s column in the Ottawa Sun
today that he commented on the Liberal caucus meeting where
thewhol e issue of peace, order and good government was rai sed.
He said it sent shock waves through the Liberal caucus meeting
on December 5.

He mentioned a couple of members’ names and of course |
cannot do that. Canadians can guess who these members are. He
wrote:

A seniormember of thecabinet, sof ar successf ul asaminister andneither givento
public philosophizing nor a publicity hound—stunned the gathering with the
argument that the time had come for the government to unveil Plan B.

Of course the plan has to do with the peace, order and good
government proposal. Hewent on towrite that it would be adose
of tough love for the province of Quebec and that a lot of the
proposals put forward in the Liberal caucus were similar to the
proposals put forward by the leader of the Reform Party in the
answers to the 20 questions.

Then hewrotethat ajock would call this playing hardball. He
continued: ‘‘The first doubt about such hardball begins in
appraising’”’ the Prime Minister as he seems.

Andthatis'‘bushed’ . Tired out after 32 yearsof hustlingand partisan hassling.
Asanexample,takeonehislinesonMonday: ‘‘ | haveavery good cabinet’ . Tripe!

This pretty accurately reflects what a lot of Canadians are
thinking about the Prime Minister’s approach on these constitu-
tional issues: ram Bill C-110 through the House as though it isa
national emergency, ram the distinct society concept through the
House even though it has been rejected in the past by Canadians
in a referendum. They have no regard for Canadians, the
provinces or the failed concepts of the past.

® (1655)

Given the lack of support for the Prime Minister’s proposals
and given his suggestion that he would ensure a fairly worded
question in a future Quebec referendum through the powers
afforded him under peace, order and good government, how will
the Prime Minister use the powers under his jurisdiction with
regard to peace, order and good government to ensure the next
referendum question, should there be one, will be fair and not
subject to the criticism of the last question?

Mr. Discepola: Mr. Speaker, in answer to the member |
respond to a comment he made before about our invoking
closure and this not being a national emergency.
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The member does not live in Quebec as | do. He has not lived
in Quebec as | have. If ever he visits Quebec, | invite him to
come to my riding. If he had lived in Quebec he would
understand clearly that there is an urgency.

A commitment was made by the Prime Minister to make the
necessary changes. He had to respond, not with a sense of
urgency but with clear leadership, and this is what the Prime
Minister has done.

If we take a look at what is happening on the island of
Montreal, sadly we see alarge number of unemployed and one of
the highest rates of poverty. Constitutional bickering since 1976
has put our region in a very sad state.

The Prime Minister had to respond by giving leadership to
ensure, as he said in Toronto, a certain amount of political
stability not only for Canada but, more important, for Quebec.

An awful lot of colleagues from Quebec have horror stories
about small businesses by the twenties or thirties or even larger
corporations establishing plants, not asthey did in 1976 in other
areas of Canada such as Toronto but unfortunately in placeslike
Plattsburg and Florida. | recently spoke to a VP of Northern
Telecom who is now opening up a plant in Southeast Asia
because of the uncertainty. The Prime Minister had to react.

On the question of veto, we are lending our veto. In all
constitutional amendmentsthefederal government hasaright of
veto on all aspects, whether there are three or four amending
formulas. All wehave doneissimply lend our veto to each of the
five regions. Therefore we were able to bypass the delicate
process of constitutional reform doomed to failure in the past.

| hope Reformers put aside their partisan politics. After the
new year when, after you have had time to celebrate with your
families in peace and love, as Canadians always do, | hope you
will come back in February and work hand in hand with the
government and the premiers to achieve the unity we deserve.

The Speaker: | remind hon. members to address the Chair
rather than one another.

[Translation]

Mr. Yvan Bernier (Gaspé, BQ): Mr. Speaker, | believe we
have only five minutes left in the debate this afternoon, and |
will try to be brief. It may be the last time we have a chance to
speak this year. | listened carefully to the hon. member for
Vaudreuil, who raised quite afew points. He is also aware of the
position of the Bloc Quebecois on the veto.

I may recall that from what | read and what | heard from the
Minister of Justice, thisisnot aconstitutional veto but aveto for
the guidance of the Parliament of Canada. That is why Quebec-
ersrealized thiswas not what they wanted. | may also recall that
what we say in this House reflects the views of the Quebec
people.

I may remind the hon. member—
Mr. Discepola: So we are not Quebecers?

Mr. Bernier (Gaspé): No, but | would like to remind the hon.
member that if he still reads Quebec newspapers, he will realize
that hardly 24 per cent of the population of Quebec believes that
the Prime Minister’s proposals are a response to their expecta
tions.

So if we are talking about barely 24 per cent, | think we still
have the right to rise in the House to say: ‘‘Listen, this is an
empty shell”’. And we must not forget the 94 per cent of
Quebecers who voted in the last referendum. | will conclude
with this. This means that in Quebec, 9.4 out of 10 people
understood the question. And | do not understand why the
Quebecer from Saint—Maurice did not.

The Speaker: Thirty seconds for a short reply.
Mr. Discepola: Thirty seconds. Very well, Mr. Speaker.

We are prepared to entrench the veto in the Constitution, but
his own leader is preventing us. It is his fault.

If he ever changes his mind, which he has done several times
before, we would be willing to discuss entrenching the veto in
the Constitution. However, with the means at our disposal, we
decided to recognizetheir veto in thisHouse and in the decisions
made by the various departments. We lend our veto, as a
government, to the various regions, including the province of
Quebec.

However, if your leader decidesto change his mind, comeand
see us.

An hon. member: A nice little trinket for Christmas.
The Speaker: No, dear colleagues, but | have good news.
[English]

Yesterday afternoon wewel comed to the Tabl e of the House of
Commons a new table officer. It does not occur often in
Parliament that we have new table officers but we have a new
one today, Carol Chafe.

Carol, in the name of my colleagues | welcome you.
Some hon. members: Hear, hear.
[Tranglation]
An hon. member: A Christmas present.
The Speaker: Yes, a Christmas present for the House.
[English]

Pursuant to an order made Tuesday, December 12, 1995, in
accordance with the provisions of Standing Order 78(3), it ismy
duty to interrupt the proceedings and put forthwith every
question necessary to dispose of the third reading stage of the
bill now before the House.
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Is it the pleasure of the House to adopt the motion?
Some hon. members: Agreed.

Some hon. members: No.

The Speaker: All those in favour of the motion will please

say yea.

Some hon. members: Yea.

The Speaker: All those opposed will please say nay.

Some hon. members: Nay.

The Speaker: In my opinion the yeas have it.

And more than five members having risen:

The Speaker: Call in the members.

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

following division:)

(Division No. 400)

YEAS
Members
Adams Alcock
Allmand Anderson
Arseneault Assadourian
Augustine Bakopanos
Barnes Beaumier
Bélair Bélanger
Bellemare Bernier (Beauce)
Bertrand Bodnar
Bonin Boudria
Brown (Oakville—Milton) Brushett
Bryden Calder
Catterall Cauchon
Chamberlain Chan
Chrétien (Saint-Maurice) Clancy
Cohen Collenette
Coallins Comuzzi
Cowling DeVillers
Dhaliwal Dingwall
Discepola Dromisky
Duhamel Dupuy
Easter Eggleton
English Fewchuk
Finlay Flis
Fontana Fry
Gaffney N Gagliano
Gagnon (Bonaventure—lles-de-la-Madeleine) Gallaway
Gerrard Godfrey
Goodale Graham
Gray (Windsor West/Ouest) Grose
Guarnieri Harb
Harvard Hickey
Hopkins Hubbard
lanno Irwin
Jackson Jordan
Keyes Kilger (Stormont—Dundas)
Kirkby Knutson
Kraft Sloan Lastewka
Lavigne (Verdun—Saint—Paul) Lee
Lincoln Loney
Maclaren MacLellan (Cape/Cap-Breton—The Sydneys)
Malhi Maloney
Manley Marchi .
Marleau Martin (LaSalle—Emard)
Massé McCormick
McGuire McKinnon
McLellan (Edmonton Northwest/Nord-Ouest)  McTeague
McWhinney Mifflin
Milliken Mills (Broadview—Greenwood)
Minna Mitchell
Murphy Nault
Nunziata O'Brien
O'Reilly Ouellet
Pagtakhan Paradis
Parrish Patry
Payne Peric
Peters Peterson
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Phinney Pickard (Essex—Kent)
Pillitteri Proud
Reed Regan
Richardson Rideout
Ringuette-Maltais Robichaud
Robillard Rock
Scott (Fredericton—York—Sunbury) Serré
Shepherd Sheridan
Simmons Speller
Steckle Stewart (Brant)
Stewart (Northumberland) Telegdi
Terrana Thalheimer
Tobin Torsney
Ur Valeri
Vanclief Verran
Volpe Walker
Wappel Wells
Whelan Wood
Young Zed —150

NAY S

Members
Abbott Ablonczy
Althouse Asselin
Axworthy (Saskatoon—Clark’s Crossing) Bachand
Bélisle Benoit
Bergeron Bernier (Gaspé)
Bernier (Mégantic—Compton—Stanstead) Blaikie
Bouchard Breitkreuz (Yellowhead)
Breitkreuz (Yorkton—Melville) Bridgman
Brien Brown (Calgary Southeast/Sud—Est)
Caron Chatters
Chrétien (Frontenac) Créte
Cummins Dalphond-Guiral
Daviault de Jong
de Savoye Debien
Deshaies Dubé
Duceppe Dumas
Duncan Epp
Fillion Forseth
Gagnon (Québec) Gauthier
Gilmour Godin
Gouk Grey (Beaver River)
Grubel Guay
Guimond Hanger
Hanrahan Harper (Calgary West/Ouest)
Harper (Simcoe Centre) Hart
Hayes Hermanson
Hill (Macleod) Hill (Prince George—Peace River)
Hoeppner Jacob
Jennings Johnston
Kerpan Lalonde
Landry Laurin
Lavigne (Beauharnois—Salaberry) Lebel
Leblanc (Longueuil) Lefebvre
Leroux (Richmond—Wolfe) Leroux (Shefford)
Loubier Manning

Marchand
Mayfield
McLaughlin
Mercier
Morrison
Penson

Ramsay
Robinson
Sauvageau
Scott (Skeena)
Solberg
St—Laurent
Taylor
Tremblay (Rimouski—Témiscouata)
Venne
Williams —101

Martin (Esquimalt—Juan de Fuca)
McClelland (Edmonton Southwest/Sud-Ouest)
Ménard

Meredith

Nunez

Picard (Drummond)

Ringma

Rocheleau

Schmidt

Silye

Speaker

Stinson

Thompson

Tremblay (Rosemont)

White (Fraser Valley West/Ouest)
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PAIRED MEMBERS Mr. Taylor: Mr. Speaker, New Democrats in the House vote

Bellehumeur Canuel yea on this motion.

Culbert LeBlanc (Cape/Cap-Breton Highlands—Canso)

Paré Pomerleau

St. Denis Szabo ® (1735)

® (1730)

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

Mr. Stinson: Mr. Speaker, | rise on apoint of order. On avote
asimportant as this | wonder if | could beg the Speaker to givea
few minutes for the Tory leader—

The Speaker: That is not a point of order.

Mrs. Finestone: Mr. Speaker, on a point of order, unfortu-
nately atruck got in my way and so | was delayed. If | had been
here | would have voted with my party.

Mr. Bevilacqua: Mr. Speaker, unfortunately | was detained.
As always | will be voting on behalf of the—

[Translation]

Mr. Plamondon: Mr. Speaker, if the Standing Orders so
permit, | have just arrived and | would like to be included in the
vote, as | am entitled to be.

[English]

The Speaker: Pursuant to an order made Tuesday, December
12, 1995, the House will now proceed to the taking of the
deferred division at the third reading stage of Bill C-108, an act
to amend the National Housing Act.

* Kk %

NATIONAL HOUSING ACT

The House resumed from December 12 consideration of the
motion that Bill C-108, an act to amend the National Housing
Act, be read the third time and passed.

Mr. Boudria: Mr. Speaker, in the spirit of the festive season |
take this opportunity to salute my colleagues, the whips across
the way, and thank them for their co—operation.

| ask the House if there would be unanimous consent that the
members who voted on the motion previously before the House,
plus the hon. Secretary of State for the Status of Women and the
Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Human Resources, be
recorded as having voted on the motion now before the House,
with the Liberal sidevoting yea. | am sure the whips of the other
parties will add, if needed, members of their parties with their
ranks.

[Translation]

Mr. Duceppe: Mr. Speaker, the members of the Bloc Quebe-
cois will vote in favour of this motion.
[English]

Mr. Ringma: Mr. Speaker, Reform members will be voting

nay on this motion, except for those who might wish to vote
otherwise.

[Translation]

Mr. Bernier (Beauce): Mr. Speaker, | am voting in support of

this motion.

[English]

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

following division.)

(Division No. 401)

YEAS

Members
Adams Alcock
Allmand Althouse
Anderson Arseneault
Assadourian Asselin
Augustine Axworthy (Saskatoon—Clark’s Crossing)
Bachand Bakopanos
Barnes Beaumier
Bélair Bélanger
Bélisle Bellemare
Bergeron Bernier (Beauce)
Bernier (Gaspé) Bernier (Mégantic—Compton—Stanstead)
Bertrand Bevilacqua
Blaikie Bodnar
Bonin Bouchard
Boudria Brien
Brown (Oakville—Milton) Brushett
Bryden Calder
Caron Catterall
Cauchon Chamberlain
Chan Chrétien (Frontenac)
Chrétien (Saint-Maurice) Clancy
Cohen Collenette
Coallins Comuzzi
Cowling Créte
Dalphond-Guiral Daviault
de Jong de Savoye
Debien Deshaies
DeVillers Dhaliwal
Dingwall Discepola
Dromisky Dubé
Duceppe Duhamel
Dumas Dupuy
Easter Eggleton
English Fewchuk
Fillion Finestone
Finlay Flis
Fontana Fry
Gaffney N Gagliano
Gagnon (Bonaventure—Illes-de-la-Madeleine) Gagnon (Québec)
Gallaway Gauthier
Gerrard Godfrey
Godin Goodale
Graham Gray (Windsor West/Ouest)
Grose Guarnieri
Guay Guimond
Harb Harvard
Hickey Hopkins
Hubbard lanno
Irwin Jackson
Jacob Jordan
Keyes Kilger (Stormont—Dundas)
Kirkby Knutson
Kraft Sloan Laonde
Landry Lastewka
Laurin

Lavigne (Verdun—Saint—Paul)
Leblanc (Longueuil)

Lavigne (Beauharnois—Salaberry)
Lebel

Lee
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Lefebvre

Leroux (Shefford)
Loney

Maclaren

Malhi

Manley

Marchi

Martin (LaSalle—Emard)
McCormick
McKinnon
McLellan (Edmonton Northwest/Nord-Ouest)
McWhinney
Mercier

Milliken

Minna

Murphy

Nunez

O'Brien

Ouellet

Paradis

Patry

Peric

Peterson

Picard (Drummond)
Pillitteri

Proud

Regan

Rideout

Robichaud
Robinson

Rock

Scott (Fredericton—York—Sunbury)
Shepherd

Simmons
St—Laurent

Stewart (Brant)
Taylor

Terrana

Tobin

Tremblay (Rimouski—Témiscouata)
Ur

Vanclief

Verran

Walker

Wells

Wood

Zed—207

Abbott

Benoit

Breitkreuz (Yorkton—Melville)
Brown (Calgary Southeast/Sud—Est)
Cummins

Epp

Gilmour

Grey (Beaver River)

Hanger

Harper (Calgary West/Ouest)

Hart

Hermanson

Hill (Prince George—Peace River)
Jennings

Kerpan

Martin (Esquimalt—Juan de Fuca)

Leroux (Richmond—Wolfe)
Lincoln

Loubier

MacLellan (Cape/Cap-Breton—The Sydneys)
Maloney

Marchand

Marleau

Massé

McGuire

McLaughlin
McTeague

Ménard

Mifflin

Mills (Broadview—Greenwood)
Mitchell

Nault

Nunziata

O'Reilly

Pagtakhan

Parrish

Payne

Peters

Phinney

Pickard (Essex—Kent)
Plamondon

Reed

Richardson
Ringuette-Maltais
Robillard

Rocheleau

Sauvageau

Serré

Sheridan

Speller

Steckle

Stewart (Northumberland)
Telegdi

Thalheimer

Torsney

Tremblay (Rosemont)
Valeri

Venne

Volpe

Wappel

Whelan

Young

NAY S

Members

Ablonczy

Breitkreuz (Yellowhead)
Bridgman

Chatters

Duncan

Forseth

Gouk

Grubel

Hanrahan

Harper (Simcoe Centre)
Hayes

Hill (Macleod)
Hoeppner

Johnston

Manning

Mayfield

McClelland (Edmonton Southwest/Sud-Ouest) Meredith

Morrison
Ramsay
Schmidt
Silye

Speaker
Thompson
Williams—47

Penson

Ringma

Scott (Skeena)

Solberg

Stinson

White (Fraser Valley West/Ouest)

Private Members' Business

PAIRED MEMBERS

Bellehumeur Canuel

Culbert LeBlanc (Cape/Cap-Breton Highlands—Canso)
Paré Pomerleau

St. Denis Szabo

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

The Speaker: Pursuant to an order made Tuesday, December
12, 1995, the House will now proceed to the taking of the
deferred division on the motion of the hon. member for Cari-
boo—Chilcotin at second reading stage of Bill C-315.

PRIVATE MEMBERS BUSINESS
[English]

PROTECTION OF PERSONAL INFORMATION
OBTAINED BY CERTAIN CORPORATIONSACT

The House resumed from December 12, consideration of the
motion that Bill C-315, an act to complement the present laws
of Canadathat protect the privacy of individual s with respect to
personal information about themselves obtained by certain
corporations, be read the second time and referred to a commit-
tee.

The Speaker: As is the practice, the division will be taken
row by row, starting with the mover and then proceeding with
those in favour of the motion sitting on the same side of the
House as the mover. Then those in favour of the motion sitting
on the other side of the House will be called.

[Translation]
Those opposed to the motion will be called in the same order.

(The House divided on the motion, which was negatived on
the following division:)

(Division No. 402)

YEAS
Members
Abbott Ablonczy
Adams Allmand
Althouse Arseneault
Assdlin Axworthy (Saskatoon—Clark’s Crossing)
Bachand Bélisle
Benoit Bergeron
Bernier (Beauce) Bernier (Gaspé)
Bernier (Mégantic—Compton—Stanstead) Blaikie
Bouchard Breitkreuz (Yellowhead)
Breitkreuz (Yorkton—Melville) Bridgman
Brien Brown (Calgary Southeast/Sud—Est)
Caron Chatters
Chrétien (Frontenac) Créte
Cummins Dalphond-Guira
Daviault de Jong
de Savoye Debien
Deshaies Dubé
Duceppe Dumas
Duncan Epp
Fillion Forseth
Gagnon (Bonaventure—Iiles-de-la-Madeleine) Gagnon (Québec)
Gauthier Gilmour
Godin Gouk
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Grey (Beaver River) Grubel Ouellet Pagtakhan
Guay Guimond Paradis Parrish
Hanger Hanrahan Patry Payne
Harper (Calgary West/Ouest) Harper (Simcoe Centre) Peters Peterson
Hart Hayes P_hl nney Pickard (Essex—Kent)
Hermanson Hill (Macleod) Pillitteri Proud
Hill (Prince George—Peace River) Hoeppner Reed Richardson )
Jacob Jennings Rideout Ringuette-Maltais
Johnston Kerpan Robichaud Robillard
L : Rock Scott (Fredericton—York—Sunbury)

andry Laurin Sarré Sheoherd
Lavigne (Beauharnois—Salaberry) Lebel Sheridan Sp:ﬁer
Leblanc (L ongueil) Lefebvre Steckle Stewart (Northumberland)
Leroux (Richmond—Wolfe) Leroux (Shefford) Thalheimer Tobin
Loubier Manning Ur Valeri
Marchand Martin (Esquimalt—Juan de Fuca) Vanclief Verran
Mayfield McClelland (Edmonton Southwest/Sud-Ouest) Volpe Walker
McLaughlin McTeague Wappel Wells
McWhinney Ménard Whelan Young—122
Mercier Meredith
Morrison Nunez
Nunziata Penson
Picard (Drummond) Plamondon PAIRED MEMBERS
Ramsay Ringma
Robinson Rocheleau Bellehumeur Canuel
Sauvageau Schmidt Culbert LeBlanc (Cape/Cap-Breton Highlands—Canso)
Scott (Skeena) Silye Paré Pomerleau
Solberg Speaker St. Denis Szabo
St—Laurent Stinson
Taylor Telegdi
Terrana Thompson ® (1745)
Tremblay (Rimouski—Témiscouata) Tremblay (Rosemont)
Venne White (Fraser Valley West/Ouest)
Williams —111 .

rams [English]

NAYS The Speaker: | declare the motion lost.
Members

Alcock Anderson *ox
Assadourian Augustine
Bakopanos Barnes
Beaumier Bélair
Bélanger Bellemare DANGEROUSOFFENDERS
Bertrand Bevilacqua
Bodnar Bonin
Boudria Brown (Oakville—Milton . .
Brushett B,yden( ) Ms. Val Meredith (Surrey—White Rock—South Langley,
Calder Catterall Ref.) moved:
Cauchon Chamberlain
ggﬁnen gloa”"ecxme That,intheopinionofthisHouse, thegovernmentshouldamendPartX X1V of the
Collins Comuzzi Criminal Code—Dangerous Offenders—to provide:
Cowling DeVillers
Dhaliwal Discepola 1. that where an offender is convicted of
Dromisky Duhamel
Dupuy Easter (a) asexual offence involving a child, or
Eggleton Fewchuk
Finestone Finlay (b) an offence set out in
Flis Fry
Gaffn Gallaw: . . .
Ge"arzy Godf,eyay (i) section 271 (sexual assault) that has been proceeded with by way of
Goodale Graham indictment,
Grose Guarnieri
Harb Harvard (i) section 272 (sexual assault with aweapon, threats to athird party or causing
Hickey Hopkins bodily harm), or
Hubbard lanno
Irwin Jackson i
Jordan Kilger (Stormont—Dundas) (iii) section 273 (aggravated sexua assault),
E;::gxka Eg t Sloan or an attempt to commit any of these offences, the offender shall, before being
Loney Maclaren sentenced, be examined by two psychiatrists to determine
MacLellan (Cape/Cap-Breton—The Sydneys) Malhi
Maloney Manley (c) in the case of sexual offence involving a child, whether the offender islikely to
Marchi ) Marleau commit or attempt to commit such an offence in the future, and
Martin (LaSalle—Emard) Massé
mggﬂmﬁk mﬁﬁgﬁ (d) in the case of an offence referred to in section 271 that has been proceeded with
Minna Mitchell by way of indictment, or section 272 or 273, whether the offender islikely to cause
Murphy Nault or attempt to cause death, injury or serious psychologica harm to another person
O'Brien O'Reilly through afailure in the future to control his or her sexual impulses; and
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2. that where the psychiatrists conclude

(a) in the case of a sexual offence involving a child, that the offender is likely to
commit or attempt to commit such an offence in the future, or

(b) in the case of an offence mentioned in section 271 that has been proceeded with
by way of indictment, or section 272 or 273, that the offender is likely to cause or
attempt to cause death, injury or serious psychologica harm to another person
through afailure in the future to control his or her sexual impulses,

the Attorney General of the provincein which the offender wastried shall direct that
an application be brought to have the offender declared a dangerous offender.

She said: Mr. Speaker, | would like to split my time with my
colleague from Calgary Southeast.

The Deputy Speaker: That would require unanimous con-
sent. |s there unanimous consent?

Some hon. members: Agreed.

Ms. Meredith: Mr. Speaker, it is my pleasure to have the
opportunity to begin debate on Motion No. 461. | believe it is
especially appropriate to speak to this motion today.

Earlier thisafternoon | introduced to the House a petition that
had been collected by the Melanie Carpenter Society. The
petition had over half amillion signatures, to be exact, 506,285
names. The petitioners ask Parliament to enact legislation that
would keep dangerous offenders, especially dangerous sex
offenders, off the streets of our country. The first of the nine
items on the petition states: That dangerous offenders and
pedophiles should be locked up for life.

® (1750)

Asfatewould haveit, that iswhat we are debating today. The
motion that | introduced jointly seconded by my colleague from
Calgary Southeast, is targeted against sexual predators. It isan
effort to get these offenders off the streets after their first
conviction, not the second or third conviction whichis often the
case now.

The motion asks that once an individual hasbeen convicted of
aggravated sexual assault, sexual assault with a weapon or
sexual assault that has been proceeded with by way of indict-
ment or any sexual offence where the victim is a child, the
convicted offender must be examined by two psychiatrists.

If the two psychiatrists conclude that the offender is likely to
commit asimilar crimein the future, the attorney general shall
direct that a dangerous offender application be initiated. The
convicted offender would then have a dangerous offender hear-
ing where the crown would have to prove beyond a reasonable
doubt that the offender was likely to reoffend.

This motion carefully balances the rights of the offender and
the protection of society. The motion only applies to convicted
offenders. Two psychiatrists have to conclude that the offender
is likely to reoffend. Then the crown has to prove beyond a
reasonable doubt before a court that the offender is likely to
reoffend.

Private Members' Business

Society is protected by having early identification of danger-
ous sex offenders. Some may ask if thisispossible. Not only isit
possible but science is moving quickly in this regard.

Whilel was conducting research on my private member’sbill,
Bill C—240, | came across the work of Professor Robert Hare of
the University of British Columbia. Professor Hare teaches in
the psychology department and is the leading authority in the
subject of psychopathy. Professor Hare and his colleagues have
devel oped tests to identify psychopathsfor Correctional Service
Canada as well as the prison systems in Washington and
California states.

It is generally accepted that these tests have an 85 per cent
accuracy in identifying psychopaths. Some may argue that not
all psychopaths are sex offenders and that is true. With this
motionwewould only be concerned with those psychopathswho
were convicted of a serious sexual assault or pedophilia.

If two psychiatrists conclude that someone who has just been
convicted of one of these offences is a psychopath, then if our
society values its protection he must be found to be adangerous
offender.

In this instance we are talking about people like Clifford
Olson, Paul Bernardo and Fernand Auger. | would like to use
Auger as an example. We all know Auger as the man who
kidnapped Melanie Carpenter from her place of work in Surrey,
B.C., drove her out to the Fraser canyon where he sexually
assaulted and murdered her. Auger was on parole at the time of
this crime not for a sexual offence, but for robbery.

However 10 years earlier Auger was convicted of sexual
assault or more precisely, two instances where he committed
extremely violent sexual assaults. One instance involved a
17-year—old prostitute, the other invol ved a 14-year—old prosti-
tute. In both cases Auger picked up these girls, drove to a
secluded location, put a gun to their heads, threatened to kill
them and then raped and sodomized them.

Arrested and convicted for both crimes, Auger received the
remarkably lenient sentence of two years less a day and served
his time in Ontario’'s provincial system. Why such a light
sentence? As a Correctional Service Canada spokesman stated
to a CBC reporter last March, Auger’s crimes were not viewed
as being violent because the victims were prostitutes and this
implied a level of consent.

However, after a subsequent conviction for robbery Auger
ended up receiving a sentence in a federal institution. He
submitted himself to a psychological review as part of a parole
application. It was at this time that the true nature of Auger's
personality came to light. Auger’'s psychological assessment
reads as follows: ‘“Appears to employ defence mechanisms,
such as minimization, rationalization and displacement to justi-
fy his criminal activity. He has a fairly advanced anti—social
personality disorder’’.
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In August 1994 the National Parole Board denied Auger
parole, stating he was a high risk to reoffend. Unfortunately,
because of theway the Corrections and Conditional Release Act
iswritten, Auger was required to be released afew months later
and because of this Melanie Carpenter is no longer with us.

| am confident that had Auger been examined by two psychia
trists for his assaults on the two teenage prostitutes in Toronto,
his anti—social personality would have been uncovered at that
time. Had he been found to be a dangerous offender, he would
have received an indefinite sentence.

Contrary to what some may think, an indefinite sentence does
not mean to lock them up and throw away the key. What it does
mean, however, is that the offender is kept in custody until the
parole board is convinced that the offender does not pose a
serious risk to society.

It is mainly up to the offender to determine how long the
sentence will be. If the required treatment is taken and shows
real progress, it need not be along incarceration. Paroleeligibil-
ity is after three years and then every two years thereafter.

The greatest value of the indefinite sentenceistwofold. First,
for those offenders who show no inclination of rehabilitation,
there isno pressure on the correctional system to get them ready
for release, whether they are prepared or not.

Second, for those who are released, the justice system can
closely monitor their activities in the community. If this had
happened in Auger’s case, maybe two people would still be
alive, Melanie Carpenter and Fernand Auger.

| believe thismotionis sound. It satisfies not only the Reform
Party’s objectives for public safety, but the red book objectives
of the Liberals to protect women and children.

Similarly, the justice critic for the Bloc Quebecois has fre-
quently expressed her concern for the safety of women and
children. | only hope that she is equally concerned about
protecting them from sexual assault, sexual predators, as sheis
from protecting them from firearms.

This motion targets only a small percentage of the Canadian
population, sexual predators. | fully agree with the over half a
million individuals who signed the Melanie Carpenter Society
petition, who believe that dangerous sex offenders and pedo-
philes belong behind bars, not on our streets.

Mrs. Jan Brown (Calgary Southeast, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, |
am very pleased to speak today in support of the motion of my
colleague from Surrey—White Rock—South Langley. It is
unfortunate, in fact an abysmal comment on Canadian society,

that we require thiskind of legislation. However, | am heartened
by it and am honoured to second the motion.

Under current law, a sex offender cannot be detained beyond a
jail sentence. We may ensure their stay beyond their statutory
release date only if a psychiatrist signs a certificate saying that
the inmate suffers from a mental disorder that would likely
result in serious injury to others.

The motion before us today provides the point of difference
that Reform brings to the debate. Rather than attempt analysisat
the end of a sentence, an offender should be subject to analysis
by apsychiatrist before sentencing and then, if need be, deemed
adangerous offender. This supports reasoned argument to keep
incarcerated those who pose a threat to society.

Thisisexactly thekind of legislation that this country needs.
This issue should be non—partisan. | believe all of us in this
House want to safeguard the rights of victims and, in this
instance, the rights of victims of sex offences.

Let us not forget that the law of the land should not only
safeguard those who already have been victimized, but the law
should also endeavour to protect us from further victimization
by those who demonstrate a dangerous propensity to commit sex
offences.

Currently, we sit in the House listening to a great deal,
possibly too much debate on national unity, when under our
noses other important problems need to be addressed. We can do
something positive here. Instead of splitting apart, instead of
limiting debate on issues of importance, we can join together
today on an issuethat concernsusall. | urgeall my colleaguesin
the House to support this important motion.

The motion we are debating today specifically addresses the
issue of protecting society from sexual predators, people who
aredriven to inflict harm on women and children in our society.
Sexual predators are people like Clifford Olson, like Paul
Bernardo. They prey on the weak and vulnerable and they enjoy
it. They have been psychologically profiled as deviants who
repeat their crimes and even enjoy them. These are the people
who will be affected by this motion.

® (1800)

By passing this motion we will be saying that yes, we believe
that we have a moral obligation as parliamentarians to protect
soci ety from those who seek to prey on itsweak and vulnerable;
yes, we believe that for the safety of society certain offenders
should be required to undergo psychological evaluation and
under certain circumstances should be deemed to be dangerous
offenders. This allows us the freedom and opportunity to keep
those individuals in prison, those who pose an unacceptable
threat to society.
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In this instance, to some extent we are talking about locking
the door and throwing away the key. That statement unto itself
may sound unduly harsh; however, when it is rephrased it may
become more palatable and perhaps better understood. Does
anyone here believe that someone like Clifford Olson or Paul
Bernardo should ever be allowed to walk the streets again? | do
not think so. It would take a tremendous amount of convincing
to dissuade me of this opinion.

The criminal must have served many years in prison. Treat-
ment must have been compl eted and demonstrated to have had a
positive effect. Remorse must be clearly demonstrated. Com-
pensation of some kind would have to have been made to the
victims of the crime by the criminal. Then and only thenwould |
even entertain the notion of allowing the individual the opportu-
nity to undergo further psychological assessment to determine
the possibility of recidivism. Thisisnot an issue of being harsh;
thisisabasic human issue about protecting the most vulnerable.

Protection of society will not be accomplished solely by the
provision in the motion under debate today, but it doesgo along
way. Clearly, the preference would be to treat sexual offenders
and to cure them of their illness. However, when this effort has
failed we haveamoral obligation to protect society. What we are
debating today iswhether the House sees this moral obligation;
whether the House feel s this moral obligation so strongly that it
will make the moral obligation a legal obligation.

Some may ask why we need this legislation. Allow me
through the use of an anecdote to demonstrate why this kind of
legislation is necessary. There are times when my colleagues
opposite are critical when we cite real life stories. However,
unfortunately, they abound. They do represent a body of anec-
dotal evidence which cannot be ignored. If we can introduce
legislation at little or no cost which will inconvenience few in
society and by doing so save lives or prevent the commission of
crimes, then we must commit to that effort. On that note, allow
me to share with the House a sad story.

On November 18, 1984 Wray Budreo became a free man and
every parent’s nightmare. For days his face had been plastered
on newspapers throughout southern Ontario. Budreo had a
32—year history of child molesting, including 22 convictionsfor
sex offences. However, because he had served his full six-year
term, there would be no parole or probation, no restrictions on
his movements, no conditions for mandatory treatment. He was
bundled into the trunk of a police car and spirited past the
protesters who awaited him outside Kingston Penitentiary. | do
not know if this man has reoffended. | pray that he has not. What
concerns me greatly is that a known sex offender who was
expected to reoffend was released from one of our jails.

| hear afamiliar refrain all too often from people who doubt
their own ability to shield their children from sexual abuse,
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especially without being overly paranoid or obsessive. We must
first know some of the facts.

Not every child is equally at risk. Offenders target especially
vulnerable children: lonely kids, those with disabilities or who
have difficulty communicating, youngsters with absent dads
who may be looking for a father figure, and those whose
behavioural problems make it unlikely they will ever be be-
lieved if they do speak up.

Of course, the biggest risk factor is contact with a potential
abuser. Here the facts contrast with the headlines. The danger-
ous stranger is the exception rather than the rule. A 1992
Statistics Canada survey found that in cases of child sexual
assault, 48 per cent of the abusers were a parent or family
member. Another 43 per cent astoundingly were friends or
acquaintances. Only 5 per cent were strangers.

® (1805)

Whoever the offender, the offenceisclear. Itisalwaysillegal
for an adult to engage in sexual contact with a child under the
age of 14. It isalsoillegal for an adult who is in a position of
trust or autonomy to engage in sexual contact with a young
person under the age of 18. The law recognizes what adults
know. Children can be manipulated especialy by the people
they trust. Whether they say yes does not matter because the
adult is the one who must say no.

There are no national statistics on the number of children
molested every year but whatever thefigure, itistoo high. It can
only be reduced one child at atime. That means we must make
an effort to deal with potential abusers by ensuring that danger-
ous, repeat sexual offendersremain in aplacewhere they cannot
threaten our children or society as a whole.

Even the term * potential abusers” is quite misleading in this
context because we are referring to people who have already
been convicted of a criminal offence but who we strongly
suspect will have the potential to reoffend. Suggesting that
dangerous offenders of thiskind are only potential abusersgives
them too much credit.

An important component of this debate revolves around the
issue of our ability to rehabilitate the convicted sex offender.
One of the reasons for this legislation is the widespread dis-
agreement about the success or even the possibility of rehabili-
tating a sexual offender.

Two centuries after the birth of modern psychiatry there are
numerous treatments for sex offenders but as yet no consensus
on the results of such treatments. A forensic psychologist at the
Oak Ridge Facility for the Criminally Insane in Penetangui-
shene, Ontario states: ** We do not seem to be having much of an
impact on sex offenders’.
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What are the costs to society? An argument is made that the
annual cost to supervise an offender while on parole is only
$9,400 whereas the cost of incarceration for ayear isreported to
be close to $70,000. Simply put, | believe there are times when
social protectionisworth the price. This may just be an instance
wherewe have to swallow the costs. If it means saving 22 people
from being victimized by aman like Wray Budreo then $70,000
a year is worth it.

Canada spends about $11 million per year on dozens of
programs for sex offenders. About 5,000 of the 23,000 convicts
in the federal corrections system have sex crimes on their
record. The government proudly pointsto the statistics that only
6 per cent of sex offenders repeat their crimeswithin threeyears
of their release. However, researchers who study sex offenders
say that the recidivism rate jumps to about 50 per cent when the
criminals are tracked over a decade. It is always the part that is
left out that is the most startling.

Thereislittle evidence, or at least there islots of contradicto-
ry evidence, that therapy reduces recidivism. | am concerned by
this contradiction. Until we are more certain of treatments that
will reduce recidivism, | am uncomfortable in allowing poten-
tial predators back on the streets.

Belatedly, it is important that those who commit sexual
offences be categorized as to whether or not they are psycho-
paths. Experts agree that the recidivism rate for psychopathsis
triple that of non—psychopaths.

In conclusion, let me reaffirm my very strong support for this
motion. | believe that if we could encourage the justice minister
and the government to pass this motion, wewould go agiant step
toward making our country a safer one in which to live.

Mr. Russell MacL ellan (Parliamentary Secretary to Min-
ister of Justice and Attorney General of Canada, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, | would like to thank the two hon. members who
contributed to this debate.

The hon. member for Surrey—White Rock—South Langley
has introduced a motion at the same time as her private mem-
ber’sbill isbefore the Standing Committee on Justice and L egal
Affairs for further consideration. Admittedly, Bill C-240 pur-
sues a somewhat different angle on the subject. | want to
commend her for her dogged determination to change the
dangerous offender legislation. It is obviously a subject with
which she feels very deeply. She has done a lot of work in
making her presentation both on the present motion and in
respect of the private member’s hill.

Does the dangerous offender procedure need improvement?
Quite possibly it could be improved. | will start by addressing
one proposed change with which | disagree, a proposal that is
central to this motion.

® (1810)

The motion provides that every time two psychiatrists deter-
mine that in effect an offender poses a high risk of reoffending,
the attorney general of the province in which the offender was
convicted shall direct that the dangerous offender application be
brought. |1 do not believe it is appropriate to eliminate the
discretion of prosecutors in bringing dangerous offender ap-
plications.

The criteria for a dangerous offender finding are contained
within the Criminal Code. That is a concept created by criminal
law and supported by criminal procedure. It is certainly true
these criteriarely heavily on psychiatric prediction of risk, but
medical standards are not the only ones that have to be met.

Section 753 of the Criminal Code requires that the likelihood
of an offender causing further harm must be established to the
satisfaction of the court. Thisisnot entirely or even primarily a
matter of medical or statistical prediction. Indeed it is a legal
decision made according to criteria legislated by Parliament.
The crown should possess the discretion considering all the
evidence available to it to estimate whether an application will
be strong enough to meet thislegal standard. | will return to the
subject of the role of prosecutors in this process.

| would like to review the history of part XXIV of the
Criminal Code in order to understand why the law is structured
the way it is. | am not saying that part XXIV should never be
changed, but the evolution of the dangerous offender concept
and the restrictions the charter of rights imposes on that concept
indicate that we should proceed cautiously in broadening it or
oversimplifying it.

The dangerous offender provisions have their origins in the
habitual criminal provisions added to the Criminal Code by
Parliament in 1947. A person found to be such a habitual
criminal could be sentenced to preventive detentionfor life. The
state had to prove the offender on three separate occasions had
been convicted of an indictable offence for which he was liable
to imprisonment for five years or more and was persistently
leading a criminal life.

If thissoundsvague and ripefor abuse, it was. In 1969 areport
by the Canadian Committee on Corrections, the Ouimet com-
mittee, found that a substantial number of these habitual offend-
ers constituted a social nuisance but were not really dangerous.
In 1948 Canada tried out the concept of a criminal sexual
psychopath law. In 1958 it was thrown in with the habitual
offender provisions under the name of dangerous sexual offend-
er. Once again the Ouimet committee found in 1969 that the
dangerous sexual offender legislation was capturing many non—
dangerous sexual offenders and was missing the dangerous
ones.
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These provisionswererepealed in 1977 and replaced with the
dangerous offender provisionswe see now inthe Criminal Code.
These amendments were designed to be more precise, to target
the most dangerous serious offenders and similarly to avoid
widening the net too much. In essence Parliament was saying:
““Let us target the worst offenders without sweeping in the low
risk or nuisance cases’.

The dangerous offender legislation contained in part XXI,
now part X X1V, passed a major hurdle in the Supreme Court of
Canada's decision of R. v. Lyons in 1987. The court ruled that
the dangerous offender provisions did not violate the protec-
tions in the charter of rights and freedoms.

® (1815)

I mention this case not so much for its support of the current
law asfor the firm indication by the Supreme Court that any law
that seeksto sentence oneof itscitizenstoan indefinitetermina
penitentiary must be well tailored and confined to the most
serious circumstances.

| offer one example from the judgment uphol ding the danger-
ous offender legislation:

Thelegislationnarrowly definesacl assof offenderswithrespecttowhomitmay
properlybeinvoked,andprescribesquitespecificallytheconditionsunderwhichan
offender may be designated dangerous. Thecriteriain Part XX| are anything but
arbitraryinrelationtotheobjectivesoughttobeattained; they areclearly designed
to segregate a small group of highly dangerous criminals posing threats to the
physical or mental well-being of their victims.

The existing dangerous offender system contains three com-
ponents: a focus on the most serious offences, a focus on the
pattern of the offender’s conduct, and an assessment of the
likelihood of the offender’s continuing his serious offending.
These criteria have to be met if they are to justify locking up
individuals indefinitely.

In broadening the target group so much, the motion before us
runs a serious risk of conflicting with the decision of R. v.
Lyons. It would broaden Part X X1V to capture any sex offence
against a child. Thiswould include cases of sexual interference
under section 151 and an invitation to sexual touching under
section 152 of the Criminal Code. While these crimes carry a
maximum penalty of 10 years imprisonment, individual of-
fences usually do not receive such lengthy sentences, nor do
they typically involve the degree of violence envisioned by Part
XXIV.

| doubt the Supreme Court would tolerate this net widening,
particularly when, given the new rules prescribed elsewherein
this motion, crown attorneyswould be forced to launch so many
more applications. The court, asin the Lyons case, isvigilant to
the potential for abuse in the overall structure of the procedure.

Returning to the issue of prosecutorial discretion, the Su-
preme Court in the Lyons case also stated it was important for
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the crown to have some discretion in bringing dangerous
offender applications and that the absence of any such discretion
could lead to a conclusion that the law was arbitrary.

| have raised several objectionsto the concept in thisdraft. In
theinterest of perspective, | point out how successful Part X X1V
of the Criminal Code has proven. Between 1977 and 1995
approximately 143 offenders were found to be dangerous of-
fenders and sentenced indeterminately to Canadian penitentia-
ries. Of that number, 134 remain incarcerated.

Thereare signsnow that the provinces are using the procedure
more often. Successful applications usually average eight or
nineayear. In 1993 therewere 15 successful cases; in 1994 there
were 13, andwewill all remember the recent designation of Paul
Bernardo as a dangerous offender.

We can improve the dangerous offender legislation but not
with the elementsin this motion. | look forward to the review of
the hon. member’s private member’s bill the standing commit-
tee, to which this motion is quite similar.

| would like to deal with this private members' bill and | am
hopeful this motion will not be successful to allow us the
opportunity to deal with these things one at a time.

® (1820)

Mr. Grant Hill (Macleod, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, | simply want
to express my support for the private members’ bill from the
member for Surrey—White Rock—South Langley. It istimely,
theright bill at theright place at theright time. | cannot imagine
that anyone would not accept that.

Mr. Milliken: It is not a bill, it is a motion.
Mr. Hill (Macleod): A heckler across the way.

Inmy lifel dealt with sexual predators. Thismotion isexactly
what we need and | express my support for it.

Mr. John Bryden (Hamilton—Wentworth, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, | speak to the motion as someone who is not a lawyer,
someone not involved in police work and never has been.
Perhaps| can offer aslightly different viewpoint and hopefully a
constructive one.

The member for Surrey—White Rock—South L angl ey tended
to mix together two types of offenders, the sex offender, a
padophile and so on, and the psychopath. These are two very
different types of people with different problems.

In the cases of the sex offender and the psychopath it is
acknowl edged that both know right from wrong. However, some
sex offenders, no matter how horrendous their crimes, feel
remorse. They may be driven by a form of compulsion. The
difference between that type of person and a psychopath isthere
is no remorse. Sometimes there is no compulsion either.
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| cannot accept that a Paul Bernardo necessarily will offend
again. | cannot accept that he is necessarily driven by compul-
sion. There are instances of people driven by compulsion who
know remorse and are a danger in the sense that they will repeat
the crime. However, it may not be a crime as horrendous as we
saw in the Bernardo case.

The motion is deficient and does not serve as an adequate
deterrent factor. We run the risk by giving so much power to
psychiatrists of incarcerating some sex offenders indefinitely.
However, we still will not stop the Paul Bernardos of thisworld.
These people commit those crimes because they lack any basic
human compassion. Whatever the crime, it may be for fun, not
compulsion.

Passing a law which increases the probability of putting
people away indefinitely is not the way to deal with the Paul
Bernardos of the world.

My Reform colleagues may be surprised when | suggest that
in the case of the genuine psychopath, the serial killer and the
person who stalks and kills children deliberately for games, for
fun, the only deterrent is a capital punishment deterrent.

These are the people who must be defined very carefully. | do
not want to see capital punishment come galloping back into the
House asanissue. However, Thistype of legislation does not get
at the type of person | believe the member for Surrey—White
Rock—South Langley is really after.

® (1825)

The genuine serial killer, the person who doesit for fun, isnot
worried about going to jail indefinitely. This will not stop the
person at all, whereas capital punishment very narrowly defined
for this type of person would fit the bill perfectly.

When we look at it that way we have to question whether to
bring in legislation that addresses the type of sex offender who
does know remorse but can reoffend. As we heard from the
Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Justice, the current
| egislation does not address that type of person. Heisrequired to
be judged by the courts about whether he reoffends.

It is very dangerous when one starts to ook at people who
have a genuine sense of wrongdoing, a genuine sense of re-
morse. We run the risk of giving them no hope whatsoever of
coming back to society. The motion goes too far in one way and
not far enough in the other.

If it were possible to define capital punishment that narrowly,
as in the Paul Bernardos of the world, | do not think the
member’s motion would be sufficiently constructive at this
time.

Mr. Peter Milliken (Parliamentary Secretary to L eader of
the Gover nment in the House of Commons, Lib.): Mr. Speak-
er, this motion is typical of the Reform Party and the nonsense

we have had to put up with from this group and its obsession
with law and order issues. It is obsessed with the notion that if
we lock people up we will solve the crime problem of the
country; lock them all up and we will not have any crime.

Unfortunately we have lots of experience in world affairsin
the last 300 or 400 years, and probably a good deal longer,
indicating that policy does not work.

The Reform Party, however, sticks its head in the sand, goes
back to the middl e ages and takes the view that if we lock people
up, whip them, chain them and beat them to death, somehow we
will solve the crime problem.

Crime has been a problem throughout human experience. Itis
not something that just happened in 1995. It is not something
that just happened in 1993 or whenever it was the Reform Party
formed itself. It has been a problem with human existence since
Cain and Abel.

Hon. members opposite might have forgotten the story of
Cainand Abel, but I will not reciteit for them tonight. Therewas
a murder then. There was no death penalty. | do not recall that
Cain got the death penalty. He got punished but he did not get the
death penalty.

Hon. members opposite rant and rave about |ocking people up
and throwing away the key. The hon. member for Wild Rose
stood up this morning to introduce a private member’s bill that
would take away theright of parole, theright of statutory release
and all kinds of things that are what we call carrots to try to get
people to improve their behaviour while in prison. He wants to
take that away, lock them up for the maximum time we can lock
them up and hope that when we spring them on society after 12
or 25 years in prison somehow they will be reformed and that
society will not suffer.

Some of us happen to know better than the hon. member for
Wild Rose. If he would listen to some reason once in a while
instead of spouting the constant nonsense he does from his seat
he might learn something from the experience others have had
with the criminal system.

Mr. Thompson: Not from the likes of you.

Mr. Milliken: He says hewill not learn it from me. All right.
Never mind taking it from me. Take it from the experts, the
peoplewho work in the system. If the hon. member would listen
to them he would not be spouting the nonsense he is spouting
now and that he was spouting earlier.

He has obviously convinced the very gullible member for
Surrey—White Rock—South Langley who has swallowed his
line, hook, line and sinker. The poor soul has been totally
distracted by the hon. member for Wild Rose and his silly
nonsense on locking people up and throwing away the key. That
isall we ever get from the Reform Party. We had it earlier today.
Now we have got it in this motion.
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Let me turn to the motion before the House. What we have
now is a system where under the Criminal Code if a person has
committed a particularly serious offence and is known to be a
dangerous offender or thereis somerisk that the person may bea
dangerous offender, we give adiscretion to the attorney general
of the province in which the prosecution is taking place to bring
an application to have the offender declared a dangerous offend-
er.

That discretion is given to the attorney general of each
province who is an elected official, a member of the cabinet in
the province. Presumably, he or sheis a person who has won the
trust and confidence of the people, and a lot more trust and
confidence than has been earned by the hon. member for
Surrey—White Rock—South L angley. The hon. member’s party
has not been elected as a majority party anywhere and is not
likely to be, so she may not have the advantage of being elected
attorney general. | must say | would pity the people in the
province in which she ever became an attorney general.

Nevertheless, the discretion is now given to the attorney
general of the province to decide whether to bring this applica
tion. The hon. member wants to take away that discretion. She
wants to put the discretion in the hands of a group of psychia-
trists and if the psychiatrists say the person cannot be cured or
has a particular kind of problem, bango, you lock him up and
throw away the key.

The hon. member for Calgary Southeast wags her head. | am
correct in what | am saying. The hon. member for Surrey—
White Rock—South Langley is not wagging her head. She
knows | am right. She knows | have accurately described the
motion she has put to the House. Frankly, it is a very sad
commentary in this day and age, considering that the age of
enlightenment which took place 200 or 300 years ago came upon
mankind and gave us some notion of justice and fairness, that
members of Parliament are now giving this idea that locking up
people solves the problem.

| know the Minister of Justicewill likely come out with some
of these figures in his speech a little later. However, | want to
point out to the hon. member for Surrey—White Rock—South
Langley that the United States take the policy that she advocates
fairly seriously. They lock people up and they throw away the
key.

The hon. member will find, if she looks at the figures and |
know she does not like to do this because facts are always a
problem for the Reform Party. Mr. Speaker, you know that as
well as | do. There is nothing worse than a set of facts to face
some of the hon. members opposite. It makes them quail and
shake because facts are something they do not want to know
about.
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In the United States the imprisonment rate for persons con-
victed of criminal offences is four times what the rate is in
Canada.

Ms. Meredith: Do you mean like Carpenter and Dailey and
Cameron?

Mrs. Brown (Calgary Southeast): Clifford Olson. Paul
Bernardo. Think about what you are saying, Peter.

Mr. Milliken: If the hon. members opposite would stay quiet
for aminute and listen to some facts, they might learn. Instead,
when they are confronted with facts they yell and shout and try
to pretend that they cannot hear them because it hurts them to
hear facts.

Let mereiteratewhat | said. | said that in theUnited Statesthe
imprisonment rate is four timeswhat it isin this country. Their
crime rate is significantly higher and is rising. Our crime rate
has gone down in the last few years, thanks in part to the
magnificent efforts of the Minister of Justice and the Attorney
General of Canada

Mr. Abbott: Oh, oh. And we have got gun control now too.

Mr. Milliken: Hon. members opposite oh and ah. | know they
would love to see the crime rates go up to bolster their argu-
ments that people should be locked up. Thefact isthe crimerate
has gone down.

We have had people locked up for longer periods, it is true.
You can ask the solicitor general about the fact that our prisons
are overcrowded, but | am saying to the hon. members oppo-
site—

Mr. Hermanson: We are not talking about parking ticket
violations. We are talking about violent sexual offenders.

Mr. Milliken: | wish the hon. member for Kindersley—
Lloydminster would listen towhat | say. If hewould listen tothe
facts instead of yelling all the time, he might learn something.
By constantly yelling he does not gain anything.

Mrs. Brown (Calgary Southeast): It is not worth listening
to.

Mr. Milliken: The hon. member for Calgary Southeast is
exactly the same. How can | continue with this constant yelling?
Could you please call for some order, Mr. Speaker. | leave it to
you.

As| am trying to say with all thisyelling that is going on, the
fact is the crime rate of the United States is higher than oursin
spite of the lock up policy and it isrising. In other words, any
reasonabl e person who approaches these facts would conclude
that the policy of locking people up and throwing away the key,
as is advocated by the hon. member for Surrey—White Rock—
South Langley, would result in anincreased crime rate and more
recidivism. That is exactly the American experience.
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The hon. member wags her head now. Confronted with facts,
she says no, that cannot be right. However, the fact isit isright.
All she has to do is look at the figures. Why does she not read
these figures? | have never heard her cite these figures in one of
her speeches. | have never heard the hon. member for Wild Rose
talk about this. | also do not hear the hon. member for Calgary
Southeast bother herself with factsin her speecheseither. All we
hear are these opinions made up out of the air.

® (1835)
What | am convinced the Reform Party members—

Mr. Abbott: Mr. Speaker, | rise on a point of order. In a
filibuster, does the member not have to use some reasoned
argument at some point?

TheDeputy Speaker: Thisisnot apoint of order, but | would
ask the hon. parliamentary secretary, who is an experienced
member, not to associate the Chair with his remarks as he did
earlier. The Chair neither agrees nor disagrees with remarks of
any member.

Mr. Milliken: Mr. Speaker, | have to address the Chair. |
cannot address hon. members opposite. | would not want to
break the rules by referring to hon. members and asking them if
they agree. | can only assume, Sir, that you have the good sense
to agree with my arguments because | have to put my arguments
to you and not to them. | cannot expect much on the other side.

Mr. Abbott: What arguments?

Mr. Milliken: The hon. member saysheistroubled because |
am not dealing with facts in my speech. If he had only listened
he would have heard facts. However, he did not listen. He was
busy yelling at me.

The hon. member for Surrey—White Rock—South Langley
in her remarks has blatantly ignored all the facts that deal with
the incarceration of inmates.

The Deputy Speaker: The hon. member’s time has expired.

Hon. Allan Rock (Minister of Justiceand Attorney Gener-
al of Canada, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | first want to acknowledge
the very significant interest shown by the hon. member for
Surrey—White Rock—South Langley. For many months she has
expressed agreat deal of interest herein the House and generally
in finding a way to protect society from the very highest risk
offenders. Her private member’s bill is cogent evidence of her
commitment to that cause. She is to be congratulated on that
commitment.

May | also say that the hon. member for Calgary Southeast
who spoke to today’s motion has also demonstrated that she is
most committed to finding ways of dealing with this risk to
society.

| hopeit isapparent from the speeches made on this side of the
House in this debate that the members of the government share
that commitment.

My colleague, the hon. parliamentary secretary, has devel-
oped at some length the rational e behind present part XXIV of
the Criminal Code and its purpose. Part XXV of the Criminal
Code, the dangerous offender provisions, is aunique advantage
which we enjoy in Canada and which sets us apart from many
states in the United States.

The question is what about the bill? Would the bill be an
effective way of improving public safety when it comes to high
risk offenders? Much asthe government isin agreement with the
objectives stated by the hon. member for Surrey—White
Rock—South Langl ey, thegovernment isnot abl e to support this
motion. We have concluded that the means contemplated by the
hon. member’s bill and by this motion would not be valid
constitutional legislation.

What efforts is the government taking to try to meet the
perceived need in a fashion that we believe would be valid or
effective? Let me spend afew momentsin the sense of reporting
to the House what steps we have been taking in that regard.

The solicitor general and | have been working for some
months to develop proposals that will both improve part XXIV
and add other provisions to the criminal law which will equip
our system to deal more effectively with the highest risk
offender.

In May of this year the solicitor general and | convened a
meeting here in Ottawa to which we invited officials of the
Correctional Service of Canada, high ranking police officers,
both from the RCMP and provincial forces, and psychologists
who are trained and experienced in dealing with the psychopath-
ic personality referred to by the hon. member. We also invited
representatives of the Ontario provincial attorney general’s
office, police officers, defence lawyers and crown prosecutors.
Involved in the meeting as well was an attorney from Washing-
ton state who has experience dealing with the sexual predator
law in placein that jurisdiction. We spent much of the weekend
looking at the present facts in Canada, the state of the law and
the American experience in trying to identify specific stepswe
would take by statutory amendment or changes in practice to
make society safer when it comes to high risk offenders.

® (1840)

We came to a number of conclusions. | hope that many of
them will come forward in the near future in the form of
statutory proposals.

| would like to explain the general directionwhichwe plotted
at that time and in the months since in order to assure the House
that we are both aware of the problem and working in good faith
toward solutions.

First, we concluded that part XXIV can be improved, for
example, by removing the requirement for the testimony of two
psychiatrists in these cases. Part XXIV can be improved by
removing the prospect of a definite term of incarceration,



December 13, 1995

COMMONS DEBATES

17663

leaving only indefinite imprisonment as an option available to
the court.

We felt that the whole process of identifying and assessing
accused persons to determine whether they might be the subject
of a dangerous offender application could be improved with
better protocols or assessment. We are developing specific
proposals in that regard.

Furthermore, it was felt that if part XXIV or the dangerous
offender provisions were to be effective, a flagging system
should be put in place throughout Canada so that police officers
who are investigating or charging and crown attorneys who are
preparing for trial and determining whether to ask the attorney
general’s consent to bring apart XXV application could identi-
fy on the facts of any given case whether a specific suspect or
accused is appropriate for such a disposition.

The solicitor general introduced a national flagging system
which became effective in September of this year, which is
intended to achieve that purpose. So far the flagging system has
been well received. It seems to be working smoothly and
effectively. No doubt it will be improved operationally as time
passes, but | believe it is a significant improvement in the
system.

Other proposals were discussed on that occasion which have
been under review since that time. | hope and expect they will
form part of the legislation which the government will put
before the House at an appropriate time. For example, earlier
this year there was a report delivered by a federal—provincial—
territorial task force on high risk offenders which made a
proposal that we find very attractive.

As the House knows, for a crown prosecutor, with the consent
of the attorney general, to bring a dangerous offender applica
tion and for a court to declare someone a dangerous offender,
with the consequence that they face indefinite incarceration,
requires that a certain evidentiary threshold be crossed. Ob-
viously, it is an exacting one because the consequence is very
significant.

However, there are those cases in which the public safety isat
risk because of the high likelihood of an offender re—offending
and yet the prosecution does not feel that it can meet the high
threshold now provided for in part XXIV. The federal—provin-
cial-territorial task force proposed that in circumstances such as
those, there should be a second category to which crown
attorneys and courts can resort to protect society, but which
involve a threshold of proof which is less exacting than part
XXIV. They describe this as the long term offender category.

In circumstances that were appropriate for such applications,
the crown might ask the court, when dealing with someone who
has some risk of re-offending, not only to impose a term of
incarceration for the original offence, but also to impose at the
end of that term amandatory period of supervision for aduration
as long as 10 years after they are out of prison, during which

Private Members' Business

time the person would be obligated to comply with stated
conditions, whether they be complying with the reporting re-
quirements, taking treatment as specified, wearing electronic
bracelets or whatever the case may be. There would be some
reasonable measure of continuing knowledge and control of
people after they are out of prison when thereisareal risk they
will reoffend.

That suggestion from the FPT task force strikes the govern-
ment as constructive and practical. | hope to put legislation
before the House at the appropriate time which would codify
that kind of provision.

We have examined provisions already in the Criminal Code
such as sections 161 and 810.1 which empower the court to make
either restraining orders—

Mr. Epp: How come these guys keep getting out? How come
they keep getting out to reoffend?

Mr. Rock: The hon. member asks why people get out and
reoffend. Right now the orders provided for in sections 161 and
810.1 of the Criminal Code are very narrow in scope. They
provide, for example, that where someone has been convicted of
acrime involving sexual violence or interference with ayoung
person, the court can make an order prohibiting the person from
going near a playground or a school yard or some other such
place. That is very narrow and circumscribed.

We are examining the prospect of taking that jurisdiction and
broadening it so that if someone is released from prison where
there is a demonstrated high risk of reoffending, the court will
be empowered to make orders of more general application.

Ms. Meredith: | have a point of order, Mr. Speaker.

The Deputy Speaker: The hon. member on a point of order,
but | indicate to her that the debate ends in 35 seconds.

Ms. Meredith: Mr. Speaker, the minister has already spoken
for 10 minutes and thereis still aminute left in the debate, from
my calculations.

The Deputy Speaker: | always appreciate it when members
tell me thetimeisfaster than it was otherwise. According to my
clock thetime expiresin 10 seconds. If the minister wants to get
up for another nine seconds, he is welcome to do so.

Mr. Rock: Mr. Speaker, perhaps | will conclude because
obviously the time has run out.

TheDeputy Speaker: Thetime provided for consideration of
Private Members' Business has now expired. Pursuant to Stand-
ing Order 93, the order is dropped to the bottom of the order of
precedence on the Order Paper.

It being 6.45 p.m., the House stands adjourned until tomorrow
at 10 am.

(The House adjourned at 6.45 p.m.)
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e, DEreK .o Scarborough — RougeRiver Ontario .............. Lib.

Lefebvre R§ean ... .. ... Champlain .............. Quebec .............. B.Q.
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Leroux, GastOn . ........coiiiiiiii Richmond — Wolfe ...... Quebec .............. B.Q.
Leroux,JeanH. ... ... .. Shefford ................ Quebec .............. B.Q.
Lincoln, Clifford, Parliamentary Secretary to Deputy Prime Minister
and Minister of theEnvironment .............................. Lachine— Lac—Saint-Louis Quebec .............. Lib.
Loney,John ... ... Edmonton North ......... Alberta............... Lib.
Loubier, Yvan . ... Saint-Hyacinthe— Bagot .  Quebec .............. B.Q.
MacAulay, Hon. Lawrence, Secretary of State(Veterans) ........... Cadigan ................ PrinceEdwardIsland .. Lib.
MacDonald, RON . ... ... Dartmouth............... NovaScotia .......... Lib.
MacL aren, Hon. Roy, Minister for International Trade .............. EtobicokeNorth.......... Ontario .............. Lib.
MacL ellan, Russell, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Justiceand
Attorney Generalof Canada. . ... CapeBreton — The Sydneys NovaScotia .......... Lib.
Maheu, Shirley, Deputy Chairperson of Committeesof theWhole ....  Saint-Laurent— Cartierville Quebec .............. Lib.
Malhi,Gurbax Singh . ......... ..o Bramalea— Gore— Malton Ontario .............. Lib.
Maloney,John . ... ... Erie .................... Ontario .............. Lib.
Manley, Hon. John, Minister of Industry .......................... OttawaSouth ............ Ontario .............. Lib.
Manning, Preston . .. ... Calgary Southwest . .. ... .. Alberta............... Ref.
Marchand,Jean—Paul .......... ... ... ... . Québec—Est.............. Quebec .............. B.Q.
Marchi, Hon. Sergio, Minister of Citizenship and Immigration .. ... .. YorkWest............... Oontario .............. Lib.
Marleau, Hon. Diane, Ministerof Health . ......................... Sudbury ... Ontario .............. Lib.
Martin, Keith ... o Esquimalt— JuandeFuca. BritishColumbia ...... Ref.
Martin, Hon. Paul, Minister of Finance and Minister responsiblefor the
Federal Officeof Regional Development—Quebec . ............. LaSale—Emard ........ Quebec .............. Lib.
Massé, Hon. Marcel, President of the Queen’ s Privy Council for
Canada, Minister of Intergovernmental Affairsand Minister
responsiblefor Public ServiceRenewal ........................ Hull —Aylmer .......... Quebec .............. Lib.
Mayfield, Philip ... ... ... Cariboo — Chilcotin. ... ... British Columbia ... ... Ref.
McCleland,lan ... Edmonton Southwest . . ... Alberta............... Ref.
McCormick, Larry .. ... Hastings— Frontenac —
Lennox and Addington.... Ontario .............. Lib.
MCGUITE,JOB ..ottt e e e e Egmont ................. Prince Edward Island Lib.
McKinnon, Glen . ... Brandon — Souris........ Manitoba............. Lib.
McLaughlin,Hon. Audrey . ... Yukon .................. Yukon .............. N.D.
McLellan, Hon. Anne, Minister of Natural Resources ............... Edmonton Northwest ... .. Alberta. .............. Lib.
McTeague,Dan ... Ontario ................. Ontario .............. Lib.
McWhinney, Ted . ... Vancouver Quadra. . . ..... British Columbia . ..... Lib.
Ménard,Réal ....... ... .. ... Hochelaga— Maisonneuve  Quebec .............. B.Q.
Mercier,Paul . ........ .. Blainville— Deux—
Montagnes .............. Quebec .............. B.Q.
Meredith,Val . ... Surrey — White
Rock — South Langley ... BritishColumbia . ..... Ref.
Mifflin, Fred, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of National Defence  gonavista— Trinity —
and Minister of VeteransAffairs ............... ...l Conception .............. Newfoundland ........ Lib.
Milliken, Peter, Parliamentary Secretary to Leader of the Government
intheHouseof Commons ............ ..., Kingstonandthelslands .. Ontario .............. Lib.
Mills,BOb . ..o RedDeer ................ Alberta. .............. Ref.
Mills, DennisJ., Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Industry .. ... Broadview — Greenwood .  Ontario .............. Lib.
MIiNNa, Maria . ... Beaches— Woodbine .... Ontario .............. Lib.
Mitchell, Andy . ... Parry Sound — Muskoka.. Ontario .............. Lib.
MOITiSON, LEE . ... Swift Current — Maple
Creek— Assiniboia . .. ... Saskatchewan......... Ref.
Murphy, John .. ... AnnapolisValey —Hants  NovaScotia .......... Lib.
Murray, [an . ... Lanark — Carleton ....... Ontario .............. Lib.
Nault, Robert D., Parliamentary Secretary tothe Minister of Labour .. Kenora— RainyRiver .... Ontario .............. Lib.
NUNEzZ, Osvaldo ...... ..o Bourassa ................ Quebec .............. B.Q.
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NUNZIata, JONN . ... York South—Weston .... Ontario .............. Lib.
O Brien,Pat ... London — Middlesex. .... Ontario .............. Lib.
OReilly,John .. .. Victoria— Hdliburton .... Ontario .............. Lib.
Ouellet, Hon. André, Minister of Foreign Affairs................... Papineau— Saint-Michel .  Quebec .............. Lib.
Pagtakhan, Rey D. ... ... i WinnipegNorth .......... Manitoba............. Lib.
Paradis, DeniS. . ...t Brome— Missisquoi ..... Quebec .............. Lib.
Paré, Philippe ... ..o LouisHébert ............ Quebec .............. B.Q.
Parent, Hon. Gilbert, Speaker ........... ... ... ... L. Welland — St. Catharines —
Thorold ................. Ontario .............. Lib.
Parrish,Carolyn ... MississaugaWest . .. ...... Oontario .............. Lib.
Patry,Bernard . ........ ... Pierrefonds— Dollard .... Quebec .............. Lib.
Payne, Jean . ... ... St. John'sWest........... Newfoundland . ....... Lib.
Penson,Charlie ....... ... PeaceRiver .............. Alberta............... Ref.
Peric;Janko ... Cambridge .............. ontario .............. Lib.
Peters, Hon. Douglas, Secretary of State (International Financial
INSLtULIONS) . ... oo ScarboroughEast . . .. .. ... ontario .............. Lib.
Peterson, Jim . ... Willowdale .............. Ontario .............. Lib.
Phinney,Beth .. ... ... ... HamiltonMountain ... .... Ontario .............. Lib.
Picard,Pauline ....... ... i Drummond .............. Quebec .............. B.Q.
Pickard, JErry ... .o Essex —Kent............ Ontario .............. Lib.
Pillitteri,Gary .. ... NiagaraFalls............. Oontario .............. Lib.
Plamondon, LOUIS . ... Richdlieu................ Quebec .............. B.Q.
Pomerleau, ROgEr . ... ..o Anjou — Riviére—des—
Prairies.................. Quebec .............. B.Q.
Proud, GEOrge . ......oii Hillsborough ............ PrinceEdwardIsland .. Lib.
Ramsay,Jack ....... ... Crowfoot................ Alberta. .............. Ref.
Reed, Julian ....... ... Halton—Ped ........... Ontario .............. Lib.
Regan, Geoff ... . HalifaxWest ............. NovaScotia .......... Lib.
Richardson,John . ... Perth— Wellington —
Waterloo ................ Ontario .............. Lib.
Rideout, George S., Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Natural
RESOUICES .. Moncton ................ New Brunswick . ...... Lib.
Riis, NEISON ... Kamloops ............... British Columbia . ..... N.D.
Ringma, Bob ... ... .. Nanaimo— Cowichan .... BritishColumbia...... Ref.
Ringuette-MaltaisPierrette . ........... ... o Madawaska— Victoria ... New Brunswick ....... Lib.
Robichaud, Hon. Fernand, Secretary of State (Agriculture and
Agri—Food, FisheriesandOceans) ....................cooount. Beausdour .............. New Brunswick . ...... Lib.
Robillard, Hon. Lucienne, Ministerof Labour ..................... Saint—Henri — Westmount Quebec .............. Lib.
Robinson, Svend J. ...... ... . Burnaby — Kingsway .... BritishColumbia ...... N.D.
Rocheleal, YVES ... .o Trois-Riviéres ........... Quebec .............. B.Q.
Rock, Hon. Allan, Minister of Justice and Attorney General of Canada  EtobicokeCentre ... ... ... Ontario .............. Lib.
St.Denis, Brent ... ... Algoma ................. Ontario .............. Lib.
StLaurent,Bernard ........... Manicouagan ............ Quebec .............. B.Q.
Sauvageau,Benoit . ... Terrebonne .............. Quebec .............. B.Q.
Schmidt, WEINEr . ... OkanaganCentre ......... British Columbia . ..... Ref.
SCOtt, ANAY . ..o Fredericton— York —
Sunbury ... New Brunswick ....... Lib.
SCott, MIKE . .. Skeena. ...l British Columbia . ..... Ref.
SETEBENOTt . ... Timiskaming— French
River ................... Ontario .............. Lib.
Shepherd, Alex . ... ... Durham ................. Ontario .............. Lib.
Sheridan,Georgette . . ... Saskatoon— Humboldt ... Saskatchewan......... Lib.
Silye, JiM CalgaryCentre ........... Alberta............... Ref.
SIMmMons, HON. ROGEr .. ... Burin— St. George's .. . .. Newfoundland . ....... Lib.
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SKOKE, ROSEANNE . . ..ottt CentralNova ............ NovaScotia .......... Lib.
Solberg, Monte . ... MedicineHat ............ Alberta. .............. Ref.
SolomMOoN, JONN . ..ot Regina— Lumsden ...... Saskatchewan......... N.D.P.
Speaker, RaY ... Lethbridge .............. Alberta............... Ref.
Speller,Bob . ... Haldimand— Norfolk .... Ontario .............. Lib.
Steckle, Paul .. ... Huron—Bruce .......... Ontario .............. Lib.
Stewart, Hon. Christine, Secretary of State (Latin Americaand Africa)  Northumberland. .. ....... Oontario .............. Lib.
SteWart, JANE . . . ..ot Brant ................... Ontario .............. Lib.
Stinson, Darrel .. ... Okanagan— Shuswap .... BritishColumbia ...... Ref.
Strahl, Chuck . ... FraserValleyEast ........ British Columbia . ..... Ref.
Szabo, Paul . ... MississaugaSouth . . ... ... Ontario .............. Lib.
Taylor, Len ... TheBattlefords — Meadow
Lake.............oul Saskatchewan......... N.D.P.
Telegdi, ANdrew . ... Waterloo ................ Ontario .............. Lib.
TETaNa, ANNA. . . oottt e e e VancouverEast .......... British Columbia . ..... Lib.
Thalheimer, Peter .. ... Timmins— Chapleau . . . . . Ontario .............. Lib.
Thompson, Myron . ... ... WildRose ............... Alberta............... Ref.
Tobin, Hon. Brian, Minister of FisheriesandOceans ............... Humber — St. Barbe —
BaieVerte............... Newfoundland ........ Lib.

Torsney, Paddy ....... ... Burlington............... Oontario .............. Lib.
Tremblay,Benoit . ............ o Rosemont ............... Quebec .............. B.Q.
Tremblay,SUzanne . ... Rimouski — Témiscouata . Quebec .............. B.Q.
Ur,ROSE-Marie . ..o e Lambton — Middlesex.... Ontario .............. Lib.
Valeri, TONY ... Lincoln ................. Ontario .............. Lib.
Vanclief, Lyle, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Agricultureand

Agri—food ... ... PrinceEdward — Hastings ~ Ontario .............. Lib.
Venng Pierrette . ... Saint—Hubert ............ Quebec .............. B.Q.
Verran, Harry ... SouthWest Nova. ........ NovaScotia .......... Lib.
Volpe, JOSEPN . . ..o Eglinton — Lawrence. . . .. Oontario .............. Lib.
Walker, David, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Finance ... . . . .. Winnipeg NorthCentre ... Manitoba............. Lib.
Wappel, TOM .. ScarboroughWest . ....... Oontario .............. Lib.
Wayne ElSie. . ... SantJohn ............... New Brunswick . ...... P.C.
WEIS, DErEK . ..o SouthShore ............. NovaScotia .......... Lib.
Whelan, Susan, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of National

Revenue ... Essex — Windsor ........ Ontario .............. Lib.
White,Randy . ... FraserValleyWest ....... British Columbia .. . ... Ref.
White, Ted ... .o NorthVancouver . ........ British Columbia . ..... Ref.
Williams, John ... ..o St.Albert................ Alberta. .............. Ref.
Wood, Bob ... .. Nipissing................ Oontario .............. Lib.
Y oung, Hon. Douglas, Minister of Transport ...................... Acadie— Bathurst ... ... New Brunswick ....... Lib.
Zed, Paul . ... Fundy —Roya .......... New Brunswick ....... Lib.
VACANCY Labrador ................ Newfoundland .. ......
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ALBERTA (26)
ADIONCZY, DIaNe . . ... o CalgaryNorth........................ Ref.
Benoit, LEONE. .. ... Vegreville ... Ref.
Bethel, Judy . ... EdmontonEast....................... Lib.
Breitkreuz, Clitf .. ... Yellowhead.......................... Ref.
BrOWN, JaN ... Calgary Southeast .................... Ref.
Chatters, David .. ... Athabasca........................... Ref.
B, KON . Elkidand ............ ... ...l Ref.
Grey,Deborah .. ... BeaverRiver ......................... Ref.
Hanger, At .. CalgaryNortheast .................... Ref.
Hanrahan, Hugh . . .. ..o Edmonton — Strathcona .............. Ref.
Harper, Stephen . ... CalgaryWest .............coooiiiitt. Ref.
Hill, Grant . . ... Macleod ............. ... ... . ..., Ref.
JohNStoN, Dale .. ..o Wetaskiwin. ..................oon... Ref.
Kilgour, David, Deputy Speaker and Chairman of Committeesof theWhole......... Edmonton Southeast .................. Lib.
Loney, JoNN ... . EdmontonNorth ..................... Lib.
Manning, Preston . . .. ... Calgary Southwest . ................... Ref.
McClelland, lan .. ... Edmonton Southwest ................. Ref.
McLellan, Hon. Anne, Minister of Natural Resources . . ...........coooviiiiinnn. .. Edmonton Northwest ................. Lib.
Mills, BOD . .o o RedDeer ... Ref.
Penson, Charlie .. ... PeaceRiver ........... ... ... ... ... Ref.
RamMSsay, JaCK . ... Crowfoot . ... Ref.
Sy, JIM CalgayCentre . .................o... Ref.
SOlbErg, MONte ... MedicineHat ........................ Ref.
SPEAKES, RAY ..o Lethbridge ............ ... ... ... ... Ref.
Thompson, MYFON . .. ... WildRose ... Ref.
WiIllIams, JONN . ... StAIbert......... Ref.
BRITISH COLUMBIA (32)
ADDOtt, JIM .o KootenayEast ....................... Ref.
Anderson, Hon. David, Minister of National Revenue ............................ Victoria . ... Lib.
Bridgman,Margaret . ............ .o SurreyNorth.................. ... .. Ref.
Chan, Hon. Raymond, Secretary of State (Asia—Pacific) ........................... Richmond ........................... Lib.
CUMMINS, JONN . .o e e e e e e Deta ...........coo i Ref.
Dhaliwal, Harbance Singh, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Fisheriesand
O BN . . . .ottt VancouverSouth ..................... Lib.
DUNCAN, JONN . .o Northlsland — Powell River .......... Ref.
Forseth, Paul . . ... NewWestminster — Burnaby .......... Ref.
Frazer,JaCk . . ... Saanich— Gulfldands ............... Ref.
Fry, Hedy, Parliamentary Secretary toMinisterof Health .. ........................ VancouverCentre .................... Lib.
GiIlmour, Bill . ... Comox —Alberni .................... Ref.
GOUK, JIM .o Kootenay West — Revelstoke.......... Ref.
Grubel, Herb . . . Capilano—Howe Sound ............. Ref.
Harris, DiCK ..o Prince George— Bulkley Valey ....... Ref.
Hart, JIm ..o Okanagan — Similkameen— Merritt ... Ref.

Hayes, Sharon . ... ..o Port Moody — Coquitlam ............. Ref.



Political
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Hill day ..o Prince George— PeaceRiver .......... Ref.
Jennings, Daphine. . ... ..o Mission— Coquitlam................. Ref.
Martin, KEIth ... Esquimalt— JuandeFuca............. Ref.
Mayfield, Philip ... ..o Cariboo— Chilcotin.................. Ref.
MCEWhINNey, Ted . . . ... VancouverQuadra.................... Lib.
Meredith, Val .. ... . Surrey — White Rock — South Langley  Ref.
RIS, NEISON .o Kamloops ...t N.D.P.
RIiNgMa, BOD .. ... Nanaimo— Cowichan ................ Ref.
RObINSON, Svend J. .. ... .. Burnaby — Kingsway ................ N.D.P.
SChMIdE, WEINEr . . oo e e e OkanaganCentre ..................... Ref.
SCOtt, MIKE . .o SKEENA . ..o Ref.
SHNSON, Darrel . ... Okanagan—Shuswap ................ Ref.
Stranl, ChucK . ... o FraserValleyEast .................... Ref.
TETANA ANNA. . . oottt e e VancouverEast ...................... Lib.
White, Randy . .. ... .. FraserValleyWest ................... Ref.
White, Ted ... NorthVancouver ..................... Ref.
MANITOBA (14)

AlCOCK, REO .. WinnipegSouth .. .................... Lib.
Axworthy, Hon. Lloyd, Minister of Human Resources Development and Minister of

WesternEconomicDiversification ........... ... .. i Winnipeg SouthCentre ............... Lib.
Blaikie, Bill ... ... WinnipegTranscona . ................. N.D.P.
Cowling,Marlene . ... Dauphin— SwanRiver ............... Lib.
Duhamel, Ronald J., Parliamentary Secretary to President of the Treasury Board ... .. St.Boniface ...l Lib.
Faewchuk, RON ... .. Selkirk—RedRiver .................. Lib.
Gerrard, Hon. Jon, Secretary of State (Science, Research and Development) ......... Portage— Interlake. .................. Lib.
Harper, Elijah . ... Churchill ............................ Lib.
Harvard, John . . ... .o WinnipegSt.James . .................. Lib.
Hoeppner, JaKE E. .. ... Lisgar— Marquette .................. Ref.
Iftody, David .. ... Provencher .......................... Lib.
McKIinNoN, GIEN . . ... Brandon—Souris.................... Lib.
Pagtakhan, Rey D. . . ... .. WinnipegNorth ...................... Lib.
Walker, David, Parliamentary Secretary toMinisterof Finance..................... WinnipegNorthCentre ............... Lib.

NEW BRUNSWICK (10)

Arseneault, GUY H. ... . Restigouche— Chaleur ............... Lib.
Culbert, Harold . ... ... Carleton—Charlotte ................. Lib.
Hubbard, Charles. . ... Miramichi ........................... Lib.
Rideout, George S., Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Natural Resources. . ... . .. Moncton ... Lib.
Ringuette-MaltaisPierrette . . ... Madawaska— Victoria ............... Lib.
Robichaud, Hon. Fernand, Secretary of State (Agriculture and Agri—Food, Fisheries

ANAOCEANS) .ottt et Beausdour ...t Lib.
SO, ANY . ..o Fredericton— York — Sunbury .. ...... Lib.
Wayne ElSie. . ... SantJohn ........................... P.C.
Y oung, Hon. Douglas, Minister of Transport ...t Acadie—Bathurst ................... Lib.
Zed, Pall . ..o Fundy —Royal ...................... Lib.

NEWFOUNDLAND (7)

BaKer, GEOIE S, .. it Gander — GrandFalls ................ Lib.

Hickey, Bonnie .. ... ... St.John'sEast ....................... Lib.
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Mifflin, Fred, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of National Defence and Minister of
VeteransAffairs .. ... Bonavista— Trinity — Conception . . . .. Lib.
PayNe, JEan . ... . St.John'sWest....................... Lib.
SIMMONS, HON. ROGEN .. .o Burin— St.George’'s . .............. .. Lib.
Tobin, Hon. Brian, Minister of FisheriesandOceans ......................cc.v.. Humber — St. Barbe — BaieVerte . . ... Lib.
VA CAN CY o Labrador ...t
NORTHWEST TERRITORIES(2)
Anawak, Jack lyerak, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Indian Affairsand
NorthernDevelopment .. ... ... NUNatsiag .....oovvveiiii Lib.
Blondin-Andrew, Hon. Ethel, Secretary of State (Trainingand Youth) .............. WesternArctic ..., Lib.
NOVA SCOTIA (11)
Brushett, DIianne . .. ...t Cumberland— Colchester ............. Lib.
Clancy, Mary, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Citizenshipand Immigration ... Haifax.............................. Lib.
Dingwall, Hon. David, Minister of Public Works and Government Services and
Minister for the Atlantic Canada OpportunitiesAgency ........................ CapeBreton — East Richmond ........ Lib.
LeBIanC, FranCiSG. . . ... .o CapeBreton Highlands— Canso . ... .. .. Lib.
MacDonald, RON . . ... Dartmouth........................... Lib.
MacL ellan, Russell, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Justice and Attorney
Generalof Canada .. ... CapeBreton — The Sydneys .......... Lib.
MuUrphy, JoNN . .. AnnapolisValey —Hants ............ Lib.
Regan, Geoff ... .. HalifaxWest ......................... Lib.
SKOKE, ROSEANNE . . . oottt CentralNova ........................ Lib.
Vearran, Harmy . .. SouthWestNova..................... Lib.
WEIS, DEMEK . . oo SouthShore ....................ott. Lib.
ONTARIO (99)
Adams, Pater ... Peterborough ........................ Lib.
Assadourian, Sarkis . ... ... DonValeyNorth .................... Lib.
Augustine, Jean, Parliamentary Secretary toPrimeMinister . ....................... Etobicoke— Lakeshore ............... Lib.
Barnes, SUB . . . oo LondonWest ........................ Lib.
Beaumier,Colleen . . ... .. Brampton ............. ...l Lib.
Bélair, Réginald, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Public Worksand
GOVErNMENESEIVICES . ..ottt e e e e Cochrane— Superior ................. Lib.
Bélanger, Mauril .. ... ... Ottawa—Vanier..................... Lib.
Bellemare, EUGENE . . ... o Carleton— Gloucester ................ Lib.
Bevilacqua, Maurizio, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Human Resources
DeveElOpMENt .. ... YorkNorth ... Lib.
Bhaduria, Jag .. ... .o Ind.
Markham — Whitchurch— Stouffville.. Lib.
Bonin, Raymond . . ... ... NickelBelt .......................... Lib.
Boudria, DON . ... Glengarry — Prescott— Russell ... .. Lib.
Brown, Bonnie. .. ... Oakville—Milton ................... Lib.
Bryden, John .. ... Hamilton—Wentworth . .............. Lib.
CacCia, HON. Charles . . ... Davenport ...........ccoiiiiiiii... Lib.
Calder, MUITAY . . .. Wellington — Grey — Dufferin—
SIMCOB. ...t Lib.
Campbell, Barry . . ... StPaul’s.........oo Lib.
CanniS, JONN . . .. ScarboroughCentre................... Lib.

Catterall,Marlene . ... OttawaWest ............cccovviiinnn. Lib.
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Chamberlain,Brenda . ........... .o Guelph— Wellington................. Lib.
Cohen, ShaUGNNESSY . . ...ttt e e Windsor — St.Clair .................. Lib.
Collenette, Hon. David M., Minister of National Defence and Minister of Veterans

AffaIrS DonValeyEast...................... Lib.
COMUZZI, JOB . . ettt e e e e Thunder Bay — Nipigon .............. Lib.
Copps, Hon. Sheila, Deputy Prime Minister and Minister of the Environment .. ...... HamiltonEast . ....................... Lib.
Crawford, REX ...t Kent.......ooii Lib.
DeVillers,Paul ... ... SimcoeNorth ........................ Lib.
Dromisky, Stan ... ... Thunder Bay — Atikokan ............. Lib.
Eggleton, Hon. Arthur C., President of the Treasury Board and Minister responsiblefor

INfrastructure . .. ... YorkCentre ..., Lib.
English, John, Parliamentary Secretary to President of the Queen’ s Privy Council for

Canadaand Minister of Intergovernmental Affairs............................. Kitchener. ...t Lib.
Finlay, JONNn ... Oxford .........co i Lib.
Flis, Jesse, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Foreign Affairs .................. Parkdale— HighPark ................ Lib.
Fontana, Joe, Parliamentary Secretary toMinister of Transport ..................... LondonEast ......................... Lib.
Gaffney, Beryl ... Nepean ... Lib.
Gallaway, ROGEr . ... Sarnia— Lambton ............. ... .. Lib.
Godfrey, JONN . . .. DonValleyWest ..................... Lib.
Graham, Bill . . ... Rosedale ................ ... . ..., Lib.
Gray, Hon. Herb, Leader of the Government in the House of Commons and Solicitor

Generalof Canada .. ... WindsorWest . ..................... Lib.
GrOSE, IVaN . .o Oshawa ..., Lib.
Guarnieri, Albina, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Canadian Heritage ... .... .. MississaugaEast ..................... Lib.
Harb, Mac, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister for International Trade .. ............ OttawaCentre....................vn.. Lib.
Harper, B . ... SimcoeCentre ...................un.. Ref.
Hopkins, Leonard .. ... Renfrew — Nipissing— Pembroke .. . .. Lib.
1aNNO, TONY .. Trinity—Spadina.................... Lib.
Irwin, Hon. Ron, Minister of Indian Affairsand Northern Development ............. SaultSte.Marie ...................... Lib.
Jackson, OVId L. ..o Bruce—Grey ...l Lib.
Jordan, JIM ... Leeds— Grenville ................... Lib.
Karygiannis, JIM .. ... Scarborough — Agincourt . ............ Lib.
KOV ES, AN . . . oo HamiltonWest ....................... Lib.
Kilger, Bob, Assistant Deputy Chairman of Committeesof theWhole .............. Stormont—Dundas . ................. Lib.
KNUESON, Gar ...ttt e e e e Elgin—Norfolk ..................... Lib.
Kraft Sloan, Karen . . ... York—Smcoe...................... Lib.
Lastewka, Walt . . . ... St.Catharines ........................ Lib.
LB, DI . Scarborough — RougeRiver .......... Lib.
MacL aren, Hon. Roy, Minister for International Trade ............................ EtobicokeNorth...................... Lib.
Malhi, Gurbax SIngh . .. ... Bramalea— Gore— Malton........... Lib.
Maloney, JONN . ... Erie ... Lib.
Manley, Hon. John, Minister of Industry .............. ... i i OttawaSouth ........................ Lib.
Marchi, Hon. Sergio, Minister of Citizenshipand Immigration ..................... YorkWest. ...t Lib.
Marleau, Hon. Diane, Ministerof Health . . .......... ... . .. Sudbury ... Lib.
MCCOrMICK, Larmy . . .. Hastings— Frontenac — Lennox and

Addington.................o Lib.

MCTEagUE, Dan ... ... ONntario ......coovviiiiiiiin Lib.
Milliken, Peter, Parliamentary Secretary to Leader of the Government in the House of

COIMIMONS . . o ettt e e e et e e e e e e e e e e Kingstonandthelslands .............. Lib.
Mills, DennisJ., Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Industry ................... Broadview — Greenwood . ............ Lib.
MINNa, Maria . ... e e Beaches— Woodbine ................ Lib.
Mitchell, ANy . ... Parry Sound — Muskoka.............. Lib.

MUITAY, 18N . . Lanarkk—Carleton ................... Lib.
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Nault, Robert D., Parliamentary Secretary tothe Minister of Labour ................ Kenora— RainyRiver ................ Lib.
NUNZIAEa, JONN . ..o e e York South—Weston ................ Lib.
O BIHEN, Pat . ... London —Middlesex ................. Lib.
O Reilly, JoNN .. Victoria— Haliburton ................ Lib.
Parent, Hon. Gilbert, Speaker ......... ... i Welland — St. Catharines— Thorold ... Lib.
Parrish, Carolyn . ... ... MississaugaWest . .................... Lib.
Peric,Janko ... ... Cambridge ... Lib.
Peters, Hon. Douglas, Secretary of State (International Financial Ingtitutions) ........ ScarboroughEast ..................... Lib.
PEtersOn, JIM ..o Willowdale.......................... Lib.
Phinney, Beth . . ... .o HamiltonMountain................... Lib.
PiCKard, JBrTY . Essex —Kent........................ Lib.
Ptteri, Gary . . ..o NiagaraFalls......................... Lib.
Reed, Julian . ... Haton—Ped ....................... Lib.
Richardson, JONn . . ... Perth— Wellington— Waterloo . ... ... Lib.
Rock, Hon. Allan, Minister of Justice and Attorney General of Canada .. ............ EtobicokeCentre ..................... Lib.
St DENIS, Brent .. ..o Algoma ... Lib.
SETE BENOT . . .. Timiskaming— FrenchRiver .......... Lib.
Shepherd, AleX . ... Durham ............. ..., Lib.
Speller, BOb ... Haldimand— Norfolk ................ Lib.
Steckle, Paul . . .. ... Huron—Bruce ...................... Lib.
Stewart, Hon. Christine, Secretary of State (Latin Americaand Africa) .............. Northumberland...................... Lib.
SEEWAIt, JANE . . . . .ottt Brant .............. Lib.
Szabho, Pall . .. ... MississaugaSouth .................... Lib.
Telegdi, ANArewW . ... Waterloo ... Lib.
Thalheimer, PEter . . ... Timmins—Chapleau . ................ Lib.
Torsney, Paddy . ... Burlington........................... Lib.
UI ROSE-MaAIiE . ..o e Lambton— Middlesex ................ Lib.
VA, TONY . Lincoln ... Lib.
Vanclief, Lyle, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Agricultureand Agri—food .... PrinceEdward— Hastings ............ Lib.
VOIPE, JOSEPN . . .o Eglinton—Lawrence................. Lib.
WapPEl, TOM ScarboroughWest .................... Lib.
Whelan, Susan, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of National Revenue. ........... Essex —Windsor .................... Lib.
WOoOod, BOD . .. NIpisSINg .. ..o Lib.
PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND (4)
Baster, Wayne . ... Malpeque ..., Lib.
MacAulay, Hon. Lawrence, Secretary of State(Veterans) ....................o.... Cadigan ... Lib.
MCGUITE, JOB . .ottt e e e e e Egmont ........... ... ... .l Lib.
Proud, GEOIQE . ... Hillsborough ........................ Lib.
QUEBEC (75)
Allmand, HON.WaITEN .. ..o Notre-Dame-de-Gréce ............... Lib.
ASSA, MarK . .o Gatineau— LaLiévre................. Lib.
ASSEIN, GErard . . ... Charlevoix ............ccccouioo... B.Q.
Bachand, Claude . . ... Sant=Jean............c.coiiiiiiiiiinn. B.Q.
Bakopanos, Eleni . .. ... ... Sant-Denis .............. . Lib.
Balidle Richard . ... LaPrairie..................o .. B.Q.
Bellehumeur,Michel . ........ . Berthier— Montcalm ................. B.Q.
Bergeron, StEphane . .. ... ..o Verchéres ... B.Q.
Bernier,Gilles . ... Beauce.............o Ind.
Bernier,MalriCe .. ... ... M égantic— Compton — Stanstead . . . .. B.Q.
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Name of Member Constituency Affiliation
BarNier, YVaN . ..o Gaspe. ... B.Q.
Bertrand, Robert . ... ... Pontiac — Gatineau— Labelle......... Lib.
Bouchard, Hon. Lucien, Leader of theOpposition ... ... Lac-Saint=Jean ...................... B.Q.
BriEn, PIETe . .o Témiscamingue ...................... B.Q.
CanUEl, RENE ... .. Matapédia— Matane ................. B.Q.
Caron, ANAIe . .. ... JONQUIEre. ..o B.Q.
Cauchon, Martin . ......oo e Outremont. ...........coveevieeienn.. Lib.
Charest, HON. JEAN J. .. ..o e Sherbrooke ............ ... P.C.
Chrétien, Right Hon. Jean, PrimeMinister ...t Sant-Maurice ................ .. Lib.
Chrétien, JEanm—GUY . .. ...\ttt e e FrontenaC ........................... B.Q.
Cré&te, Paul . ... Kamouraska— Riviere-du-Loup ...... B.Q.
Daphond—Guiral,Madeleine. ........... ... LavalCentre......................o... B.Q.
Daviault, MiChel .. ... . Ahuntsic ............... .. ... B.Q.
Debien, Maud . . ... LavalEBast ..............ccoiiiii B.Q
deSavoye, Piarme . ..o Portneuf............................. B.Q.
Deshaies,Bernard . ... ...t Abitibi ....... .. B.Q.
Discepola, NiCK . ... ..o Vaudreuil ........................... Lib.
DUDE ANLOING . . ..ot e e e e e L&ViS ... B.Q.
Duceppe, GIlleS . ... Laurier — Sainte-Marie............... B.Q.
DUMAS, MaUICE . . . e e e e Argenteuil — Papineau. ............... B.Q.
Dupuy, Hon. Michel, Minister of CanadianHeritage. . .............. ... ... ... .. LavalWest ...t Lib.
Fillion, Gilbert ... ... Chicoutimi ......................ou.. B.Q.
Finestone, Hon. Sheila, Secretary of State (Multiculturalism) (Statusof Women) ... .. MountRoyal .................. ... .. Lib.
Gagliano, Hon. Alfonso, Secretary of State (Parliamentary Affairs) and Deputy L eader

of the Government intheHouseof Commons ................................ Saint—Léonard ....................... Lib.
Gagnon, ChriStiang . ........it i QUEDEC ... B.Q.
Gagnon, Patrick, Parliamentary Secretary to Solicitor General of Canada ............ Bonaventure— Tles-de-la-Madeleine. ..  Lib.
Gauthier, Michel . ... . Roberval ............ ... ... ... B.Q.
GOdiN, MaUFICe . ... e Chéteauguay . .............ccoooii... B.Q.
GUAY, MONIQUE . ..o e e e e Laurentides................ ... B.Q.
Guimond, Michel . ... . Beauport — Montmorency — Orléans .. B.Q.
Jacob, JEAN—MaIC . . .o Charlesbourg ........................ B.Q.
Lalonde, FranCine . .. ...t Mercier ........coviiiiiiii B.Q.
Landry, JEan . ..o Lotbhiniere ........................... B.Q.
Langlois, FranGoiS . . . ...ttt e Bellechasse.................o.cot B.Q.
Laurin ReNG . . .. Joliette . ......... . B.Q.
Lavigne Laurent .. ... ... i e Beauharnois— Salaberry .............. B.Q.
Lavigne, Raymond . .. ... i Verdun— Saint—Paul ................. Lib.
Lebel,Ghiglain . . ... Chambly ................. ..ol B.Q.
Leblanc, NIC . ... Longueuil ............. ... ... B.Q.
LefbVre, REEaN . ... . Champlain .......................... B.Q.
LEroUX, GaSION .. ...ttt et e e e e e e Richmond—Wolfe .................. B.Q.
Leroux, JEan H. ... ... Shefford .............. B.Q.
Lincoln, Clifford, Parliamentary Secretary to Deputy Prime Minister and Minister of

the Environment ... .. Lachine— Lac-Saint-Louis........... Lib.
LoUbIEr, YVAN Saint-Hyacinthe—Bagot ............. B.Q.
Maheu, Shirley, Deputy Chairperson of Committeesof theWhole .................. Saint-Laurent— Cartierville........... Lib.
Marchand,Jean—Paul .......... ... .. Québec—Est...............ciiiiil. B.Q.
Martin, Hon. Paul, Minister of Finance and Minister responsiblefor the Federal Office

of Regional Development—QUEDEC . ... . ... LaSale—Emard .................... Lib.
Massé, Hon. Marcel, President of the Queen’ s Privy Council for Canada, Minister of

Intergovernmental Affairsand Minister responsiblefor Public ServiceRenewal ... Hull —Aylmer ...................... Lib.

Ménard, REal .. ... Hochelaga— Maisonneuve............ B.Q.
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Name of Member Constituency Affiliation
Mercier, Paul . ... Blainville— Deux—Montagnes.... ... ... B.Q.
NUNEZ, OSvaldo .. ... Bourassa .............coiiiii B.Q.
Ouellet, Hon. André, Minister of ForeignAffairs................ ...t Papineau— Saint-Michel ............. Lib.
Paradis, DENiS. . ...t Brome— MissisQuoi ................. Lib.
Parg, Philippe . ..o LouisHeébert ........................ B.Q.
Patry, Bernard ... ... Pierrefonds—Dollard ................ Lib.
Picard, Pauling . . ... o Drummond .......................... B.Q.
Plamondon, LOUIS . . ...t e Richelieu............................ B.Q.
Pomerleau, ROQEr .. ... ... Anjou — Riviere-des—Prairies . ........ B.Q.
Robillard, Hon. Lucienne, Ministerof Labour ..., Saint—Henri— Westmount ............ Lib.
ROChEIEAL, YVES . . oo Trois-Rivieres ....................... B.Q.
St—Laurent, Bernard . ... Manicouagan ........................ B.Q.
Sauvageau, Benoit . .. ... .. Terrebonne ... B.Q.
Tremblay, Benoit . ... ... Rosemont ........................... B.Q.
Tremblay, SUZaNNE . .. ... .o Rimouski — Témiscouata . ............ B.Q.
VENNE PIEITEE . ... e Saint—Hubert ........................ B.Q.
SASKATCHEWAN (14)

ANNOUSE, ViC ... Mackenzie........................... N.D.P.
Axworthy, Chris ... Saskatoon— Clark’sCrossing ......... N.D.P.
Bodnar, MOrTiS . . ..o Saskatoon— Dundurn ................ Lib.
BreitkreUuz, Garry . .. ... Yorkton—Meélville .................. Ref.
ColliNS, BEMIE . .. Souris— MooseMountain ............ Lib.
dedong, SIMON . ... Regina— Qu'Appéelle ................ N.D.P.
Goodale, Hon. Ralph E., Minister of Agricultureand Agri-Food . .................. Regina—Wascana................... Lib.
Hermanson, EIWin . .. ... Kinderdey — Lloydminster............ Ref.
Kerpan, Allan . . ... MooseJaw — LakeCentre ............ Ref.
Kirkby, Gordon . . ... .. PrinceAlbert — Churchill River . ....... Lib.
MOITISON, LBE . . .o Swift Current — MapleCreek —

Assiniboia.............coi Ref.
Sheridan, GEOrgette . . . ... ..o Saskatoon— Humboldt ............... Lib.
S0lOMON, JONN . ..o Regina—Lumsden .................. N.D.P.
Tay O, LN . o TheBattlefords— Meadow Lake ... . ... N.D.P.

YUKON (1)

McLaughlin, Hon. AUdrey . .. ... o e Yukon ... N.D.P.



LIST OF STANDING AND SUB-COMMITTEES
(As of December 13th, 1995 — 1st Session, 35th Parliament)

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS AND NORTHERN DEVELOPMENT

Chairman: Raymond Bonin Vice-Chairmen: Claude Bachand
John Finlay
Jack lyerak Anawak Margaret Bridgman Paul DeVillers Elijah Harper
Robert Bertrand André Caron John Duncan John Murphy (11)
Associate Members
John Bryden Hedy Fry Audrey McLaughlin Len Taylor
Marlene Cowling Dick Harris
SUB-COMMITTEE ON ABORIGINAL EDUCATION

Chairman: Robert Bertrand Vice—Chairman: ClaudeBachand

Raymond Bonin Margaret Bridgman John Murphy 5)
SUB-COMMITTEE TO REVIEW THE DRAFT REPORT ON
CO-MANAGEMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

Chairman: Raymond Bonin

Jack lyerak Anawak Claude Bachand John Duncan Gordon Kirkby 5)
AGRICULTURE AND AGRI-FOOD
Chairman: Jerry Pickard Vice-Chairmen: Jean—Guy Chrétien
DenisParadis
Cliff Breitkreuz Wayne Easter Jean Landry Glen McKinnon
Murray Calder Elwin Hermanson Réjean Lefebvre Julian Reed
Marlene Cowling Jake E. Hoeppner John Maloney Lyle Vanclief (15)
Associate Members

Vic Althouse David Chatters John Cummins Laurent Lavigne
Leon E. Benoit Bernie Collins Allan Kerpan Bob Speller
Morris Bodnar Harold Culbert

Chairman:

Jean-Guy Chrétien

SUB-COMMITTEE ON THE GRAIN TRANSPORTATION
Wayne Easter

Bernie Collins Marlene Cowling

Jake E. Hoeppner

®
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CANADIAN HERITAGE

Chair: John Harvard Vice-Chairs: Tony lanno
SuzanneTremblay
Jim Abbott Christiane Gagnon Hugh Hanrahan Janko Perié
Beryl Gaffney Albina Guarnieri John Loney Benoit Serré (11)
Associate Members
Jan Brown Pierre de Savoye John English Louis Plamondon
John Bryden Paul DeVillers Dan McTeague Georgette Sheridan
Simon de Jong Stan Dromisky Rey D. Pagtakhan Monte Solberg
CITIZENSHIP AND IMMIGRATION
Chair: Eleni Bakopanos Vice-Chairmen: Stan Dromisky
Osvaldo Nunez
Sarkis Assadourian Bernie Collins Jay Hill AnnaTerrana
Mary Clancy Maud Debien Val Meredith Rose-Marie Ur (11)
Associate Members
Colleen Beaumier Paul E. Forseth Christiane Gagnon Gar Knutson
Jag Bhaduria Beryl Gaffney Sharon Hayes John Loney
Simon de Jong
SUB-COMMITTEE ON DIMINISHING RETURNS
(C.D. HOWE / LAURIER INSTITUTION REPORT)
Chairman: Gar Knutson Vice-Chairman: Stan Dromisky
Sarkis Assadourian John Loney Val Meredith Osvaldo Nunez (6)
ENVIRONMENT AND SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT
Chairman: Charles Caccia Vice-Chairs: Monique Guay
Karen Kraft Sloan
Peter Adams Clifford Lincoln Roger Pomerleau Paul Steckle
Paul E. Forseth Keith Martin Jean Payne Tom Wappel (11)
Associate Members
Margaret Bridgman John Finlay John O’ Rellly Darrel Stinson
David Chatters Bob Mills Julian Reed Len Taylor
Rex Crawford Pat O’Brien Geoff Regan Andrew Telegdi
John Cummins
SUB-COMMITTEE ON THE ARCTIC
Chair: Clifford Lincoln
Peter Adams Monique Guay Karen Kraft Sloan Keith Martin 5)




SUB-COMMITTEE ON ENVIRONMENT
AWARENESS FOR SUSTAINABILITY
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Chair: Karen Kraft Sloan
John Finlay Monique Guay Paul Steckle Len Taylor
Paul Forseth (6)
FINANCE
Chair: Jim Peter son Vice-Chairs: Barry Campbell
Yvan Loubier
Leon E. Benoit Nick Discepola Gary Pillitteri Brent St. Denis
Pierre Brien Ron Fewchuk Louis Plamondon Jane Stewart
Dianne Brushett Herb Grubel Monte Solberg David Walker (15)
Associate Members
Reg Alcock Jan Brown Jake E. Hoeppner Bob Mills
Gérard Asselin Paul Créte Dale Johnston Nelson Riis
Eleni Bakopanos Jim Gouk Karen Kraft Sloan Jim Silye
Judy Bethel Bill Graham René Laurin Susan Whelan
Jag Bhaduria Stephen Harper Peter Milliken John Williams
FISHERIES AND OCEANS
Chairman:  Ron MacDonald Vice—Chairmen: Yvan Bernier
Jean Payne
Diane Ablonczy René Canuel Joe McGuire Harry Verran
George S. Baker Harbance Singh Dhaliwal Mike Scott Derek Wells (11)
Associate Members
John Cummins Fred Mifflin John Solomon Elsie Wayne
Ron Fewchuk Roger Simmons Paul Steckle
FOREIGN AFFAIRS AND INTERNATIONAL TRADE
Chairman:  Bill Graham Vice-Chairmen: Stéphane Bergeron
Joseph Volpe
Reg Alcock Jesse Flis Bob Mills Bernard Patry
Colleen Beaumier Walt Lastewka Lee Morrison Charlie Penson
John English Nic Leblanc Philippe Paré Bob Speller (15)
Associate Members
Diane Ablonczy David Chatters Jean H. Leroux Ted McWhinney
Sarkis Assadourian Maud Debien John Loney Val Meredith
Leon E. Benoit Jack Frazer Gurbax Singh Malhi Svend J. Robinson
Jag Bhaduria Beryl Gaffney Keith Martin Paddy Torsney
Bill Blaikie Herb Grubel
SUB-COMMITTEE ON HUMAN RIGHTS
Chair: Colleen Beaumier
Reg Alcock Keith Martin Lee Morrison Bernard Patry
John English (6)
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SUB-COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL TRADE

Chair: Joseph Volpe

Reg Alcock

Walt Lastewka Charlie Penson

4

Chairman: Paul Zed

GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS

Vice-Chairmen:

EugéeneBellemare
Jean—Paul Mar chand

Gérard Asselin John Bryden Ronald J. Duhamel Dick Harris
Réginald Bélair Brenda Chamberlain Bill Gilmour lan Murray (11)
Associate Members
Ghidlain Lebel lan McClelland George Proud Randy White
Derek Lee Carolyn Parrish John Solomon Ted White
Gurbax Singh Malhi Janko Peric Tom Wappel John Williams
SUB-COMMITTEE ON BILL C-84,
THE REGULATIONS ACT
Chairman: lan Murray Vice-Chairmen: Ghidain Lebel
Derek Lee
Tom Wappel Ted White 5)
HEALTH
Chairman: Roger Simmons Vice-Chairmen: Ovid L. Jackson
PaulinePicard
Harold Culbert Hedy Fry Grant Hill Andy Scott
Michel Daviault Sharon Hayes Bernard Patry Paul Szabo (11)
Associate Members
Margaret Bridgman Pierre de Savoye Réal Ménard Roseanne Skoke
Jan Brown Keith Martin Pat O'Brien Rose-Marie Ur

Madeleine Dalphond-Guiral

Audrey McLaughlin Svend J. Robinson

SUB-COMMITTEE ON HIV / AIDS

Chairman: Bernard Patry

Harold Culbert
Hedy Fry

Réal Ménard
Svend J. Robinson

Sharon Hayes
Ovid L. Jackson

Rose-Marie Ur

®




HUMAN RESOURCES DEVELOPMENT

Chairman: FrancisG. LeBlanc Vice—Chairs: FrancineLalonde
Jean Augustine Martin Cauchon Antoine Dubé Larry McCormick
Maurizio Bevilacqua Shaughnessy Cohen Daphne Jennings Robert D. Nault
Jan Brown Paul Créte Dale Johnston Pat O'Brien (15)
Associate Members
Diane Ablonczy John Cannis Maurice Dumas Karen Kraft Sloan
Warren Allmand Marlene Cowling Jim Gouk René Laurin
Leon E. Benoit Paul DeVillers Herb Grubel Andy Scott
HUMAN RIGHTS AND THE STATUS OF
PERSONSWITH DISABILITIES
Chair: Rey D. Pagtakhan Vice-Chairmen:
Warren Allmand Jan Brown Ivan Grose lan McClelland
Maurice Bernier Marlene Catterall John Maloney Glen McKinnon (11)
Associate Members
Chris Axworthy Robert Bertrand Jean Landry Roseanne Skoke
Mauril Bélanger Sharon Hayes Svend J. Robinson Myron Thompson
INDUSTRY
Chairman:  John Godfrey Vice-Chairmen: Andy Mitchell
Yves Rocheleau
Mauril Bélanger Nick Discepola Philip Mayfield lan Murray
Judy Bethel Ed Harper Réal Ménard Werner Schmidt
Bonnie Brown Gaston L eroux Dennis J. Mills Tony Valeri (15)
Associate Members
Pierre de Savoye Ghidlain Lebel John Nunziata Paul Szabo
Tony lanno Réjean Lefebvre Darrel Stinson Andrew Telegdi
Karen Kraft Sloan
JUSTICE AND LEGAL AFFAIRS
Chairman: MorrisBodnar Vice—Chairs:
Pierrette Venne
Diane Ablonczy Roger Gallaway Francois Langlois Jack Ramsay
Martin Cauchon Art Hanger Russell MacLellan Geoff Regan
Pierre de Savoye Gar Knutson Beth Phinney Paddy Torsney (15)
Associate Members
Chris Axworthy Paul DeVillers Jay Hill Svend J. Robinson
Michel Bellehumeur Paul E. Forseth Derek Lee Andrew Telegdi
Jag Bhaduria Patrick Gagnon John Maloney Myron Thompson
Garry Breitkreuz Jim Gouk Val Meredith Derek Wells
Shaughnessy Cohen Stephen Harper Bob Mills Randy White
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SUB-COMMITTEE ON NATIONAL SECURITY

Chair: Derek Lee Vice-Chair: Shaughnessy Cohen
Patrick Gagnon Roger Gallaway Francois Langlois Val Meredith (6)
LIAISON
Chairman: Stan Keyes Vice-Chairman: Ron MacDonald
Eleni Bakopanos John Godfrey Francis G. LeBlanc George Proud
Richard Bélise Bill Graham Peter Milliken John Richardson
Morris Bodnar John Harvard Rey D. Pagtakhan Pierrette Ringuette-Maltais
Raymond Bonin Gordon Kirkby Jim Peterson Roger Simmons
Charles Caccia Ghidain Lebel Jerry Pickard Paul Zed (22)
Associate Member
Jack Frazer
SUB-COMMITTEE ON BUDGET
Chairman:  Jim Peterson Vice—Chair: Peter Milliken
Eleni Bakopanos Richard Bélise Jack Frazer Bill Graham (6)
NATIONAL DEFENCE AND VETERANS AFFAIRS
Chairman:  George Proud Vice-Chairmen: Jean-Mar ¢ Jacob
John Richardson
Robert Bertrand Jack Frazer Bonnie Hickey Fred Mifflin
John Cannis Jim Hart Jean H. Leroux John O'Reilly (11)
Associate Members
Bill Blaikie Laurent Lavigne Val Meredith Svend J. Robinson
Maurice Godin John Maloney Pat O’Brien Elsie Wayne
Gar Knutson Réal Ménard Bob Ringma
NATURAL RESOURCES
Chairman:  Gordon Kirkby Vice-Chairmen: René Canuel
Peter Thalheimer
David Chatters Roger Pomerleau Alex Shepherd Chuck Strahl
Bernard Deshaies Julian Reed Georgette Sheridan Darrel Stinson
David Iftody George S. Rideout Roseanne Skoke Bob Wood (15)
Associate Members
Jim Abbott Roger Gallaway Brent St. Denis John Solomon
Leon E. Benoit Jay Hill Benoit Serré Derek Wells

John Finlay




PROCEDURE AND HOUSE AFFAIRS

Chairman:  Peter Milliken Vice—Chairs: Marlene Catterall
FrancgoisLanglois
Guy H. Arseneault Gilles Duceppe Gurbax Singh Malhi Bob Ringma
Colleen Beaumier Jack Frazer Ted McWhinney Ray Speaker
Don Boudria René Laurin Carolyn Parrish (14)
Associate Members
Mark Assad Ronald J. Duhamel Jim Jordan John Solomon
Mauril Bélanger Ken Epp Gaston Leroux Jane Stewart
Michel Bellehumeur Michel Gauthier Joe McGuire Darrel Stinson
Robert Bertrand Deborah Grey Jerry Pickard Rose-Marie Ur
Dianne Brushett Hugh Hanrahan Louis Plamondon Elsie Wayne
Marlene Cowling Stephen Harper George Proud Ted White
John Cummins Dick Harris John Richardson John Williams
SUB-COMMITTEE ON THE BUSINESS OF SUPPLY
Chair: Marlene Catterall
Guy H. Arseneault Gurbax Singh Malhi John Solomon John Williams
Gaston Leroux (6)
SUB-COMMITTEE ON THE REFERENDUM ACT
Chairman:  Peter Milliken
Stephen Harper Francois Langlois Ted McWhinney 4)
SUB-COMMITTEE ON MEMBERS TRAVEL
Chair: Carolyn Parrish
Francois Langlois Jack Frazer 3
SUB-COMMITTEE ON PRIVATE MEMBERS BUSINESS
Chair: Carolyn Parrish
Mauril Bélanger Francois Langlois Darrel Stinson 4
PUBLIC ACCOUNTS
Chairman: Richard Bélisle Vice—Chairmen: Mark Assad
Andrew Telegdi
Rex Crawford Leonard Hopkins Pat O’Brien Susan Whelan
Gilbert Fillion René Laurin Jim Silye John Williams
lvan Grose (12)
Associate Members
Jim Abbott John Bryden Ed Harper Alex Shepherd
Jag Bhaduria Mac Harb lan McClelland John Solomon
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TRANSPORT
Chairman: Stan Keyes Vice-Chairmen: Joe Comuzzi
Michel Guimond
David Chatters Jim Gouk Jim Jordan Paul Mercier
Joe Fontana Charles Hubbard Raymond Lavigne Anna Terrana (11)
Associate Members
Vic Althouse Marlene Cowling Dick Harris Bernard Patry
Leon E. Benoit Wayne Easter Jake E. Hoeppner Elsie Wayne
Bernie Collins lvan Grose Ovid L. Jackson
SUB-COMMITTEE ON THE ST. LAWRENCE SEAWAY
Chairman:  Joe Comuzzi
Michel Guimond Dick Harris Charles Hubbard Jim Jordan 5)
STANDING JOINT COMMITTEES
LIBRARY OF PARLIAMENT
Joint Chairmen: Sen. MauriceRiel Vice—Chair: Maud Debien
John Richardson
Representing the Senate: Representing the House of Commons:
The Honourable Senators
Anne C. Cools Peter Adams Philip Mayfield
Richard J. Doyle Roger Gallaway Paul Steckle
Jim Karygiannis (20)
Associate Member
Ted White
OFFICIAL LANGUAGES
Joint Chair men: Sen. Gérald Comeau Vice-Chairman: Pierre de Savoye
Pierrette Ringuette-Maltais
Representing the Senate: Representing the House of Commons:
The Honourable Senators
Jean—Claude Rivest Warren Allmand Bob Ringma
Jean—-Louis Roux Mauril Bélanger Georgette Sheridan
Eugéne Bellemare (10)

Associate Members

Jim Silye Suzanne Tremblay




Joint Chairmen: Sen. P. Derek Lewis
Ghidain Lebel

Representing the Senate:

The Honourable Senators
Michael Cogger Landon Pearson
Normand Grimard Pietro Rizzuto
Duncan J. Jessiman Gerry St. Germain
William M. Kelly
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SCRUTINY OF REGULATIONS

Vice-Chairman: Derek Lee

Representing the House of Commons:

Gilbert Fillion Peter Milliken
Gar Knutson Tom Wappel
Dan McTeague Ted White

(15)

SPECIAL JOINT COMMITTEE

Joint Chairmen: Sen. Donald Oliver
Peter Milliken

Representing the Senate:
The Honourable Senators

David Angus

Lise Bacon

Consiglio Di Nino
Jean—Robert Gauthier
Mira Spivak

Peter Stollery

A CODE OF CONDUCT

Representing the House of Commons:

Michel Bellehumeur René Laurin

Don Boudria Gurbax Singh Malhi
Murray Calder Ted McWhinney
Marlene Catterall Carolyn Parrish
Ken Epp John Richardson
Jack Frazer Ray Speaker

Frangois Langlois (21)
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The Speaker

HON. GILBERT PARENT

Panels of Chairmen of Legislative Committees

The Deputy Speaker and Chairman of Committees of the Whole

MR. DAvID KILGOUR

The Deputy Chairperson of Committees of the Whole

MRS. SHIRLEY MAHEU

The Assistant Deputy Chairman of Commitees of the Whole

MR. BoB KILGER



The Right Hon. Jean Chrétien
The Hon. Herb Gray

The Hon. André Ouellet
The Hon. Lloyd Axworthy

The Hon. David M. Collenette
The Hon. Roy MacLaren

The Hon. David Anderson
The Hon. Ralph E. Gooda e
The Hon. David Dingwall

The Hon. Ron Irwin
The Hon. Brian Tobin
The Hon. Joyce Fairbairn

The Hon. Sheila Copps
The Hon. Sergio Marchi
The Hon. John Manley
The Hon. Diane Marleau
The Hon. Paul Martin

The Hon. Douglas Y oung
The Hon. Michel Dupuy
The Hon. Arthur C. Eggleton

The Hon. Marcel Massé

TheHon. Anne McLellan

The Hon. Allan Rock

The Hon. Lucienne Robillard
The Hon. Sheila Finestone
The Hon. Fernand Robichaud
The Hon. Ethel Blondin—-Andrew
The Hon. Lawrence MacAulay
The Hon. Christine Stewart
The Hon. Raymond Chan

The Hon. Jon Gerrard

The Hon. Douglas Peters

The Hon. Alfonso Gagliano
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THEMINISTRY

According to precedence

Prime Minister

Leader of the Government in the House of Commons and Solicitor
General of Canada

Minister of Foreign Affairs

Minister of Human Resources Development and Minister of Western
Economic Diversification

Minister of National Defence and Minister of Veterans Affairs
Minister for International Trade

Minister of National Revenue

Minister of Agriculture and Agri—Food

Minister of Public Works and Government Services and Minister for the
Atlantic Canada Opportunities Agency

Minister of Indian Affairs and Northern Devel opment

Minister of Fisheries and Oceans

Leader of the Government in the Senate and Minister with special
responsibility for Literacy

Deputy Prime Minister and Minister of the Environment

Minister of Citizenship and Immigration

Minister of Industry

Minister of Health

Minister of Finance and Minister responsible for the Federal Office of
Regional Devel opment—Quebec

Minister of Transport
Minister of Canadian Heritage

President of the Treasury Board and Minister responsible for
Infrastructure

President of the Queen’s Privy Council for Canada, Minister of
Intergovernmental Affairs and Minister responsible for Public Service
Renewal

Minister of Natural Resources

Minister of Justice and Attorney General of Canada
Minister of Labour

Secretary of State (Multiculturalism) (Status of Women)
Secretary of State (Agriculture and Agri—Food, Fisheries and Oceans)
Secretary of State (Training and Y outh)

Secretary of State (Veterans)

Secretary of State (Latin America and Africa)

Secretary of State (Asia—Peacific)

Secretary of State (Science, Research and Devel opment)
Secretary of State (International Financial Institutions)

Secretary of State (Parliamentary Affairs) and Deputy Leader of the
Government in the House of Commons
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PARLIAMENTARYSECRETARIES

Jean Augustine
Patrick Gagnon
Peter Milliken
Jesse Flis

Maurizio Bevilacqua
Fred Mifflin

Mac Harb

Susan Whelan

Lyle Vanclief
Réginald Bélair
Jack lyerak Anawak
Harbance Singh Dhaliwal
Clifford Lincoln
Mary Clancy
Dennis J. Mills
Hedy Fry

David Walker

Joe Fontana

Albina Guarnieri
Ronald J. Duhamel
John English

George S. Rideout
Russell MacLelan
Robert D. Nault

to Prime Minister

to Solicitor General of Canada

to Leader of the Government in the House of Commons

to Minister of Foreign Affairs

to Minister of Human Resources Development

to Minister of National Defence and Minister of Veterans Affairs
to Minister for International Trade

to Minister of National Revenue

to Minister of Agriculture and Agri—food

to Minister of Public Works and Government Services

to Minister of Indian Affairs and Northern Development
to Minister of Fisheries and Oceans

to Deputy Prime Minister and Minister of the Environment
to Minister of Citizenship and Immigration

to Minister of Industry

to Minister of Health

to Minister of Finance

to Minister of Transport

to Minister of Canadian Heritage

to President of the Treasury Board

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

Intergovernmental Affairs

to Minister of Natural Resources

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