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The House met at 10 a.m.
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® (1000)
[English]

PROTECTING CHILDREN FROM ONLINE SEXUAL
EXPLOITATION ACT

The House resumed from November 24 consideration of the
motion that Bill C-22, An Act respecting the mandatory reporting of
Internet child pornography by persons who provide an Internet
service, be read the third time and passed.

Mr. Joe Comartin (Windsor—Tecumseh, NDP): Mr. Speaker, I
rise today to address Bill C-22 at third reading.

As always, it is important that we recognize the support for the
bill, throughout many years actually. All parties are supportive of the
bill, so it clearly will go through. With the opportunity we have for
the short amount of debate we will have on it, probably finishing
today, we need to set, in context, how it has come to be this far into
the process, why it has taken so long and the usefulness of the
procedures that we mandate will have.

There is a big component here, I would hope, both in this debate,
as Canadians listen to it and have up to this point, and on an ongoing
basis, and that is the public educational aspect to the bill. If it is to be
useful, we need greater co-operation from individuals who use the
Internet on a regular basis.

To set the context, the bill requires companies that provide servers
for the Internet to report what they consider to be child pornography
to a specific agency, yet to be established. It will be identified and all
service providers will be made aware of the agency. That is the first
element.

Second, companies will have to report to the agency and if they
are then, either by the agency or by a police forces, advised that they
believe it is child pornography and that an investigation will take
place, they will have to retain the material for a 21 day period. That
will give police and prosecutors sufficient time to get a warrant to
access the data and to trace back this material to its source. Our
prosecutors need the 21 days to get a judicial warrant to get access to
that information.

The bill is essentially about that.

To set it in its context of why this is so important, the first thing |
would point out is an NDP member had a private member's bill
dealing with these aspects, and a couple more, way back in the late
1990s. The subsequent Liberal governments did nothing to move on
this, and I think I am accurate in that. If they did, they introduced a
bill really late, in 2004, 2005. The Conservative government picked
it up in 2006, but we are now in almost 2011. In fact, this clearly will
not likely become law until 2011 by the time it gets through the
Senate and royal assent. That is a full five years.

What has happened in that period of time is more children have
been abused. Our police officers, prosecutors and judges have all
been hamstrung, to a significant degree, in dealing with child
pornography on the Internet because they have not had these tools.
In that period of time, as much as the justice minister in particular
and the Prime Minister stand regularly in the House and in public
and accuse the opposition parties of slowing down bills, this one
included, the reality is the government went to an election. Even
though it said it would go to a fixed date election, it broke that
promise and stalled the bill. We had two prorogations and both times
this bill or its predecessors were stalled as well. In effect we have lost
a full five years when we could have had this law. In fact, we should
have had it as much as 10 years ago, and that is a real shame.

In terms of the ability of our police forces in particular, the bill
would allow our police enforcement agencies to get at this material.

©(1005)

It is important to understand something else that happened in
Canada. Paul Gillespie, a police officer in Toronto, was trying to deal
with child pornography and child sexual abuse generally. He became
really frustrated by the lack of technology. On his own initiative, and
he is really a Canadian hero in this regard, he sent a letter to Bill
Gates of Microsoft and said that police officers needed help, that
they could not trace the material, which has exploded on the Internet.

We have always had child pornography. We could go back to
ancient Greece, ancient Egypt and find child pornography. However,
with the advent of the Internet and easy access by billions of people
around the Globe, child pornographers put this material on to the
Internet in huge volume.
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Paul Gillespie found that the police could not trace this material
back. Most of this material does not come out of Canada. A chunk of
it comes out of the United States, and we can disagree on how much,
and a large chunk of it comes out of eastern Europe and parts of
Asia. Mr. Gillespie was trying to trace this back to the source, but
this material, at times, will go through as many as 50 different
servers.

He said to Bill Gates that the police did not have the technology to
trace this back, that there were all kinds of walls built into the
Internet that the police could not break through and he asked for
help. To their great credit, Mr. Gates and his corporation provided
resources to the tune of about $10 million in both actual dollars and
in his staff. They built a software program with which we are now
able to trace back, quite successfully, this material to its very source.

We have the problem, and I will be quite frank on this. When we
have traced it back to various countries, there is no ability or, in
some cases, no willingness on their part to shut these servers down
and to prosecute the people who put it up originally. That is an
ongoing problem. We need international co-operation. However,
Canada has now become known as the country that developed, with
the help of Mr. Gates and his company, the technology to trace it
back.

Back to the bill and why it is so important. The service providers
now have a legislated mandate that if they identify child
pornography, they pass that information on to the new agency that
will be created. One of the agencies we believe will be in
competition for this role is the Cybertip.ca in Manitoba. Cybertip.
ca was modelled after a program that started in the U.K. A centre
was established in Winnipeg that regularly searches the Internet to
try to find these sources and then passes that on to police agencies to
try to track it down. I believe the federal funding for Cybertip.ca
came in 2004, 2005 under the then Liberal government. I remember
at the time criticizing the government for not giving it enough
money.

We heard from the members of Cybertip.ca. They testified before
the committee on this bill. They acknowledged that there was a good
deal of additional work they would like to do to identify and trace
this material and help the police in that regard.

Essentially people call Cybertip.ca to say that they have found a
site. with child pornography. Cybertip.ca then looks at it and
identifies it to determine if it is prosecutable. It is passed on to the
Canadian police forces that then pass it on to international ones.

©(1010)

Cybertip.ca has been very successful, but again, it is not properly
funded. There is a lot of work it would like to do. When the director
came to committee, she made it quite clear that it could easily double
its work force to cope with that huge volume of child pornography
on the Internet.

This is one of the potential agencies that may be identified under
the regulations of the legislation as the agency to report to. I expect
there may be other agencies that would bid in once the criteria and
mandate for the agency is set up under the regulations.

This is a very positive development in terms of fighting child
pornography. There is not an individual in the House, and very few

Canadians, who are not totally revolted by this material. In a
previous bill that dealt with the issue of child luring, some material
was shown to the committee in camera. | have also had exposure to
this through my practice while doing some criminal work. It is
absolutely revolting to see, especially when it is very young children,
babies who cannot even walk yet, involved with adults sexually
abusing them.

It is absolutely crucial that we move on this. I am very critical of
the current government and the previous government that it has
taken us this long to get to this stage.

Our police officers can significantly move forward because of the
ability to now gather this material through the service providers.
They see, as much as everybody else does, that they will have an
effect. There will be a greater number of people reporting on the
existence of this material and where it exists. A secondary part of
this bill will be the ability to get a quick search warrant to access the
address. Through the website, which would already have been
identified, they will be able to trace it back because of the software
program developed through Microsoft. This will make it much more
effective in fighting this scourge.

We cannot downplay the huge volume. It is speculated that not
only child pornography but pornography overall takes up as much as
50% of all the material that is on the Internet internationally, and
child pornography forms a significant part of that.

When the bill is passed, the government and the country will be
able to move very dramatically. We will continue to take a leadership
role on this. That leadership role is recognized internationally. At the
international level, we need to continue to press other governments
that have not been willing, or that may not have the capacity to go
after these service providers to get to the sites from where the child
pornography comes. We have to be as forceful as we can.

The estimate I have seen, and this is reasonably accurate, is less
than 1% or 2% of this material is produced in Canada because of
some previous legislation we passed and because of the technology
Microsoft developed for us. Since that technology came online, it
has been available to people like Mr. Gillespie. I refer to him as Mr.
Gillespie because he has left the police force and has set up a non-
profit agency to continue to fight child pornography.

From the time that technology became available, we have
identified a few sites in Canada where child pornography is
produced and we have shut them down.

In terms of advocating at the international level, we need to
pressure governments, particularly in eastern Europe and Asia, to be
more proactive at investigating these sites in their countries, shutting
them down and prosecuting the producers.
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A significant element has developed, again mostly out of eastern
Europe and Asia, of organized crime producing this material and
making millions if not billions of dollars off it. In all cases we are
seeing children, sometimes at a very young age being abused
because of the pornographers.

I want to mention a couple of concerns that I have about the
legislation, and I would urge the government to monitor this.

One of the provisions in the legislation is that, if the service
providers do not comply with those two responsibilities, one, to
report when they identify it and, two, to save the material for that 21-
day period, they can be prosecuted.

I must say that the penalties contained in the bill seem to be quite
mild when compared with other penalties that the government has
imposed in the child pornography area. There seems to be some
deference on the part of the government because these are corporate
criminals. I have some difficulty with that and we will have to
monitor it.

The other problem with it is that I do not understand the rationale
behind this. The government put a maximum, a two-year limit, on
the time when providers can be charged. It is certainly not beyond
the pale that we would identify a number of service providers after
two years who knew this type of material was on their sites and did
not report it, or they did report it but did not keep the material.

In the secondary case, we will know and we will be able to charge
them within that two-year time limit. But for those service providers
who identify material and do not report it, it is quite conceivable,
almost a certainty I would think, that we will find that some of them
have done it for more than two years and we will not be able to
prosecute them. I heard no argument from the government as to why
it picked the arbitrary period of two years. Other sections in the
Criminal Code do not have a two-year time limit in terms of the right
to prosecute.

I raised another concern when I spoke to this bill at second
reading, and that was that small service providers would not be able
to comply. I just want to assure the House and Canadians generally
that they are a small percentage of the overall market. The large
service providers take up as much as 90% to 95% of the market.

We asked the association representing small service providers to
attend committee and tell us if it had any concerns about the bill. The
association said there was no need for it to appear because it was
satisfied that small service providers could comply with the law.
That has been taken care of, as far as we can tell.

This is a very good bill, with the exception of our one concern
over the length of time to charge and prosecute. We will have to
monitor that.

It is clear, from the evidence we heard on the bill and on other
legislation we worked on with regard to child pornography and child
sexual abuse more generally, that we have a responsibility because of
the leadership role we have taken up to this point. Slow as it has
been on some occasions, we are still further ahead than a lot of other
countries. We have to continue at the international level to press
governments to build a capacity to fight this scourge and, if they do
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identify it, have the political will to prosecute vigorously to shut the
sites down and prosecute the producers of the material.

® (1020)

Mr. Jim Maloway (Elmwood—Transcona, NDP): Mr. Speaker,
the minister has announced that she will be putting $42 million more
toward police efforts to essentially play cat and mouse with a bunch
of criminals who will simply move to a different jurisdiction.

The question has been raised as to whether or not the government
has looked at best practices in other jurisdictions. For example,
Sweden evidently just simply blocks pornography sites, as does
Germany. Other countries have other types of rules.

If we have that as an option, if we can simply block it, why do we
not just stop torturing ourselves and spending all sorts of taxpayers'
money chasing these people, when the odds are against our catching
them in the first place because they move between sites and between
countries. Why would we not simply block the sites if that option is
available?

Mr. Joe Comartin: Mr. Speaker, it is a very good question. I
cannot say that it came up much in the discussion on this bill. On a
prior bill, again dealing with child luring over the Internet, in
particular, there was discussion of that.

The only answer that I have had of any merit, and I do not want to
sound as if I am defending the government's position, was again the
problem of identifying the sites. We obviously cannot block them
unless we know where they are. So, this bill would move forward on
that. I would hope, based on all of the indications we have and what
is happening in countries like Sweden, that we would move to that.

In that regard, I would like to just take another minute. I did a lot
of work on public safety for a period of time. Within our CSE
agency, we have some very advanced technology. If this were shared
with our police forces, we would be able to do this blocking as
effectively as any government that I have been able to identify,
including the United States. We have technology, sort of in our spy
agencies, that is as effective as any. The Chinese may be ahead of us
on this because they are doing a great deal of blocking in China right
now. However, we have the technology in Canada and we can do the
blocking.

As I said, though, we would have to make that available, from our
spy agencies and those services, to our regular police forces.

Mr. Jim Maloway: Mr. Speaker, my second question deals with
the issue of offences.

For example, in the case of individuals, we are talking about
$1,000 for a first offence, $5,000 for a second offence and a
maximum of $10,000 or six months for a third offence. For
corporations, we are talking about $10,000 for the first offence,
$50,000 for the second offence and $100,000 for the third offence.
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Iwould expect that at the end of the day, if we strip away the veils,
we would find that these pornographic sites are largely owned and
run by criminal enterprises. I wonder whether or not these fines
would be high enough, because they could be seen by criminal
organizations as nothing more than the cost of doing business. They
do not seem high enough to stop people who are making millions of
dollars on these types of sites.

I would like to ask the member what he personally thinks about
that. I recognize that we can always increase them in the future if,
after a certain period of time, we find out that they are not high
enough. However, it just seemed to me at the beginning that, if we
are dealing with organized crime, perhaps these would not be high
enough penalities here.

®(1025)

Mr. Joe Comartin: Mr. Speaker, I think we have to be careful in
recognizing who those fines would be applied against, because we
have other laws that can do that. They would not be applied against
people who are producing the child pornography. They are obviously
the ones we want to get at.

These fines would apply to individuals or companies who are
service providers who have not co-operated and have not submitted,
in effect, to the requirements of this legislation.

This goes back to the point I made earlier about my concern over
the limit of two years. If we have a large corporation that provides a
large amount of the service in this country that consistently has not
complied with the legislation and we identify that, we could find
ourselves only identifying it after the two-year period and not being
able to prosecute.

If it is within the two-year period, but they have consistently done
this and we finally identify that, it seems to me the fines would be
too low, in that setting. What we would want is some relationship to
the amount of revenue they have generated from those sites during
that period of time before we got a chance to shut them down. That
would be a more appropriate system for fining them.

However, with regard to organized crime and the other individuals
or small groups who are producing this material, we have other
penalties for them, most of which include fairly substantial periods
of incarceration.

Mr. Jim Maloway: Mr. Speaker, I did pay attention to the
member's concern about the two-year limit not being long enough.

I would ask the member to explain that a little further. When we
looked into this whole issue, we found that Canada was a large
producer and host of this type of activity, with 9% of the worldwide
number of sites. As a matter of fact, the United States was the largest
at 49% of the total sites. Russia had 20%, Japan had 4.3% and South
Korea had 3.6%.

We recognize that when efforts are being made to stamp these
sites out, they will simply move on to other jurisdictions. This is a
long-term effort here that is going to have be waged by jurisdictions.
It just seems to me that we should be looking at best practices. We
should be looking at the Swedish situation.

I do not know whether anyone at committee dealt with that
particular issue. I would ask the member to deal with the issue of

two-year limits and also the question of whether or not any witnesses
were brought in who could give us some inside information about
how the system is working in Sweden and other countries, including
China.

Mr. Joe Comartin: Mr. Speaker, with regard to best practices
elsewhere, no witnesses were called on this bill in this regard
because we see this bill as one that transits us as a society into those
next steps, which hopefully will be coming. We have had some of
that evidence on previous bills.

With regard to the time limit, I have looked at some other
jurisdictions and no one else has placed this time limit on it. I really
could not understand the position. It was almost to the point of
asking the government to take it out and let the general time limits in
the code apply. I have had no sense from the government that it was
prepared to make any compromise and withdraw this section, or if
not withdraw it, then extend the period of time when prosecution
could be brought against the service providers if they breached the
legislation.

©(1030)

Mr. Jim Maloway: Mr. Speaker, back in June 2008 when I was in
the Manitoba legislature we dealt with whole issue of Cybertip.ca.

At that time it seemed to have been a good idea. We supported it.
think the history of Cybertip.ca has been rather positive. The
member is actually fairly knowledgeable in this area, so I would ask
him to give us an update on that.

It is interesting that we have gotten more answers out of this
member today than we have been able to get from any government
member on this issue throughout the entire debate. As a matter of
fact, we rarely see any government—

The Speaker: Order. The hon. member for Windsor—Tecumseh
has the floor for a very brief response.

Mr. Joe Comartin: Mr. Speaker, Cybertip.ca is an excellent
agency. It is very committed to the work its doing.

Again, as [ said in my speech, the director who was here and gave
evidence made it very clear that it could be doing a heck of a lot
more. There is public education it would like to do. That is why it
needs the additional resources.

The Speaker: Is the House ready for the question?
Some hon. members: Question.

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

Some hon. members: Agreed.

The Speaker: I declare the motion carried.
(Motion agreed to, bill read the third time and passed)

* % %

PROTECTING CHILDREN FROM SEXUAL PREDATORS
ACT
Hon. Bev Oda (for the Minister of Justice) moved that Bill
C-54, An Act to amend the Criminal Code (sexual offences against
children), be read the second time and referred to a committee.
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Mr. Bob Dechert (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
Justice, CPC): Mr. Speaker, I am very pleased to commence second
reading debate on Bill C-54, An Act to amend the Criminal Code
(sexual offences against children), also known as the protecting
children from sexual predators act.

Bill C-54 fulfills the 2010 Speech from the Throne commitment to
increase the penalties for child sexual offences. It builds on other
concrete measures already taken by this government to tackle violent
crime and in particular safeguard children against sexual offenders.

For example, the Tackling Violent Crime Act of 2008 raised the
age of consent to sexual activity from 14 to 16 years to better protect
Canadian youth against adult sexual predators. This same act also
provided all Canadians with better protection against dangerous
offenders by providing police, crown prosecutors and the courts
which much needed tools to more effectively manage the threat
posed by individuals at very high risk to reoffend sexually and
violently.

In addition to reflecting the government's unwavering commit-
ment to tackle violent crime, Bill C-54 addresses something that is
near and dear to the hearts of all Canadians, namely the protection of
our children against sexual predators.

There are many issues on which parliamentarians may disagree
but the protection of children against sexual exploitation should
never be one of them.

The proposals in Bill C-54 have two objectives: one, to ensure that
all forms of child sexual abuse irrespective of how they are charged
are always treated as serious offences for sentencing purposes; and
two, to prevent the commission of sexual offences against a child.

Currently an individual who commits sexual abuse and exploita-
tion of a child victim can be charged and prosecuted under either
child specific sexual offences or under general sexual offences that
apply equally to adult and child victims. In deciding how to proceed,
police and crown prosecutors take many factors into consideration,
including the facts and circumstances of the case and which offence
best applies to those facts and circumstances, including the intended
penalty for the possible offences.

The penalties that are imposed for child specific sexual offences
differ significantly from those imposed for the general sexual
offences in one key respect. Twelve of the child sexual offences
carry mandatory minimum penalties, whereas none of the general
offences impose any mandatory minimum penalties. No less
troubling, not all child specific sexual offences carry minimum
penalties.

Bill C-54 proposes to change this to ensure that mandatory
minimum penalties apply in all sexual assaults where the victim is a
child. Some may think that this discrepancy is relevant in practice,
perhaps thinking that the majority of child sexual assaults are
charged under the child specific offences and therefore are subject to
mandatory minimum penalties. Sadly, this is not the case.

In 2008, 80% of all sexual assaults of children reported to police
were charged under the general sexual assault offence in section 271
of the Criminal Code, sometimes referred to as a level one sexual
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assault; 19% were charged under one of the child specific or other
sexual offences, such as for example section 151, sexual
interference; and the remaining 1% were charged under the two
most serious general sexual assault offences, levels two and three
sexual assault, namely sexual assault with a weapon, threats to a
third party or causing bodily harm under section 272, and aggravated
sexual assault under section 273.

From a sentencing perspective, this means in 81% all sexual
assault cases involving child victims in 2008, there was no
mandatory minimum sentence.

I recognize there are some who will say that this does not matter
because irrespective of the starting point, the sentence ultimately
imposed must reflect the facts and circumstances of each case and
must always denounce and deter child sexual abuse.

In our view, that is simply not good enough. This government and
the majority of Canadians take the position that the deterrence and
denunciation of the sexual exploitation of children must be strong
and it must be consistently reflected in the sentences imposed in all
of these cases. This means that the starting point for any sentence
calculation must be a sentence of imprisonment and not a conditional
sentence of imprisonment or house arrest as it is sometimes called.

This is the first thing that Bill C-54 proposes to do to ensure
consistency. It proposes to impose a mandatory minimum penalty in
all sexual offences where the victim is a child. Bill C-54 proposes to
add mandatory minimum penalties to seven offences that do not
currently impose mandatory minimum penalties.

©(1035)

I apologize to those who are listening, but the content is not the
type of thing that anyone really wants to talk about. These offences
are: section 155, incest; subsection 160(3), bestiality in the presence
of or by a child; section 172.1, Internet luring of a child; section 173
(2), exposure to a person under 16 years; section 271, sexual assault
where the victim is under 16 years of age; section 272, sexual assault
with a weapon, threats or causing bodily harm where the victim is
under 16 years of age; and section 273, aggravated sexual assault
where the victim is under 16 years of age. It is unfortunate that we
even have to contemplate these things.

The second thing that Bill C-54 sentencing reforms would do is
ensure that the mandatory minimum penalties, MMPs, imposed are
commensurate for each offence and consistent with other offences.



6786

COMMONS DEBATES

December 3, 2010

Government Orders

Take for example the child-specific offence of invitation to sexual
touching in section 152 of the Criminal Code. It is a hybrid or dual
procedure offence. When proceeded with summarily, the offence
carries an MMP of 14 days and a maximum of 18 months. On
indictment it carries an MMP of 45 days and a maximum of 10
years. Clearly, these MMPs do not adequately reflect the correct
starting point for calculating the sentence for that offence.

The MMPs for sexual touching are also inconsistent with those
provided in other offences, such as making child pornography in
section 163.1(2), which carries an MMP of 90 days and a maximum
of 18 months on summary conviction, and an MMP of one year and
a maximum of 10 years on indictment.

Accordingly, Bill C-54 would impose higher MMPs for seven
existing child-specific sexual offences: section 151, sexual inter-
ference; section 152, invitation to sexual touching; section 153,
sexual exploitation; subsection 163.1(4), possession of child
pornography; subsection 163.1(4.1), accessing child pornography;
paragraph 170(b), parent or guardian procuring unlawful sexual
activity with a child under 16 or 17 years; and paragraph 171(b),
householder permitting unlawful sexual activity with a child age 16
or 17 years.

As an example, for the offence of sexual interference in section
151, where the maximum penalty on indictment is 10 years, the
proposed MMP would be increased from 45 days to one year of
imprisonment. For the offence of possessing child pornography
under subsection 163.1(4) where the maximum penalty on
indictment is five years, the proposed MMP would be increased
from 45 days to six months' imprisonment. On summary conviction
for the same offences and for which the maximum penalty is 18
months' imprisonment, the proposed MMP would be increased from
14 to 90 days.

Bill C-54 also seeks to prevent the commission of a sexual assault
against a child. It does so through two types of reforms: through the
creation of two new offences and by requiring courts to consider
imposing conditions prohibiting convicted or suspected child sex
offenders from engaging in conduct that may facilitate their
offending.

Many child sex offenders engage in practices that will facilitate
their offending. For example, they may seek out occupations or
recreational activities that put them in close contact with children.
They may befriend children who they perceive to be in need of
friendship or even financial help and then exploit that friendship by
engaging in unlawful sexual activity with the child. They may
provide the child with aids, such as sexually explicit materials to
lower their sexual inhibitions, or they may make arrangements with
another person that will result in the commission of a sexual offence
against a child.

Bill C-54 proposes to better address this preparatory conduct by
creating two new offences. The first offence would prohibit a person
from making sexually explicit material available to a young person
for the purpose of facilitating the commission of a sexual or
abduction offence against the young person. Child sex offenders
often give such material to their victims to lower their sexual
inhibitions and/or to show them the conduct they want the child

victim to engage in, or to make the child believe that other children
do this too.

It is already an offence to provide such material for any purpose
where it constitutes child pornography. Bill C-54 would make it an
offence to provide other sexually explicit material to a young person
for this purpose. The offence would apply to transmitting, making
available, distributing or selling such material to a young person for
this purpose and would apply whether it is provided directly in a
face-to-face encounter or over the Internet.

©(1040)

Bill C-54 proposes a clear definition of “sexually explicit
material”, a definition that is consistent with its use and interpreta-
tion in the child pornography section 163.1 of the code, and
voyeurism section 162 offences. The proposed new offence would
clearly only apply when the material is provided for the purpose of
facilitating the commission of an enumerated sexual or abduction
offence against that child.

This “for the purpose” criteria is used in the existing Internet
luring of a child offence in section 172.1, and was recently
interpreted by the Supreme Court of Canada, in the R. v. Legare
decision of 2009 as applying to preparatory conduct that helps to
bring about, or make it easier or more probable for the young person
to participate in the prohibited conduct. The proposed new offence
would be subject to mandatory minimum penalties and a maximum
penalty of six months' imprisonment on summary conviction, and
two years' imprisonment on indictment.

The second new offence proposed by Bill C-54 would prohibit
using telecommunications, such as the Internet, to agree or make
arrangements with another person to commit one of the enumerated
sexual or abduction offences against a child. This offence was
previously included in Bill C-46, the investigative powers for the
21st century bill, that the Minister of Justice had introduced in the
previous session of Parliament and that died on the order paper on
prorogation.

In addition to the new MMP and a more accurate marginal note or
title for this proposed offence, it has also been modified from the
former Bill C-46 version to ensure consistency with the other new
offence being proposed by Bill C-54, and with the existing luring a
child offence of section 172.1, all of which follow a similar
approach.

For example, the listing of offences in each of these three offences
will now all be consistent. Similarly, all three offences would be
added to the child sex tourism provision in subsection 7(4.1), which
would provide extraterritorial jurisdiction for a Canadian prosecution
of a Canadian citizen or permanent resident who engages in one of
the enumerated child sexual offences while abroad.

Coordinating amendments with Bill S-2, the protecting victims
from sex offenders bill, are also proposed to ensure consistent
treatment of these offences for the purposes of the Sex Offender
Information Registration Act, and DNA provisions in the Criminal
Code.
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This proposed new offence would fill a gap in our existing law.
Currently the existing prohibition against the Internet luring of a
child, in section 172.1, applies to communications between the
offender and the child. This new offence would apply to
communications between, for example, two adults who arrange or
make an agreement that would in essence result in the sexual assault
of a child. The new offence would better address this preparatory
conduct and help to prevent the commission of the actual sexual
assault against a child.

Bill C-54 also seeks to prevent convicted or suspected child sex
offenders from having the opportunity to facilitate their offending.
Finding access to a child or the opportunity to be alone with a child
is a key for many child sex offenders. An increasing number of child
sex offenders also use the Internet and other new technologies to
facilitate the grooming of victims or to commit other child sex
offences.

Currently, section 161 of the Criminal Code requires a sentencing
court, at the time of sentencing a person convicted of committing one
of the enumerated child sexual or abduction offences, to consider
imposing a prohibition against the offender from frequenting places
where children can reasonably be expected to be found, such as a
playground or schoolyard, or from seeking or holding paid or
volunteer positions of trust or authority over children, or from using
a computer system for the purposes of communicating with a young
person.

Section 810.1 of the code provides a comparable direction vis-a-
vis conditions that could be imposed as part of a recognizance or
peace bond against a person who is reasonably believed to be at risk
of committing one of the enumerated child sex or abduction
offences.

Bill C-54 proposes to expand the list of enumerated child sex
offences to include four procuring offences. It would also broaden
the list of prohibitions by directing a court to consider prohibiting the
person from having any unsupervised access to a child under the age
of 16 years, or from having any unsupervised use of the Internet. The
objective of these conditions is to prevent the suspected or convicted
child sex offender from being provided with the opportunity to
sexually offend against a child or to use the Internet to facilitate such
offending.

In summary, Bill C-54 builds upon numerous past and current
legislative reforms and initiatives to better protect all children against
sexual abuse and exploitation.

® (1045)

It proposes sentencing reforms to ensure that all sexual assaults
against a child victim are equally and strongly denounced and
deterred through consistent and coherent mandatory minimum
sentences. It also proposes reforms to prevent the commission of
sexual assault against children.

I hope that all hon. members will support the expeditious
enactment of these reforms to provide children with the protection
they need and deserve.

Mr. Joe Comartin (Windsor—Tecumseh, NDP): Mr. Speaker, |

have one major concern with the bill, and that is the provision of the
sexually explicit material. I understand the Supreme Court of Canada

Government Orders

made reference to this. It is common knowledge, and anybody,
whether psychiatrist, psychologist, or social worker, who has worked
on cases involving child sexual abuse is well aware of the technique
that pedophiles use to engage younger children as well as teenagers
by using sexually explicit material.

I have a question for the parliamentary secretary and my colleague
on the justice committee. I am concerned by the way the bill has
been drafted. I am asking if the justice department in particular has
analysed it from this perspective: whether, by the way this section
has been drafted, it will be seen by the courts as a way of getting
around the definition of child pornography as it exists in this country
now and as the courts have found in a repeated number of cases. Is it
a technique to get around the definition so that if this material that is
shown to a young person does not amount to child pornography, will
the courts say that it does not fit into the definition of child
pornography, it is way beyond the scope of child pornography, and
strike the charges down because of that, under the charter, because it
would be a charter argument?

I am just asking if the department has looked at it from that
perspective. I hope I have made my question clear enough. I rambled
a bit there.

©(1050)

Mr. Bob Dechert: Mr. Speaker, I thank the hon. member for his
question and the statement he made earlier today on Bill C-22 that all
hon. members agree and have an interest in making our laws more
restrictive to ensure that no child is ever sexually abused in Canada.

With respect to his specific question, I can assure him that the
department did look at the way the definitions of child pornography
mesh with the provisions of material to a child for the purposes of
grooming the child for sexual abuse. It is the view of the government
and the department that both will withstand any charter challenge.

Mr. Chris Warkentin (Peace River, CPC): Mr. Speaker, I
appreciate the opportunity to ask a question on the bill. As a father of
two young girls, there is no bill we are currently looking at that has
more for parents like me to be concerned about than the safety of our
own children, so the bill goes a long way to address some of the
concerns that we have.

I am wondering if the parliamentary secretary would address a
point. My understand is that house arrest would no longer be one of
the provisions that would be allowed for those people who have been
convicted of some of these horrific crimes. I am wondering if he
could express to me an assurance that the bill does address the fact
that these people who have been convicted of these horrific crimes
will not be let back into the communities, many times the same
communities in which they committed their crimes.

Mr. Bob Dechert: Mr. Speaker, I thank the hon. member for his
question, for his concern and the good work he does to protect
children in all of the matters he does, working on behalf of his
constituents. I can assure him that the provisions of Bill C-54 will
remove the possibility of a conditional sentence for a child sexual
offender, and will replace it with a series of mandatory minimum
penalties ranging from six months to 18 months of incarceration.
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Mr. Jim Maloway (Elmwood—Transcona, NDP): Mr. Speaker,
while I certainly support the intent of this bill, I wonder whether we
will see a move on the part of some of these people to engage in sex
tourism in other countries. We have had that problem for many
years, and the countries change over the years. Thailand was a big
source for this activity and I am sure there are other countries.

Does the government have any plans, or is it making any effort, to
make certain that we are enforcing our own sex tourism laws? What
efforts are being made to deal with other countries to toughen up
their laws?

If all we do is export the problem somewhere else, we are not
really getting ahead on a worldwide basis.

Mr. Bob Dechert: Mr. Speaker, I can assure the hon. member that
the Prime Minister and the Minister of Justice very frequently bring
these issues up at international conferences, as do our ambassadors
and foreign affairs officials around the world. They continually make
the case that other jurisdictions must pass the same kinds of
legislation that we have here in Canada against child sexual offences
and they must enforce them.

In that regard, as the member will know because I know he
listened intently to my speech, I said earlier today that Bill C-54
includes a provision, which will be in subsection 7(4.1) of the
Criminal Code, that will provide extraterritorial jurisdiction for
Canadian prosecution of a Canadian citizen or permanent resident
who engages in one of the enumerated child sexual offences while
abroad.

©(1055)

Mr. Jim Maloway: Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the member
whether the government has any plans for a criminal injuries
compensation fund similar to the fund we have in Manitoba that was
set up under the NDP government of Ed Schreyer in 1969 or 1970.

There is a lot of damage caused to people on a long-term basis.
Does the government have any way for these victims of crime to
receive compensation? Are there any plans afoot to have a federal
victims' compensation fund or provisions like that?

Mr. Bob Dechert: Mr. Speaker, the hon. member will know that
this government has recently appointed a new victims' ombudsman,
Ms. Susan O'Sullivan, who is a lifelong career police officer. She has
an incredible amount of experience in law enforcement and brings all
of that experience to bear in advocating on behalf of victims to make
sure that victims' interests are taken care of by our justice system.

The member will also know that our government has spent more
than any other government on victims' services. As well, it has
increased the victims' services budget this year.

We encourage all police officers, current prosecutors and law
enforcement officials to bring these services to the attention of all
victims. Of course, victims are the number one priority of this
government.

Mr. Jim Maloway: Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that the criminal
injuries compensation fund idea that was started in Manitoba some
40 years ago is something that his government should look at. It has
certainly fulfilled a very valuable function in my home province.

If the government is as concerned as it says it is, and we believe it
is, with the plight of victims in society, then it should not only talk
about it, but actually do something about it. Certainly the experience
with the previous holder of the office was that he was not happy with
the lack of commitment to victims.

Mr. Bob Dechert: Mr. Speaker, I can assure the hon. member that
the government is in close consultation with the victims' ombudsman
to enhance all services to victims. We will take his suggestions and
consider them in all seriousness.

The Speaker: That concludes the time for debate at this stage. |
am going to move now to statements by members since it is almost
11 o'clock.

STATEMENTS BY MEMBERS
[English]

GOW'S HOME HARDWARE

Mr. Gerald Keddy (South Shore—St. Margaret's, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, I rise in the House today to recognize the achievement of
Peter Gow and Gow's Home Hardware in my riding of South Shore
—St. Margaret's.

Gow's Home Hardware serves Bridgewater and the surrounding
community and has a long history that can be traced back to a
hardware store originally started by Robert Dawson in 1848.

For the second time, Gow's Home Hardware has been given the
singular honour of being recognized as the country's most
outstanding hardware store.

Peter Gow, the third-generation owner of Gow's Home Hardware,
was awarded Hardware Merchandising magazine's Store of the Year
Award.

Gow's Home Hardware is active in its community and always
there to assist and co-operate. Congratulations to Peter Gow and his
team at Gow's Home Hardware. His hard work, service and
accomplishments are recognized by his community and his peers.

* % %

INTERNATIONAL DAY OF PERSONS WITH DISABILITIES

Hon. Maria Minna (Beaches—East York, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
each year on December 3, we celebrate the International Day of
Persons with Disabilities.

The International Day of Persons with Disabilities aims to
promote a better understanding of disability issues with a focus on
equal enjoyment of human rights, as well as ensuring integration into
all aspects of political, social, economic and cultural life.

The recent report by the HRSDC committee on the federal
contribution to reducing poverty contains excellent recommenda-
tions to improve the lives of those living with disabilities, and I
encourage the government to implement those recommendations.
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The Liberal Party is a proud supporter of the UN Convention on
the Rights of Persons with Disabilities. We believe that together we
can help the 650 million people worldwide and the 4.4 million
people in Canada living with disabilities today enjoy their full
human rights.

®(1100)

[Translation]

JEAN-LEON DESMEULES

Mr. Robert Bouchard (Chicoutimi—Le Fjord, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, today I would like to highlight the hard work of a
volunteer who has never hesitated to get involved in a good cause. I
want to speak about Jean-Léon Desmeules, who agreed to help
create the Fondation de I'Hopital de La Baie in 1987. He became the
founding president in 1988 and held that position until 2009.

Mr. Desmeules has spent countless hours working tirelessly to
recruit volunteers, structure the foundation and organize fundraising
activities to get the hospital much-needed equipment. Mr. Desmeules
has made a huge impact on the La Baie and Lower Saguenay region.

In his view, this foundation represents the understanding,
commitment and generosity of each administrator, donor, collabora-
tor, volunteer, association and social club that is involved in helping
to develop and improve the Centre de santé et de services sociaux
Cléophas-Claveau.

E
[English]

SPARKY'S TOY DRIVE

Mr. Joe Comartin (Windsor—Tecumseh, NDP): Mr. Speaker, [
rise today to recognize the significant contributions the Windsor
firefighters and the Salvation Army make in creating a more joyful
Christmas for children in our community.

Through the annual Sparky's Toy Drive, Windsor firefighters
gather over 35,000 toys for more than 3,600 children. Those toys are
then distributed by the Salvation Army to families in need across the
Windsor-Essex region.

Many of the toys that are given are purchased through the
Windsor firefighters benefit fund. The annual kickoff dinner is one
of the biggest fundraising events for the toy drive, but money is also
raised through the Santa Claus parade, Spitfires hockey games, and
the generous support of our community. However, as the price of
gifts continues to rise, so does the need for continued and increased
financial support.

The 2010 toy drive will soon come to an end, but the charitable
work of the Windsor firefighters and the Salvation Army will
continue throughout the year. Their compassionate efforts will help
make Christmas a more memorable and joyful occasion for all
children in our community.

* % %

CLIMATE CHANGE

Hon. Michael Chong (Wellington—Halton Hills, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, the manufactured controversy known as “Climategate” has

Statements by Members

now been debunked by five reviews, including Britain's Royal
Society and the U.S. National Academy of Sciences. All concluded
that scientists had not, as critics alleged, distorted scientific evidence
about global warming.

A major assessment earlier this year from the U.S. National
Academy of Sciences confirmed the relationship between climate
change and human activities. It also warned of growing risks from
rising sea levels, drought and disease that can only be addressed by
quick action to reduce emissions.

That is why I encourage our government to accelerate its efforts
through the clean energy dialogue with the United States and at the
climate change talks in Cancun, Mexico.

As with the acid rain treaty of the 1980s, Canada can lead the
United States and negotiate a Canada-U.S. climate change treaty that
would allow us, as North Americans, to combat climate change and
increase the likelihood of an international deal before the Kyoto
protocol expires in 2012.

We need to act quickly and we need to act now.

ATLANTIC BEEF PRODUCTS

Hon. Wayne Easter (Malpeque, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I rise in the
House to congratulate the Atlantic Beef Products plant in Albany, P.
E.L for its recent culinary achievements.

Atlantic Beef Products processes beef from the Maritimes and it
does so with “from the farm to the plate” in mind. Its product is
getting rave reviews.

As headlined in the local press, “Like a fine wine allowed to age, a
group of national food experts has declared P.E.I. beef as some of the
finest in North America”.

The National Post meat lessons expert Sam Gundy and his team
from Olliffe visited farms, toured the plant and sampled the
excellence of P.E.I. beef. Emphasizing the P.E.I. production method,
Mr. Gundy's article stated, “All of this serves to explain why the beef
tastes differently and, why we think better. With its greater age
before kill and unique diet, to us the beef has a more beefy taste—
resembling what beef used to taste like”.

Congratulations to Atlantic Beef Plant and P.E.I. producers for
their superior product.
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ELECTIONS IN COTE D'IVOIRE

Mr. Deepak Obhrai (Calgary East, CPC): Mr. Speaker, our
government strongly condemns the violence which occurred during
the elections in Cote d'Ivoire. On behalf of the Government of
Canada, we call on both parties to respect the decision of the people
of Cote d'Ivoire. Canada remains committed to ensuring a
transparent electoral process.

Yesterday the Independent Electoral Commission announced that
Alassane Ouattara had won the presidential election. Since then, the
military has sealed all air, land and sea borders into Cote d'Ivoire and
blocked international media broadcasts. These are very troubling
developments.

Any dispute with the announced result must be dealt with in a
legal and peaceful manner. Our government repeats its call for all
stakeholders to remain calm and respect the democratic will of the
citizens of Cote d'Ivoire.

[Translation]

LES TOURNESOLS VOCAL ENSEMBLE

Mr. Jean Dorion (Longueuil—Pierre-Boucher, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, the Les Tournesols vocal ensemble from Boucherville is
celebrating its 20th anniversary. Its members span the generations,
ranging in age from 20 to 75. This group is made up of some 70
singers who share their talents to the delight of their audience.

This choir has become a real musical institution in the
Boucherville community. Organizations like the Les Tournesols
vocal ensemble have helped make Boucherville a cultural city, and I
am very proud of that.

I am looking forward to attending their next show, entitled Noél a
travers nos 20 ans, in which they will revisit well-known Christmas
songs in different languages from various countries. I wish Les
Tournesols a happy 20th anniversary and many more to come.

% % %
[English]

EGYPT

Mr. Pierre Poilievre (Nepean—Carleton, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
the Government of Canada strongly condemns recent violence in
Egypt targeted at the Coptic Christian minority. Media reports note
that the clashes erupted last week between police and hundreds of
people protesting after authorities halted the construction of a church
in Cairo. It was also reported that several people died and many
more were injured.

We also condemn the attacks of the Nag Hammadi, which singled
out Christians for persecution in that country.

We impress upon the government of Egypt to take a strong
leadership role in protecting all religious freedom and religious
tolerance within its borders. Canada is a strong supporter of religious
freedom for believers of all faiths.

We encourage the House and the Egyptian government to respect
the rights of the Coptic Christians, who have an ancient history in
that country and we hope a bright future of freedom and security.

* % %

VOLUNTEERISM

Mrs. Lise Zarac (LaSalle—Emard, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honour the men and women who voluntarily contribute to
society at local, national and international levels.

Established in 1985 by the United Nations, International Volunteer
Day is celebrated every December 5 as a way of highlighting the true
contributions of volunteers in our society and to also thank the
countless volunteers who donate their time and energy.

As advocates, activists, board members, mentors, coaches,
disaster relief workers and firefighters, to name a few, Canada's
12.5 million volunteers help their communities grow.

On behalf of the Liberal Party of Canada, I would like to thank
volunteers across the country for their commitment to public service.
I encourage Canadians to get involved in their community.

% % %
[Translation]

VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN

Mr. Steven Blaney (Lévis—Bellechasse, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
this week, many of my colleagues have talked about the key role that
men play in working to end violence against women.

This morning, I would like to talk about a project funded by Status
of Women Canada in Quebec, the Regroupement provincial des
maisons d'hébergement et de transition pour femmes victimes de
violence conjugale, a network of shelters and transition houses for
women who are victims of domestic violence.

This project will involve 900 girls and 900 boys in high school. A
series of workshops for students and anyone who plays a role in
schools will build their capacity to recognize abusive relationships
and report them, and improve their ability to react appropriately.

And it will not stop there. Committees will be convened to
promote the initiative in schools and encourage young people to
speak out against violence and be leaders among their peers.

This initiative is another example of how women, men, girls and
boys can work together to end violence against women.

% % %
®(1110)
[English]

HARMONIZED SALES TAX

Mr. Paul Dewar (Ottawa Centre, NDP): Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to support the call by the Ottawa-Carleton District School
Board for tax fairness.
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In a letter to the Minister of Finance, our school trustees are
calling for a full rebate of the HST payable by school boards. As
members know, the HST has increased the costs in Ontario. Money
that should be going to our students' education is being clawed back
through the HST. Our school board in Ottawa estimates that a full
rebate of the HST will mean $2.3 million in savings. That is a 25%
increase in the funds available for upgrading our schools. It means
new textbooks, new educational assistants and new learning staff for
students. It means new ESL teachers and multi-cultural liaison
officers to support Ottawa's growing new-Canadian population.

This is a simple solution to ensure we leave more money in the
hands of our school boards to address our students' educational
needs. I urge the government to listen to this school board's plea for
immediate action.

* % %

INTERNATIONAL DAY OF PERSONS WITH DISABILITIES

Mr. Maurice Vellacott (Saskatoon—Wanuskewin, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, I am pleased to rise today to mark the International Day of
Persons with Disabilities. No government has done more for
Canadians with disabilities than our Conservative government.

We introduced the historic registered disability savings plan to
help parents and others save for the long-term financial security of a
child. Having a child with those concerns and needs, we personally,
as a couple, have benefited from that. As a government, we also
created the enabling accessibility fund, which is making buildings in
communities across the country more accessible. We ratified the UN
Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities.

Just listen to what Al Etmanski from the PLAN Institute had to
say. He said, “I believe [this] Government is hands down the most
effective Federal champion people with disabilities and their families
have ever had.”

Our government's initiatives are making a positive difference and
we will continue to support the full participation of Canadians with
disabilities.

[Translation]

INFRASTRUCTURE PROGRAM

Ms. Diane Bourgeois (Terrebonne—Blainville, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, yesterday, the Bloc Québécois's insistence finally paid
off. The government changed its mind, finally saw reason and
announced that it would extend the infrastructure program.

Municipalities will have until October 31, 2011, an extra seven
months, to complete projects undertaken as part of the program.
Quebec's municipal affairs department and the Fédération des
municipalités du Québec estimated that nearly a third of the projects
would likely not be completed. The Bloc Québécois's victory
represents $220 million for Quebec. Let us not forget that the
National Assembly unanimously adopted a motion urging the federal
government to see reason on this matter.

This is another concrete example of how the Bloc Québécois is
useful and relevant in the House of Commons. We take a stand and
get things done for Quebec.

Oral Questions

[English]
FOREST FIRE IN NORTHERN ISRAEL

Hon. Bob Rae (Toronto Centre, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the forest
fire in northern Israel has cost dozens of lives and come close to the
city of Haifa and many of its people and institutions, including Haifa
university which has just been evacuated. Canada and Canadians
will respond to this tragedy. Israel's request for assistance in fighting
this fire needs a speedy and firm “yes” from federal and provincial
governments, including sending fire retardant agents and water
bombers.

Our own country knows only too well the devastating impact such
fires can have. We can all imagine the impact on a much smaller
country and its people. This transcends politics and parties. It is
about people helping people and doing so as quickly and effectively
as we can.

[Translation]

THE ECONOMY

Mr. Jacques Gourde (Lotbinicre—Chutes-de-la-Chaudiére,
CPC): Mr. Speaker, this morning Statistics Canada reported that
15,200 jobs were created in November and unemployment dropped
to 7.6%. November's job growth once again shows that Canada's
economic action plan is creating jobs and keeping our economic
recovery on track.

The Canadian economy has experienced growth in the last five
quarters. Since July of last year, more than 441,000 jobs have been
created in Canada. But the global economic recovery remains fragile.
And so, jobs and the economy are still our top priority as we
implement our action plan for job creation while keeping taxes low.

While Canada's economic action plan continues to produce results
for Canadians, the Liberal-NDP-Bloc coalition is planning to
increase job creators' taxes, which would put the brakes on our
recovery and kill nearly 400,000 jobs.

ORAL QUESTIONS
e (1115
[English]
PENSIONS

Hon. Ralph Goodale (Wascana, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, yesterday,
the unelected, unaccountable, Conservative-dominated Senate killed
the long-term disability pensions, and again the government laughs,
of more than 400 Nortel employees. These people are suffering from
Parkinson's Disease and similar disabilities. Without their pensions,
they will be destitute just 28 days from today.
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At a time when Conservatives have a lot of money for jets and
jails, corporate tax giveaways and bloated ministerial offices, why
can the government not help 408 innocent, hard-working but now
disabled Canadians?

Hon. John Baird (Leader of the Government in the House of
Commons and Minister of the Environment, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
if the Liberal Party would like to reform the Senate, I would
encourage it to get behind this government's agenda.

We have legislation before Parliament with respect to elections of
senators and with respect to the term limits going from 45 years to 8
years. We think that is incredibly important.

However, the issue involving Nortel pensioners and LTD
recipients is obviously a very serious one. Regrettably, the reality
is we cannot legally and constitutionally make laws that apply
retroactively. I think the member opposite knows that.

Hon. Ralph Goodale (Wascana, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the minister
is plainly wrong.

Since coming to office, the Conservatives have wasted a billion
dollars in extra spending on partisan advertising, outside consultants
and other excesses. The Prime Minister's personal political expenses
are up by more than 30% in just the last two years. The political
spending of the Minister of Justice is up by nearly 20%. The
Minister of Transport, is up 100%. The chief government whip is up
235%. Yet disgraceful Conservative senators are hacking the
pensions of the long-term disabled.

How can the Conservatives look themselves in the mirror?

Hon. John Baird (Leader of the Government in the House of
Commons and Minister of the Environment, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
let us be very clear. If we want to look at the basket of political
expenses by this government, let us look at the expenses in the
offices of the ministers. The use of government aircraft, particularly
the use of Challenger aircraft, travel and other associated expenses,
hospitality and polling expenses are dramatically reduced under this
government. The member opposite, I suspect, knows that.

We are following the issue incredibly closely with respect to the
situation involving Nortel LTD recipients. The reality is we cannot
make laws retroactive. If the member opposite believed in this, he
had 13 years to change the Bankruptcy Act and failed to do so.

Hon. Ralph Goodale (Wascana, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, it is not just
the disabled at Nortel. Two-thirds of Canadians do not have decent
retirement savings at all. Under the current government, poverty for
senior citizens has jumped 25%. Family household debt has
skyrocketed. It is 50% higher than disposable incomes. The well-
being of children is dropping.

Why does the government lavish $6 million in personal benefits
on one Conservative senator, Senator Brazeau and his used Porsche,
when it has nothing for pensions, family caregivers or better access
to education?

Hon. John Baird (Leader of the Government in the House of
Commons and Minister of the Environment, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
the Liberal Party has made great noises about wanting to raise the
decorum in the House and talk about issues that are relevant to
Canadians.

For the member for Wascana, talking about what kind of
automobile a parliamentarian drives is not really—

The Speaker: The hon. member for Honoré-Mercier.

% ok %
[Translation]

GOVERNMENT SPENDING

Mr. Pablo Rodriguez (Honoré-Mercier, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, on
one hand, the Conservatives are telling us that times are tough and
that we need to tighten our belts. On the other hand, they are getting
carried away and spending without restraint. Imagine, $1.3 million
for taxis, and that does not include limousines. It is not their pocket
money, it is Canadians' money.

I think I understand what the Conservatives are saying to
Canadians. It is quite simple: Do as I say, not as I do. Is that it?

[English]

Mr. Andrew Saxton (Parliamentary Secretary to the President
of the Treasury Board, CPC): Mr. Speaker, our Federal
Accountability Act is the blueprint for more accountable, open and
ethical government. It represents this government's contract with
Canadians to clean up government and ensure that the disastrous
financial scandals of the Liberal years are never repeated.

As a government, our focus is always on accountability and
ensuring value for money. Taxi vouchers are only used for official
government business.

®(1120)

[Translation]

SENIORS

Mr. Pablo Rodriguez (Honoré-Mercier, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
what the Conservatives are doing is disgusting. They are shamelessly
wasting our money. Meanwhile, the poverty rate among seniors has
increased by 25%. Has that become a priority for them? No, not at
all. Worse still, they are changing the rules to make it even harder to
access the guaranteed income supplement. This will force even more
seniors into poverty.

I know they are very busy gallivanting around in taxis, eating
canapés, building prisons and buying airplanes, but when they have
finished all of that, will they finally find some time to look after our
seniors?

[English]

Mr. Ed Komarnicki (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister
of Human Resources and Skills Development and to the Minister
of Labour, CPC): Mr. Speaker, we are certainly concerned with
seniors and we have therefore taken a number of actions to be sure
they have extra income in their pockets.

We have taken action specifically with respect to the guaranteed
income supplement to be sure that they are entitled to receive that.
We have increased the guaranteed income supplement twice.
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We would ask the member and the Liberal Party to get behind us
when we are taking initiatives that are helping our seniors in this
difficult time.

E
[Translation]

THE ENVIRONMENT

Mr. Pierre Paquette (Joliette, BQ): Mr. Speaker, according to a
study released in conjunction with the Cancun conference, the past
decade was the warmest since 1850. One of the greatest temperature
increases was recorded right here in Canada, where 2010 is expected
to be the warmest year in history. Global warming is having a
devastating effect not only on the environment, of course, but also on
public health, food security and economic development.

Given this disturbing reality—to say the least—how can the
Conservative government still refuse to implement a binding plan to
reduce greenhouse gas emissions?

Hon. Lawrence Cannon (Minister of Foreign Affairs, CPC):
Mr. Speaker, I thought my hon. colleague, being so concerned about
the economy, was going to talk to us about the 441,000 new jobs
created in Canada since our economic action plan was introduced.

I would simply remind the member that Canada is a signatory to
the Copenhagen accord. We are working very hard with the 148
countries that have committed to reducing greenhouse gas emissions.

Mr. Pierre Paquette (Joliette, BQ): Mr. Speaker, many more
jobs would be created in Quebec by reducing our dependency on oil
than with the measures that have been put in place. The Conservative
government, as clearly demonstrated by the minister, looks for every
excuse to justify its lack of action on climate change. Sometimes it is
the Americans who are the problem, sometimes the Chinese. There
is always something.

Instead of playing hide and seek, what is the government waiting
for to listen to Quebec, environmental groups and business people
who all want a coherent greenhouse gas reduction plan in order to
look to the future?

Hon. Lawrence Cannon (Minister of Foreign Affairs, CPC):
Mr. Speaker, our government has committed to reducing our
greenhouse gas emissions by 17% compared to 2005 levels by
2020. These are firm commitments and not empty promises. These
are very firm commitments that the government has promised to
honour. And we are convinced that we can reach this target.

Mr. Mario Laframboise (Argenteuil—Papineau—Mirabel,
BQ): Mr. Speaker, recently, the Canadian Council of Chief
Executives was urging the Conservative government to stop
following in the wake of the United States and to develop a
consistent policy to address climate change. These 150 business
leaders want to move forward on environmental and energy
innovation.

Now that the Cancun conference is under way, why does the
government not make amends and table a coherent plan to fight
global warming? What is the government waiting for?

Hon. John Baird (Leader of the Government in the House of
Commons and Minister of the Environment, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
we have a plan to reduce greenhouse gases. In Cancun, we will work
with the other countries to encourage the world's major economies to
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participate in reducing greenhouse gases. We have already
established regulations on automobile emissions and we want to
do the same for emissions from trains, planes and ships. We will
continue to work with the other countries to this end. We agreed to
reduce our greenhouse gases by 17%, which is exactly the same
objective as that set by President Barack Obama.

Mr. Mario Laframboise (Argenteuil—Papineau—Mirabel,
BQ): Mr. Speaker, here is a concrete example of how the economy
and the environment go hand in hand: Enerkem is producing a new
type of ethanol using old utility poles. The company claims that its
growth is constrained by the lack of federal regulations promoting
clean energy and reduction of greenhouse gas emissions. According
to the company's vice-president, the government's inaction will
detract from Canada's ability to compete, particularly with the
United States.

Do the Conservatives understand that entire sectors of Quebec's
economy are suffering because they sided with the oil companies?

®(1125)

Hon. John Baird (Leader of the Government in the House of
Commons and Minister of the Environment, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
it is our government that created the regulations to add biofuels to
gasoline, which was something very important.

[English]

We are world leaders. We have put biofuel regulations in place
and that is leading to a huge amount of economic development and
growth. We know that the environment can be a huge enabler of a
growing economy.

We are very pleased today that there were 15,000 net new jobs
created in this country. That is more than one more step forward. We
remain focused on jobs and the economy.

* % %

AFGHANISTAN

Mr. Joe Comartin (Windsor—Tecumseh, NDP): Mr. Speaker,
Ambassador Crosbie's comments about the situation in Afghanistan
stand in stark contrast to the rosy views of the Conservatives. He
referred to mass corruption, election fraud, narcotics trafficking and
a system of patronage that should make even the Conservatives
blush. On the Afghan election our ambassador said, “We can't be
seen to collude with it”.

Does the Minister of Foreign Affairs still stand by his
endorsement of that election which his own ambassador said was
rigged?

Hon. Lawrence Cannon (Minister of Foreign Affairs, CPC):
Mr. Speaker, the primary responsibility obviously of Canada's
ambassadors and high commissioners is to represent Canada.
Ambassador Crosbie does not represent the Government of
Afghanistan. He represents the Government of Canada. Our
government has been, and will continue to be, outspoken about
certain of our concerns related to governance in Afghanistan.
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[Translation]

Mr. Joe Comartin (Windsor—Tecumseh, NDP): Mr. Speaker,
Canada's Ambassador to Afghanistan has been quoted as saying:

“The international community must stand up for the silent
majority or be blamed for letting Karzai and his family establish
across the country the system of patronage and control that exists in
Kandahar.”

Are the Conservatives going to continue to help the Karzai family
get rich on the backs of the people of Afghanistan?

Hon. Lawrence Cannon (Minister of Foreign Affairs, CPC):
Mr. Speaker, I will repeat what I said a few moments ago. The
responsibility of our ambassadors and our high commissioners
around the world is to represent Canada's interests abroad. They are
not ambassadors of one country or another, they are ambassadors
who represent our interests.

With respect to the comments that have been made, I will just say
that our government continues to be outspoken about a number of
our concerns and will continue to do so, especially when it comes to
Afghanistan.

[English]

Mr. Paul Dewar (Ottawa Centre, NDP): Mr. Speaker, those are
empty words coming from the government. It has to back the
assessment of the ambassador. It is not doing that. The ambassador
described Mr. Karzai's chief of staff as a “corrupt, Iranian-backed
éminence grise whose influence appears to increase daily”. This is a
man who has been accepting bags of money from the Iranians at a
time when Afghans desperately need help.

Why are the Conservatives cutting back on the kind of assistance
that Afghanistan would be able to use to counter corruption?

Hon. Lawrence Cannon (Minister of Foreign Affairs, CPC):
Mr. Speaker, the hon. colleague who sits on the committee that
reviews the quarterly reports will know full well that among the six
objectives and priorities we have, one indeed is to take care of
institution building. Obviously the member did not read that report
and he does not know what we are doing in Afghanistan. He might
start reading the report.

* % %

CENSUS

Hon. Carolyn Bennett (St. Paul's, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, a year ago
a briefing note was prepared for Industry Canada detailing the
concerns of numerous federal departments. Replacing the mandatory
long form census with a voluntary survey would significantly
compromise their ability to develop and evaluate public policy
relevant to issues like EI, aboriginal health, housing, education, as
well as the settling of immigrants.

Despite this crystal clear advice, the Prime Minister decided
unilaterally to press ahead. When will the government do the right
thing and restore the mandatory long form census?

Hon. Tony Clement (Minister of Industry, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
unlike the Liberals and their coalition partners, we do not believe it is
fair or reasonable to threaten Canadians with jail time or massive
fines, or both of these, to fill out a long form for those who want the
data. We have a fair and reasonable compromise which acquires

useful and usable data, and at the same time better protects the rights
and interests of citizens.

I just wonder what hidden interest the coalition has on that side
and why they want to trample on Canadians' rights.

® (1130)

Hon. Carolyn Bennett (St. Paul's, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the
government picks the questions and picks the penalties, but cutting
the long form census is just reckless spending and reckless policy. In
what the government describes as tough economic times, how do
Conservatives find it prudent to spend $30 million more to get less
reliable information?

Why will the Minister of Finance not discipline the Minister of
Industry, get this risky spending under control, do the right thing and
restore the long form census?

Hon. Tony Clement (Minister of Industry, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
it is very regrettable that the Liberal Party and its coalition partners
are so unfair and unbalanced on this particular issue.

We have a fair and reasonable balanced objective here. We want to
protect the rights of Canadians. We do not want to threaten them
with jail time or massive fines, or both.

We think we have a reasonable solution. It is just unfortunate that
those members are concentrating on this issue when we got 15,000
net new jobs in November. That is what Canadians care about.

* % %

AGRICULTURE AND AGRI-FOOD

Hon. Wayne Easter (Malpeque, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, last Friday,
900 beef and hog farmers attended an urgent meeting in Stratford
entitled “Farmers Matter”. Farmer after farmer stated that the
government's farm safety nets are not working. Farmers made it clear
that they cannot pay back the targeted advance loans under the terms
the minister announced.

Why does the government impose loans on farmers while wasting
billions of dollars elsewhere: waste on fancy photo ops, waste on
cabinet ministers' expenses, waste on planes and prisons? Do farmers
just not matter to this government?

Mr. Pierre Lemieux (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister
of Agriculture, CPC): Mr. Speaker, as I mentioned yesterday, our
government puts farmers first. We have taken action for livestock
producers by giving them more time to pay their loans. Livestock
producers now have breathing room to seize market opportunities
and to get black ink on the bottom line. We have given tax deferrals
for producers in these areas to help them manage their breeding
stock.

Hon. Wayne Easter (Malpeque, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, this
government puts farmers first only when it comes to debt. That is
when it puts them first.
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A headline in The Globe and Mail reads in part, “Canada slips
from agricultural superpower status”. It is no wonder. While the
United States supports farmers with billions, Canadian farmers are
being forced to live off loans. While the government is squandering
billions of borrowed money on fake lakes and billboards, Ontario
farmers' incomes fall.

When will the government get its priorities straight and support
farmers in Canada?

Mr. Pierre Lemieux (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister
of Agriculture, CPC): Mr. Speaker, I am so glad the member agrees
that we put farmers first.

We are delivering significant programming to our farmers. Since
2007, we have delivered $6.8 billion to our farm sector through key
and critical programs such as agri-invest, agri-stability, agri-
insurance and agri-recovery. Just to give an example, when we
speak about agri-invest, $650 million has been paid out. This is in
addition to $600 million that has gone into farmers' bank accounts.

% % %
[Translation]

NATIONAL DEFENCE

Mr. Guy André (Berthier—Maskinongé, BQ): Mr. Speaker,
Canada’s military ombudsman is extremely frustrated. He is troubled
that grieving families often do not get the support needed and that
the federal government does not have a policy to take care of these
families. The ombudsman is very disappointed by the Minister of
National Defence's evasive answers and refusal to act.

When will the government take concrete action for the well-being
of military personnel, starting by giving family members standing at
boards of inquiry convened into the death of a military loved one?
[English]

Hon. Laurie Hawn (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister
of National Defence, CPC): Mr. Speaker, the minister appreciates
the ombudsman's ongoing advocacy on behalf of the families of
deceased Canadian Forces members. We share those concerns and
consider the care and compassionate treatment of CF personnel and
families to be of the utmost importance.

The minister has met with the ombudsman. He has responded to
him several times. He responded to the ombudsman's letter of
December 1 yesterday and provided a status report on the number of
initiatives that we are considering for the families of fallen members.
In addition, he has designated a senior officer to be a direct point of
contact with the families.

We will continue to do everything we can to treat the family
members in the best way possible. If we can find a way to do it
better, we will.
® (1135)

[Translation]

Mr. Guy André (Berthier—Maskinongé, BQ): Mr. Speaker, we
do hope that this ombudsman will keep his job.

While the government is telling us that it is allocating all possible
resources to veterans, Pascal Lacoste, a soldier who served in the
Royal 22nd Regiment, testified in committee that he was treated
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condescendingly and that his requests for care were refused
repeatedly.

Does the minister think it is normal that this former soldier is still
waiting for services he is entitled to?

Hon. Jean-Pierre Blackburn (Minister of Veterans Affairs and
Minister of State (Agriculture), CPC): Mr. Speaker, it goes
without saying that I cannot speak about a specific case here in the
House. But the Minister of Veterans Affairs is making all sorts of
changes in order to be able to fully respond to our veterans as
quickly as possible. By introducing a new bill, we are in the process
of granting additional services to our veterans, particularly injured
soldiers returning from Afghanistan, our modern-era veterans.

* % %

GOVERNMENT SPENDING

Ms. Meili Faille (Vaudreuil-Soulanges, BQ): Mr. Speaker,
according to the Public Accounts of Canada for 2010, the federal
government has spent nearly $8.2 billion on external professional
services. The use of such services has grown by 132% over the past
decade. The use of private companies has several negative effects. In
addition to being more expensive, this phenomenon compounds the
shortage of specialized labour within the government and, in many
sectors, it ultimately reduces competition.

Before asking Canadians to tighten their belts, should the
government not start by limiting its use of consulting services,
which will give taxpayers value for their money?

[English]

Mr. Andrew Saxton (Parliamentary Secretary to the President
of the Treasury Board, CPC): Mr. Speaker, since 2006, spending
on temporary workers has been consistently below 1% of personnel
costs. It was even lower in 2009 and 2010.

The majority of temporary workers are hired for contracts of less
than 36 weeks, and only 78 extensions were given to contracts
beyond 48 weeks.

* % %
[Translation]

QUEBEC CONSTRUCTION INDUSTRY

Ms. Meili Faille (Vaudreuil-Soulanges, BQ): Mr. Speaker, the
government should read another sheet.

The federal government is a key player in the construction
industry in Quebec. Consider for example the Federal Bridge
Corporation Limited and the ports of Montreal and Quebec City.
However, despite the hundreds of millions of dollars it has spent, the
federal government has not developed a strategy to address collusion
and corruption since the litany of revelations were made concerning
the ties between the construction industry and organized crime.

How can the government turn a blind eye to the corruption?
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Hon. Rob Nicholson (Minister of Justice and Attorney

General of Canada, CPC): Mr. Speaker, that is absolutely
ridiculous.

We have bills before Parliament right now that would get rid of
house arrest for very serious crimes and would crack down on white
collar crime.

The problem is that, as soon as one of these bills is introduced,
about 10 seconds later people in the Bloc say they are going to
oppose it. The members should keep their concern to themselves.

We are taking action on these issues over on this side of the
House.

* % %

AIR INDIA

Hon. Bob Rae (Toronto Centre, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I have a
question for the Minister of Justice.

Judge Major, in his report on the Air India bombing, found two
things: first of all, that there was substantial negligence on the part of
several government agencies with respect to the investigation; and
second of all, that the families signed waivers with respect to that
without the government disclosing to them the full extent of the
government's own negligence.

I wonder if the minister can give us an assurance, a real assurance
that in fact the government, in reaching a settlement with the families
with respect to the compensation issue, will take those two points,
which are really quite critical, fully into account?

Mr. Dave MacKenzie (Parliamentary Secretary to the
Minister of Public Safety, CPC): Mr. Speaker, meaningful
solutions to complex problems take time and great effort.

This government has done what no previous government has
done, recognizing this as an attack on Canadians that should never
have happened. We are committed to fixing the security gaps that
allowed this terrible act of terror to occur in the first place.

Mr. Mark Holland (Ajax—Pickering, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, here
is the problem. These recommendations have not just been made by
Justice Major for six months, they have been made over five years,
ranging from O'Connor to Brown to Iacobucci to Kennedy to the
public safety committee, and yet the government continually, again
and again, ignores those recommendations.

Whether or not it is Mr. Almalki, Mr. Nureddin, Mr. El Maati, Mr.
Arar or Canadian citizens tortured abroad, whether or not it is the
families of Air India or the family of Mr. Dziekanski, why is the
government doing nothing? Why is it refusing to act on these
recommendations?

Hon. Rob Nicholson (Minister of Justice and Attorney
General of Canada, CPC): Mr. Speaker, because of the low
priority justice issues have within the Liberal Party, I can understand
how the hon. member would have missed this.

However, we have introduced a bill that specifically targets mega-
trials, which was one of the major recommendations of that
particular inquiry.

It is interesting that the member raises this question on the Air
India inquiry, and I want to know why he did not do it, why did his
party not do it? We are the only ones who took action on this. We are
proud of that. Why did they not do anything about it when they had
the chance?

® (1140)

PUBLIC SAFETY

Mr. Francis Scarpaleggia (Lac-Saint-Louis, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
the U.S. has enacted the Bioterrorism Act to protect that country's
drinking water systems from terrorist attack. The act requires water
utilities to conduct assessments of their vulnerability to attack.

A British security expert has confirmed that Canada's drinking
water systems are not protected from the threat of attack. What is
more, the RCMP lacks the money to apply the suspicious incident
reporting system to the water sector.

Why has the government fallen down on such a vital issue?

Hon. John Baird (Leader of the Government in the House of
Commons and Minister of the Environment, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
obviously we take these issues incredibly seriously. This government
has worked very hard with respect to combatting terrorism.

Domestically we have been fortunate that we have not had a
major incident since Air India. Obviously, we want to ensure that the
health and safety of Canadians are protected, not just in terms of
setting high standards, but in terms of being concerned about what
people might do to cause harm to Canadians.

Mr. Francis Scarpaleggia (Lac-Saint-Louis, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
I would remind the minister that it has been almost a decade since 9/
11. Since then, the U.S. has passed the Bioterrorism Act and the
British have protected their entire drinking water network with
sophisticated 21st century technology. Canadian municipalities, on
the other hand, do not have safe water plans. Most have not even
done risk assessments for their drinking water systems.

Does the government know which municipalities have protected
their systems from terrorist attack, yes or no?

Hon. John Baird (Leader of the Government in the House of
Commons and Minister of the Environment, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
this government has continued to follow the strong policies that the
previous Liberal government followed from 2001 to 2006.

* % %

THE ECONOMY

Mr. Guy Lauzon (Stormont—Dundas—South Glengarry,
CPC): Mr. Speaker, Canadians across the country are growing
more and more concerned with the Liberal leader's plan to attack
Canadian job creators with a punishing new tax increase that would
kill jobs and kill economic growth. Experts have noted that the
Liberal tax hike plan would kill over 400,000 new jobs, and people
in my community are worried about the Liberal plan too.
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The Cornwall and Area Chamber of Commerce has stated that it is
gravely concerned, noting that it would have a negative impact on
many of our local businesses.

Can the parliamentary secretary please update this House on our
government's record on jobs and on taxes?

Mr. Ted Menzies (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
Finance, CPC): Mr. Speaker, my hon. friend is right. In fact, the
Liberals want to dramatically hike taxes on job creators. It is a
proven fact that it would kill almost 400,000 jobs in this country.

Our government is focused on keeping taxes low and creating
jobs. November's job growth gains prove that, once again, our
economic action plan is working, with five straight quarters of steady
economic growth. Since July 2009, this country has created 440,000
net new jobs. That is good news.

* % %

AIR TRANSPORTATION

Mr. Dennis Bevington (Western Arctic, NDP): Mr. Speaker, this
government is driving billions of dollars in business away from
Canadian airports to the United States. The government is charging
millions in rent and excessive security charges.

We can go to any American airport on the border, like Buffalo or
Plattsburg, and find a parking lot full of Canadian licence plates.
Millions of Canadians flew out of American airports last year. That
is business that should have been going to Canadian airports.

Why will this government not help the Canadian aviation
industry? Why is it content to drive away business from Canada to
the United States?

Mr. Brian Jean (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
Transport, Infrastructure and Communities, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
we know exactly what the NDP wants to do with this country. It
wants to close our borders, shut down Canada and stop Canada's
government from creating jobs. Airports are no different.

We have one of the most competitive airport industries in the
world. As far as airports and the economy go, we are going to take
no lessons from the NDP.

Let me be clear, Canada has created 441,000 new jobs over the
past five straight quarters. Canada is one of the world leaders as far
as economies go, and we are going to take no lessons from the NDP.

Mr. Dennis Bevington (Western Arctic, NDP): Mr. Speaker, |
do not think those guys take lessons from anyone, but they should.

Our airports should not be used as cash cows. The government's
taxes now account for up to 70% of the total fare. The Conservative
government is taking $3 billion more out of airports than it is putting
into them. Canadian travellers deserve better.

The government should be standing up for Canadian travellers,
our local economies and our aviation industry. Instead, because of
high taxes, levies and security charges, it is driving business south of
the border.

Why does the government not get on board and help the Canadian
aviation industry compete?
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Hon. Rob Merrifield (Minister of State (Transport), CPC): Mr.
Speaker, the government is committed to ensuring that our airports
stay viable and the industry continues to be that way. The industry
has been deregulated at our airports from an economic point of view.
The users should make certain that they have the appropriate airport
security in place as they go through our airports and that the rents are
appropriate so that the taxpayer is not overly burdened by this.

We have a system in place that is actually doing that and is in the
best interests of the Canadian passenger and the public.

% % %
[Translation]

CENSUS

Mr. Richard Nadeau (Gatineau, BQ): Mr. Speaker, when the
government decided to make changes to the census, a number of
departments expressed their concerns. In a memo addressed to the
Deputy Minister of Industry, one of the main concerns was the
possible confusion between the voluntary nature of the long form
census and the mandatory nature of the short form census.

In light of this warning by his own officials, how could the
Minister of Industry eliminate the mandatory long form unless he
was trying to promote his ideology instead of science?

Hon. Tony Clement (Minister of Industry, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
as | have already said, we do not think it is appropriate to require
Canadians to provide private information under the threat of
sanctions. Our approach is balanced, reasonable and fair to all
Canadians. We are acquiring very important information while
protecting the rights of Canadians.

[English]

That is our position and we are proud of it.

[Translation)

Mr. Richard Nadeau (Gatineau, BQ): Mr. Speaker, the minister
should know that we cannot improve what we cannot measure.

Is the minister aware that eliminating the long form census will
have harmful effects in a host of areas, such as transfer payments to
the provinces, employment insurance, labour mobility, health
programs, housing and economic development?

Hon. Tony Clement (Minister of Industry, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
that is absolutely not true. We are protecting the information that the
departments need while respecting the privacy of Canadians.

[English]

The hon. member's leader, though, had another position. He
wanted to take away people's passports or their EI if they did not fill
out the census. That is not reasonable; that is not fair for Canadians.
We will oppose the Liberal, Bloc and NDP coalition on this issue.
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CANADIAN FORCES

Mr. Scott Simms (Bonavista—Gander—Grand Falls—Wind-
sor, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, yesterday Canada's military ombudsman
revealed some disturbing facts.

Pierre Daigle has uncovered multiple cases where families of
loved ones who have died while in the military have been unable or
seemingly blocked from getting information about those deaths.

No doubt the Conservatives have known about this for months, if
not years, and yet they did very little.

Why does it take a public shaming for this government to walk the
talk when it comes to treating our veterans' and soldiers' families
fairly?

Hon. Laurie Hawn (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister
of National Defence, CPC): Mr. Speaker, as I have already said in
respect to the Bloc member, the minister takes this very seriously as
does the leadership of the Canadian Forces. They do everything they
can to treat families with fairness and compassion at a time that is
obviously very difficult for families.

The minister has responded to the ombudsman in great detail. He
has responded to the ombudsman in the past.

Yesterday he tabled with the ombudsman about 13 different
measures that will go to making the situation better. We will continue
to do everything we can within the constraints that we are faced
with. We will do everything we can that is possible to make the
situation better and to treat those families with the care and
compassion they deserve.

Mr. Scott Simms (Bonavista—Gander—Grand Falls—Wind-
sor, Lib.): The problem, Mr. Speaker, is that we have certainly seen
this before. The veterans ombudsman, Pat Stogran, came out
publicly and scolded the Conservatives for ignoring the plight of
injured and disabled veterans. What happened to him? He was
indeed fired.

Pierre Daigle in simply doing his job has now exposed the
government's further lack of action toward the families of soldiers
who have lost their lives while in uniform.

Can we anticipate that Mr. Daigle will be fired for doing his job,
like other brave critics before him, or will the Conservatives work
with him and these families and do what is right?

® (1150)

Hon. Laurie Hawn (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister
of National Defence, CPC): Mr. Speaker, the member is simply
wrong. The previous veterans ombudsman finished out his term and
we appointed a replacement.

The minister appreciates the advocacy that Mr. Daigle has brought
to the job of defence ombudsman. He will continue to work with
him. The minister has been working with him all along and will
continue to do that into the future.

We will do everything we can, as we have done in the past, to
make things better for the families of deceased members of the
Canadian Forces. If there is a way to do it better, we will find it and
we will implement it.

HARMONIZED SALES TAX

Mr. Bruce Hyer (Thunder Bay—Superior North, NDP): Mr.
Speaker, the government's harmonized sales tax will mean whopping
home heating costs for families in northern Ontario this winter.
Home heating is not a luxury. Up north of Superior, it is a necessity.
We should not be raising taxes on necessities.

Will the minister adopt our policy to scrap the HST on home
heating, or will he leave northern families out in the cold again this
winter?

Mr. Ted Menzies (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
Finance, CPC): Mr. Speaker, the only policy that we have seen from
the NDP is to support raising taxes. When we decided to lower the
GST from 7% to 6%, NDP members voted against that, and from 6%
to 5%, they voted against that. The tax reductions that we have put in
place leave more than $3,000 in the pockets of the average family of
four.

I would remind the hon. member that he should talk to his
provincial colleagues if he wants to talk about a provincial issue, and
that is the harmonized sales tax in Ontario.

* % %

PENSIONS

Mr. John Rafferty (Thunder Bay—Rainy River, NDP): Mr.
Speaker, Canadians are worried about the high cost of living and
their retirement income. In northern Ontario the price of gas went up
10¢ last night. Home heating costs are skyrocketing, thanks to the
government's HST scheme.

A poll of Canadian CEOs on my pension protection bill, Bill
C-501, found that a majority believe the bill is fair and that
Parliament should pass the bill.

Will the government respect the wishes of Canadian CEOs and
pensioners and support Bill C-501 and protect six million
Canadians?

Mr. Ted Menzies (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
Finance, CPC): Mr. Speaker, we are protecting 34 million
Canadians by reducing their taxes. That is what Canadians have
asked us to do and we have delivered on that through our economic
action plan.

We have created over 441,000 net new jobs since July 2009. That
is what Canadians wanted. They wanted assurances that their
government was listening to what they wanted. They wanted to
ensure they had jobs so they could help support their families. That
is what is important.

* % %

FOREIGN INVESTMENT

Mr. James Lunney (Nanaimo—Alberni, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
there is more economic good news. According to an analysis
released yesterday by the OECD, Canada was the leading investment
recipient in the first half of this year.

Could the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of International
Trade outline to the House the measures that have been taken and
how the government is working to make Canada an attractive
destination for investment.
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Mr. Gerald Keddy (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
International Trade, CPC): Mr. Speaker, I thank the hon. member
for Nanaimo—Alberni for his knowledge, interest and expertise on
this file.

1, too, read the report, unlike the members opposite. I am pleased
to say it is another example of the results produced by our
government's commitment to make Canada a top destination for
foreign investment.

That is why we push for such things as the lowest taxes on new
business investments of any major economy. In addition to this,
Canada has weathered the global economic downturn, with the
lowest debt of any major economy, the lowest deficit-—

_ The Speaker: Order, please. The hon. member for Laval—Les
Iles.

% % %
[Translation]

FOREIGN AFFAIRS

Ms. Raymonde Folco (Laval—Les fles, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
rumours have been going around for weeks that a number of
Canadian embassies in African countries, many of them members of
la Francophonie, are set to close. Cameroon is one of those
countries. Obviously, the Conservative government does not care
about the diplomatic repercussions of that decision or about its
reputation within the French-speaking world.

Can the minister clarify the status of Canadian embassies in
francophone African countries?
® (1155)

Hon. Lawrence Cannon (Minister of Foreign Affairs, CPC):
Mr. Speaker, since coming to power, our government has doubled
aid to Africa. We have fulfilled our obligations by providing $2
billion in aid. In addition, we are participating in an initiative
developed at the G8 summit to help women and children.

The government's actions are appropriate and, in my opinion,
better than those of any preceding government with respect to
Africa's needs. We will pursue this course of action.

* % %

POST-SECONDARY EDUCATION

Ms. Nicole Demers (Laval, BQ): Mr. Speaker, according to the
Conference of Rectors and Principals of Quebec Universities,
Quebec universities are underfunded to the tune of $620 million
compared to the Canadian average. Quebec is still waiting for the
federal government to correct the fiscal imbalance, which would
restore over $800 million to Quebec to return funding to 1994-95
indexed levels.

When will the federal government correct this unfair situation for
Quebec university students?

Mr. Jacques Gourde (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister
of Public Works and Government Services and to the Minister of
National Revenue, CPC): Mr. Speaker, contrary to what the Bloc
would have us believe, our government is working with the
Government of Quebec. Just this morning, Quebec's National
Assembly unanimously adopted a motion thanking the Government

Oral Questions

of Canada for its decision to extend the deadline for infrastructure
projects under the economic action plan to October 31, 2011. That is
a sure sign of open federalism.

% ok %
[English]

HEALTH

Mr. Jim Maloway (ElImwood—Transcona, NDP): Mr. Speaker,
in the Manitoba first nations community of Garden Hill two people
recently died and a third is sick, and influenza seems to be the cause.

Last year, during the HIN1 crisis, two-thirds of the flu victims
were aboriginal. Because of poor living conditions and a lack of
medical care, people living on reserves are especially vulnerable.

Health care on reserves is a federal responsibility. Will the
government act now to prevent more deaths and illness?

Mr. Colin Carrie (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
Health, CPC): Mr. Speaker, our condolences go to the families that
are affected.

The health and safety of all Canadians is a priority for our
government. We continue to work closely with the community
leadership and the provinces.

In the island lake region we are adjusting nursing staff levels and
providing support for additional immunization activities and
ensuring access to essential medical supplies at the health facilities.

We are encouraging all Canadians to get their flu shot and to use
preventive methods, such as handwashing and coughing into their
sleeve.

* % %

DEMOCRATIC REFORM

Mr. Peter Braid (Kitchener—Waterloo, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
our government is committed to democratic representation and to
Bill C-12. That is why we support giving B.C., Alberta and Ontario
their fair representation in Parliament. Canadians in these fastest
growing provinces deserve more representation.

Could the government House leader update this place on the status
of Bill C-12, the democratic representation bill.

Mr. Tom Lukiwski (Parliamentary Secretary to the Leader of
the Government in the House of Commons, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
our Prime Minister has been clear and unequivocal in restating our
government's commitment to move forward with Bill C-12, the
democratic representation bill. We believe that each Canadian vote,
to the greatest extent possible, should carry equal weight. That is
why we are taking a very principled approach in striking a balance
between ensuring fairer representation for the faster growing
provinces, while keeping the seat count constant for the remaining
provinces.

We ask all coalition partners to support this very important
initiative.
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[Translation]

FOREIGN AFFAIRS

Ms. Raymonde Folco (Laval—Les fles, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the
Conservative government wants to give tax breaks to the wealthiest
Canadian corporations, but it would appear that it does not have the
money to maintain a Canadian presence in Africa.

Once again, can this government tell us how many embassies it
will be closing and, in particular, why it is targeting the African
countries of la Francophonie? We are talking about embassies.

Hon. Lawrence Cannon (Minister of Foreign Affairs, CPC):
Mr. Speaker, the member initially spoke about cuts. It is a well
known fact that our government is recognized and identified with
cutting taxes, whereas a Liberal-led government would essentially be
inclined to increase taxes.

Once again, on this issue, these are just rumours. We will manage
the interests of Canadians in the best possible way.

E
® (1200)

HEALTH

Mr. Luc Malo (Verchéres—Les Patriotes, BQ): Mr. Speaker,
the Minister of Health continues to state that the federal government
is open to the idea of compensating the provinces for the additional
expenses caused by the medical isotope shortage that resulted from
the closure of the Chalk River reactor in the spring of 2009.

Can the Minister of Health tell us if she intends to compensate
Quebec before the next Bachand budget?

[English]

Mr. Colin Carrie (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
Health, CPC): Mr. Speaker, from the discussions at the last health
ministers meeting, our understanding was that most provinces and
territories did not incur additional costs, and we were able to cover
by adding testing requirements.

Over the last year of this global shortage, we have seen incredible
resourcefulness in managing the existing supply. For example, the
medical community has shown great flexibility during this time by
maximizing the use of available TC-99 and using alternative
isotopes for certain tests.

* % %

CANADIAN FORCES

Mr. Peter Stoffer (Sackville—Eastern Shore, NDP): Mr.
Speaker, no parent should ever have to bury a child. However,
when that child unfortunately does succumb to his or her injuries, the
family should have a right to know what happened.

When it comes to military families, Pierre Daigle, the DND
ombudsman, has repeatedly said that the government gives us
repeated promises and, for the military families, repeated disappoint-
ments.

Why should it take the media to address these concerns with the
government? Why is it not more proactive to ensure, in the death of
one of our heroes of Canada, that his or her family immediately—

The Speaker: The hon. Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
National Defence.

Hon. Laurie Hawn (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister
of National Defence, CPC): Mr. Speaker, we have covered that a
number of times today and we will continue to do everything we can
to make the system better for those folks.

I have spent a lot of time in the last few years with the Minister of
National Defence and with the Chief of the Defence Staff at events
with families of the fallen. No one takes it more seriously than those
two men.

We will continue to do everything we can. We recognize the very
difficult circumstances in which families find themselves. We grieve
with them. Where the system has limitations, we will make that
better. We will always try to do the best we possibly can for the
families of our fallen.

ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS
[English]

GOVERNMENT RESPONSE TO PETITIONS

Mr. Tom Lukiwski (Parliamentary Secretary to the Leader of
the Government in the House of Commons, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
pursuant to Standing Order 36(8), I have the honour to table, in both
official languages, the government's responses to four petitions.

* % %

COMMITTEES OF THE HOUSE
ACCESS TO INFORMATION, PRIVACY AND ETHICS

Mr. Harold Albrecht (Kitchener—Conestoga, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, I have the honour to table, in both official languages, the
10th report of the Standing Committee on Access to Information,
Privacy and Ethics, in relation to the certificate of nomination of
Jennifer Stoddart, the nominee for the position of Privacy
Commissioner.

Your committee has considered the proposed appointment of
Jennifer Stoddart as Privacy Commissioner and reports its support
for her appointment.

PRIVACY COMMISSIONER

Hon. John Baird (Leader of the Government in the House of
Commons and Minister of the Environment, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
I am very pleased to move the following motion. I move:

That, in accordance with subsection 53(1) of the Privacy Act, chapter P-21 of the
Revised Statutes of Canada, 1985, this House approve the reappointment of Jennifer
Stoddart as Privacy Commissioner.
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The Speaker: Does the hon. government House leader have the
unanimous consent of the House to propose this motion?

Some hon. members: Agreed.

The Speaker: The House has heard the terms of the motion. Is it
the pleasure of the House to adopt the motion?

Some hon. members: Agreed.
(Motion agreed to)

* % %

PETITIONS
PREVENTION OF COERCED ABORTION

Mr. Harold Albrecht (Kitchener—Conestoga, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, I have the honour to present a petition signed by hundreds
of Canadians. The petitioners are calling on the House of Commons
and Parliament assembled to support Bill C-510, which would help
protect vulnerable women from being aggressively coerced against
their will to have abortions.

©(1205)
AFGHANISTAN

Mr. Jim Maloway (Elmwood—Transcona, NDP): Mr. Speaker,
I am presenting a petition signed by dozens of Canadians. It is a call
to end Canada's military involvement in Afghanistan.

In May 2008, Parliament passed a resolution to withdraw
Canadian Forces by July 2011. The Prime Minister, with agreement
from the Liberal Party, broke his oft-repeated promise to honour the
parliamentary motion, and furthermore, refused to put it to a vote in
this House. Committing 1,000 soldiers to a training mission still
presents a lot of danger for our troops and unnecessary expense
when our country is faced with a $56 billion deficit.

The military mission has cost Canadians more than $18 billion so
far, money that could have been spent to improve health care and
seniors' pensions right here in Canada. Polls show a clear majority
does not want Canada's military presence to continue after the
scheduled removal date of July 2011. Therefore, the petitioners call
upon the Prime Minister to honour the will of Parliament and bring
the troops home now.

PREVENTION OF COERCED ABORTION

Mr. Pierre Lemieux (Glengarry—Prescott—Russell, CPC):
Mr. Speaker, it is my honour to rise in the House to present a petition
from Canadians asking members in the House to support Roxanne's
law, also known as Bill C-510, which would allow women to press
charges if they were coerced into an unwanted abortion.

MULTIPLE SCLEROSIS

Mr. David McGuinty (Ottawa South, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
pursuant to Standing Order 36(6), I rise today to table a petition
signed by many people, mostly in my riding of Ottawa South but
also throughout southern Ontario.

The petition, addressed to the Minister of Health, is on the subject
of CCSVI treatment for multiple sclerosis. I would like to thank my
constituent, Mr. Arvy Znotinas, for submitting this petition for
presentation.

Routine Proceedings
RIGHT TO LIFE

Mr. James Lunney (Nanaimo—Alberni, CPC): Mr. Speaker, [
have a petition from some 118 constituents. They are drawing
attention to the fact that Canada is a country which respects human
rights.

They note that the Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms
includes that everyone has a right to life. They note that it has been
40 years, since May 14, 1969, when Parliament changed the law to
permit abortion, and that since January 20, 1980, Canada has no law
to protect the lives of unborn children. Therefore, these petitioners
are calling upon Parliament to pass legislation for the protection of
human life from the time of conception to the time of natural death.

* % %

QUESTIONS ON THE ORDER PAPER

Mr. Tom Lukiwski (Parliamentary Secretary to the Leader of
the Government in the House of Commons, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
Question No. 445 will be answered today.

[Text]
Question No. 445—Mr. Bernard Bigras:

With respect to the diesel spill that occurred on September 28, 2010, from
Suncor’s refinery facilities at the Port of Montreal, namely quays 109 and 110: (a)
have inspections of the infrastructure at the source of the leak been carried out since
June 2008; (b) for each inspection carried out after June 2008, (i) what was the
department, corporation or agency responsible for the inspection, (ii) at what date
was the inspection done, (iii) what was the name of the person responsible for the
inspection, (iv) what were the characteristics of the infrastructure inspected, (v) what
was the state of the infrastructure inspected, (vi) what was the type of test performed,
(vii) what was the result of the tests performed; and (¢) what is the age of the
infrastructure at the source of the leak?

Hon. John Baird (Leader of the Government in the House of
Commons and Minister of the Environment, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, since June 2008, four inspections were conducted by the
Enforcement Branch of the Department of Environment. Two of
these inspections were conducted under the environmental emer-
gencies regulations. On December 16, 2009, enforcement officer
Jason Gilead conducted an inspection under this regulation. The
other one was conducted October 18, 2010, by law enforcement
officer Stéphane Bolduc.

With respect to subsection 36(3) of the Fisheries Act, inspections
were conducted by enforcement officer Jason Gilead, on September
28, 2010 and emergency officer Julie Davignon on September 29,
2010.

Regarding answers to questions (b) (iv), (v), (vi), (vii) and (c), this
information is part of an ongoing inspection file and would be
inappropriate to comment at this time.

% ok %
[English]

QUESTIONS PASSED AS ORDERS FOR RETURNS

Mr. Tom Lukiwski (Parliamentary Secretary to the Leader of
the Government in the House of Commons, CPC): Mr. Speaker, if
Questions Nos. 446, 448, 451, 452, 453, 454 and 487 could be made
orders for return, these returns would be tabled immediately.

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

Question No. 446—Mr. Luc Malo:

With regard to the Ontario-Quebec gateway issue, since the 2004-2005 fiscal
year: (a) how much money has been invested, broken down by project; (b) which
projects have received funding; (c) which projects have been completed; (<) at what
stage of completion are the unfinished projects; (e¢) what have been the yearly
budgets, up to and including the present fiscal year; (f) were all the funds allocated in
the budgets spent; (g) what are the projected budgets for the coming years; (k) what
factors explain why the budgets were not fully spent; and (i) what criteria needed to
be met for a project to receive funding?

(Return tabled)

Question No. 448—Mr. Bruce Hyer:

With regard to the cruise ship industry since 2005: (a) what federal departments
have provided support to the cruise ship industry across Canada, to date; (b) how
much was spent on each project by each federal department, agency, board and
commission in support of the cruise ship industry, to date; (c) what is the annual total
number of full-time equivalent (FTE) staff in each federal agency, board, or
commission working on implementation of projects related to the cruise ship
industry; (d) what specific federal programs support the development of the cruise
ship industry in Canada; (e) what were the discharge incidents of sewage, bilge,
ballast, grey water, or solid waste by cruise ships in Canadian waters, distributed by
date, location, ship, and type of discharge; (f) how many charges, warnings or
penalties were issued against cruise ship operators for all sewage, bilge, ballast, grey
water, or other discharges in contradiction of regulations, including date, operator,
location, offence and amount; (g) how much was spent by each federal agency,
commission, department or organization in enforcement of regulations related to
discharge of sewage, bilge, ballast, grey water, or other discharges; (/) what is the
annual total number of FTEs working in each federal agency, commission,
department or organization on enforcement of regulations related to discharge of
sewage, bilge, grey water, or other discharges; (i) what onboard observation has been
performed by each federal agency, commission, department or organization with
respect to discharge of sewage, bilge, ballast, grey water, or other discharges,
distributed by year and location; (j) what reports, studies, investigations, conclusions,
regulatory changes, warnings, or penalties were issued or undertaken by any federal
government body related to the cruise ship Queen Elizabeth II’s September 2005
discharge incident off the coast of Cape Breton; (k) how much was spent by each
federal organization for port upgrades in support of the cruise ship industry; (/) how
many agreements were signed between federal organizations and private cruise
companies for docking in Canadian ports; and (m) what companies signed
agreements with the government for access to Canadian waters and on what
conditions?

(Return tabled)

Question No. 451—Mrs. Bonnie Crombie:

With regard to the government's Economic Action Plan, for each of the project
announcements in the electoral district of Mississauga—Streetsville: (a) what was (i)
the date of the announcement, (ii) the amount of stimulus spending announced, (iii)
the department which made the announcement; (b) was there a public event
associated with the announcement and, if so, what was the cost of that event; (c) how
many projects submitted by the City of Mississauga did not qualify for or were
denied infrastructure or Recreational Infrastructure Canada program funding; (d)
what were the details and locations of the projects that did not qualify or were denied
funding; and (e) for each project that was denied funding, what is the detailed
explanation of the reasons for the denial?

(Return tabled)

Question No. 452—Mrs. Bonnie Crombie:

With regard to Citizenship and Immigration Canada (CIC) and Settlement
Agencies: (¢) how many agencies were opened per calendar year since January 1,
2006 to present; (b) what was the total amount of transfer funding provided for the
opening of agencies per calendar year from February 7, 2006 to present; (¢) how
many agencies have been opened since February 7, 2006; () what is the location of
each new agency since February 7, 2006; (e) how many agencies have had their
funding reduced or abolished since February 7, 2006; (f) how many agencies have
had to close because of reduced or abolished federal funding; (g) what is the exact

location of each closure since February 7, 2006; (h) what is the amount of funding
provided to agencies in the provinces of Manitoba, British Columbia, Quebec and
Ontario, broken down by province, per calendar year from February 7, 2006 to
present; and (i) has CIC begun negotiating a new Canada-Ontario Immigration
Agreement as promised and, if not, why not and when will it begin these
negotiations?

(Return tabled)

Question No. 453—Mr. Wayne Marston:

With respect to Canada's Economic Action Plan: () under the Infrastructure
Stimulus Fund in the riding of Hamilton East—Stoney Creek, (i) what applications
for projects have been approved for funding to date, (ii) who are the partners
involved, (iii) what is the federal contribution, (iv) what is each partner's
contribution, (v) how much of the funding has flowed and to whom, (vi) what
were the criteria used to determine which projects were approved; (b) under the
Building Canada Fund — Communities Component in the riding of Hamilton East—
Stoney Creek, (i) what applications for projects have been approved for funding to
date, (ii) who are the partners involved, (iii) what is the federal contribution, (iv) what
is each partner's contribution, (v) how much of the funding has flowed and to whom,
(vi) what were the criteria used to determine which projects were approved; (c¢) under
the Building Canada Fund — Communities Component top-up in the riding of
Hamilton East—Stoney Creek, (i) what applications for projects have been approved
for funding to date, (ii) who are the partners involved, (iii) what is the federal
contribution, (iv) what is each partner's contribution, (v) how much of the funding
has flowed and to whom, (vi) what were the criteria used to determine which projects
were approved; (d) under the Building Canada Fund — Major Infrastructure
Component in the riding of Hamilton East—Stoney Creek, (i) what applications for
projects have been approved for funding to date, (ii) who are the partners involved,
(iii) what is the federal contribution, (iv) what is each partner's contribution, (v) how
much of the funding has flowed and to whom, (vi) what were the criteria used to
determine which projects were approved; (e) under the Recreational Infrastructure
program in the riding of Hamilton East—Stoney Creek, (i) what applications for
projects have been approved for funding to date, (ii) who are the partners involved,
(iii) what is the federal contribution, (iv) what is each partner's contribution, (v) how
much of the funding has flowed and to whom, (vi) what were the criteria used to
determine which projects were approved; and (f) under the Green Infrastructure Fund
in the riding of Hamilton East—Stoney Creek, (i) what applications for projects have
been approved for funding to date, (ii) who are the partners involved, (iii) what is the
federal contribution, (iv) what is each partner's contribution, (v) how much of the
funding has flowed and to whom, (vi) what were the criteria used to determine which
projects were approved?

(Return tabled)

Question No. 454—Mr. Wayne Marston:

With respect to the New Horizons for Seniors program: («) how much funding
has been allocated annually since the program began; (b) what is the breakdown of
that funding (i) by province, (ii) by federal riding; (c) how was the funding allocated
among the three funding types (Community Participation and Leadership, Capital
Assistance, and Elder Abuse Awareness); (d) what was the criteria for funding these
programs; (¢) how many applications were rejected; (f) what criteria are used to
ascertain project success; (g) who is on the review committee that approves projects;
(h) how were the members of the project review committee selected; (i) what
consultations took place to ensure the program has been running properly; () beyond
the Human Resources and Skills Development Web site, what communications
products were produced; and (k) what community facilities and equipment have been
upgraded as a result of funding and how much did they each receive?

(Return tabled)

Question No. 487—Mr. Mario Silva:

With regard to the government’s aid funding for Afghanistan in 2006, 2007, 2008,
2009 and 2010, for every project funded, what is: () the name of the project; (b) the
location of the project within the country of destination; (¢) the amount of funding
received by the project broken down as (i) grant or contribution, (ii) interest-free
loan, (iii) repayable loan, (iv) non-repayable loan; and () the department where the
funding originated?

(Return tabled)
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[English]

Mr. Tom Lukiwski: Mr. Speaker, I ask that the remaining
questions be allowed to stand.

The Speaker: Is that agreed?

Some hon. members: Agreed.

* % %

POINTS OF ORDER
ROYAL RECOMMENDATION—BILL C-568—SPEAKER'S RULING

The Speaker: 1 am now prepared to rule on the point of order
raised by the Parliamentary Secretary to the Leader of the
Government in the House of Commons on November 5, 2010,
concerning the requirements for a royal recommendation for Bill
C-568, An Act to amend the Statistics Act (mandatory long-form
census), standing in the name of the hon. member for St. Paul's.

[Translation]

I would like to thank the parliamentary secretary for having drawn
this matter to the attention of the House as well as the member for
York South—Weston for his comments.

[English]

In raising this issue, the parliamentary secretary explained that Bill
C-568 would add two requirements to the Statistics Act. First, it
would prescribe that in 20% of the cases, the long form census
questionnaire be used and second, that the questions in the long form
questionnaire be similar in length and scope to the ones contained in
the 1971 census. He stated that in his view, this would constitute a
new obligation for Statistics Canada given that even though the
statutory authority for including a long form census questionnaire
already exists, Bill C-568 would make its use mandatory instead of
discretionary. He also argued that this requirement would compel the
government to spend a minimum of $50 million. He concluded that
since Bill C-568 would alter the conditions and qualifications of
Statistics Canada's existing mandate in addition to imposing a new
statutory obligation, a royal recommendation is required.

® (1210)

[Translation]

In support of his view, the parliamentary secretary made reference
to a series of precedents involving bills that were found by the Chair
to require a royal recommendation because they were -either
changing the purpose of a spending authority or adding a new
function to an existing mandate.

[English]

In his intervention, the member for York South—Weston argued
that Bill C-568 does not change the current mandate of Statistics
Canada, nor does it add a new responsibility or a new function to the
department. He contended that the bill only requires Statistics
Canada to fulfill its existing mandate. He also argued that, contrary
to the arguments raised by the parliamentary secretary, Bill C-568
would not entail additional expenses; in fact, he claimed that it
would actually cost less.

Speaker's Ruling

[Translation]

The Chair has examined carefully the provisions of Bill C-568,
An Act to amend the Statistics Act (mandatory long-form census) as
well as the Statistics Act and the precedents enumerated by the
parliamentary secretary.

[English]

The precedents cited by the parliamentary secretary involved bills
that required a royal recommendation because they were proposing
new purposes or new functions not currently authorized. Such is not
the case for Bill C-568 since it does not appear to be adding to or
expanding the current mandate of Statistics Canada.

[Translation]

This mandate may be found in paragraphs (a) and (c) of section 3
of the Statistics Act, which reads as follows:
3. There shall continue to be a statistics bureau under the Minister, to be known as
Statistics Canada, the duties of which are

(a) to collect, compile, analyse, abstract and publish statistical information
relating to the commercial, industrial, financial, social, economic and general
activities and condition of the people;...

(c) to take the census of population of Canada and the census of agriculture of
Canada as provided in this Act;

[English]

With regard to the issue of costs associated with the mandatory
use of the long form as prescribed by Bill C-568, the key question
for the Chair is whether what the bill proposes constitutes a new
appropriation of public funds.

[Translation]

Section 19 of the Statistics Act states:

A census of population of Canada shall be taken by Statistics Canada in the
month of June in the year 1971, and every fifth year thereafter in a month to be fixed
by the Governor in Council.

In my view, this section, along with section 3 cited earlier,
constitutes the statutory spending authority for Statistics Canada to
conduct the census using either the short or the long form
questionnaire.

[English]

Bill C-568 would require the Chief Statistician to include a long
form questionnaire in 20% of the cases whenever a population
census is conducted.

Even though there is now no such requirement in the Statistics
Act, the Chief Statistician is currently authorized to include a long
form questionnaire.

Therefore, it is my view that this would not constitute a new
spending authority, nor would it alter the terms and conditions of
Statistic Canada's mandate.

Consequently, from a strictly procedural point of view, the Chair
cannot find that Bill C-568 requires the expenditure of public funds
for a new and distinct purpose. I therefore rule that there is no
requirement that the bill be accompanied by a royal recommendation
and that the House may continue to consider it in accordance with
the rules governing private members' business.
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[Translation]

I thank the hon. members for their attention.

GOVERNMENT ORDERS
[English]

PROTECTING CHILDREN FROM SEXUAL PREDATORS
ACT

The House resumed consideration of the motion that Bill C-54,
An Act to amend the Criminal Code (sexual offences against
children), be read the second time and referred to a committee.

Mr. Derek Lee (Scarborough—Rouge River, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, we are continuing debate on this quite new statute. It was
only introduced a month ago.

It is another of the government's many amendments to the
Criminal Code, which for some reason it has not been able to
package in one bill. I do not mind that if perhaps carving up these
Criminal Code amendments into smaller pieces will make it easier
for colleagues in the House, and maybe for the cabinet. Maybe the
cabinet is not able to handle a big Criminal Code omnibus bill all at
once. It is quite possible the members of the cabinet have limited
capacity to handle those kinds of volumes.

I can assure the House that I have seen bills that are longer, larger,
thicker, more complex than each of these Criminal Code amend-
ments. Something tells me the procedure would go a lot faster and
more efficiently if the government had chosen the route of larger
bills.

Right now, I did a count on this, there are somewhere around 15
separate Criminal Code amendments in the House and in the Senate.
It has dragged on from the previous session into this session, and in
some cases from the previous Parliament into this Parliament.

In any event, let us say that we are catching up. We are trying to
accommodate the volume, keeping in mind that every bill must be
debated in the House. The bills have to go committee. Almost all
bills do go to committee for study after second reading, then come
back here for possible amendment or concurrence or third reading,
and then off to the Senate for analogous procedures.

All of that takes time, no matter how we cut it. [ am merely saying
this because with the addition of this new bill, it will simply add to
the list that the Minister of Justice will, from time to time, refer to
and pretend that the House is taking excessive or inordinate amounts
of time to pass.

He has made the same complaint with the Senate, although I do
notice that since the Conservatives achieved a working majority in
the Senate, the other place, he does not seem to criticize the Senate
quite as often as he used to. Indeed, that Senate has to do the same
kind of work we do. It has to pass these bills.

If there is anyone to blame for the lengthy investment of
procedural time on these bills, it must be the government itself
because it is the one that decided that instead of having two or three

separate bills, it wanted to have roughly 15 bills. That is simply the
state of art as it is now.

This particular bill focuses on the area of sexual offences in
relation to children. It is a three or four part rework of a number of
sections of the Criminal Code, sentencing provisions and prohibition
orders. There is an insertion of one, two or three new provisions, and
I will make reference to those in my remarks.

The concept of adding some mandatory minimum sentences to the
code is not new. We have been doing this in Parliament for 10, 20 or
30 years, but not doing it on a wholesale basis. It seems to me that
every time the government moves around now it includes mandatory
minimum sentences in whatever it does in relation to the Criminal
Code. I do not think that is good public policy. There are a whole lot
of people who do not think that is good public policy.

That is not to say that we do not need minimum sentences. There
are situations and circumstances where they are appropriate and
useful, and should be there. In this particular bill, while there are a
whole lot of mandatory minimums added, I would have to accept
that in some cases the mandatory minimum is appropriate with one
proviso.

® (1215)

As I read the bill, and as I said it has only been on the order paper
for a month, I compared the new provision to the old provision. [
found that the old provision already had a mandatory minimum
sentence built into it. I wondered what was happening here.

This is like a bidding war such that “I can legislate a bigger
mandatory minimum sentence than they can”. I hope that is not what
is going on here. I hope that the mandatory minimum sentence
provisions that have been chosen and inserted into some of these
new bills have been thought about and canvassed among people who
understand how the sentencing system works. I hope this is not just a
political reaction of “look how big of a sentence I can propose in my
legislation”.

The bill also expands the list of conditions and coordinates the
conditions with convictions. For example, on a type of offence
involving children there may be a condition during or post sentence
that the individual is prohibited from doing certain things or being in
certain places. That is usually involving children.

There are a couple of other new arrangements in there that we
should take a look at, and I will in my remarks if I have time.

One of the newer interventions in the Criminal Code in dealing
with children is the arrival of the Internet and computer. At one point
in our legislation we actually used the term “computer”. About 15 or
20 years ago we defined what a computer was and the types of
offences that would involve a computer and other people, or a
computer and children.

Now, of course, we have convergence in the technology universe.
The basic hand-held telephone is the equivalent of a computer. We
now have to reinvent the terminology we use because a cellphone is
not a computer, yet it is capable of being part of a series of actions
involving a criminal offence.
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I can see there is a reversion in the definitions here to go back and
reincorporate telephones and telecommunications in addition to the
computer. We may have to abandon the concept of “computer”, there
may be some other concept of technology that we have to refer to.

Of course, we will be forever revising and amending our Criminal
Code as we go into the future because these things will happen. Our
society will change, technology will change, and we have to keep
updating our codes. I do not object to the concept at all.

I have mentioned mandatory minimum sentencing as a concept
and it has been inserted into many sections in the bill. I have to ask
the question again: Do mandatory minimum sentences work?

The answer is not clear. There is not a simple yes or no answer to
this. It appears that a mandatory minimum sentence can work as a
deterrent if it is associated with public education and good
enforcement. We learned this with reference to the drunk driving
and the impaired driving provisions of the Criminal Code.

It appears to us that the mandatory minimum sentences provided
for in the impaired driving sections have had a deterrent impact.
Keep in mind that the mandatory minimums there are associated
with other penalties, escalating penalties and good enforcement by
police who are out there stopping drivers, using breathalyzers, and
doing a very good job of enforcement.

Did it get rid of impaired driving? No.

Has it diminished it? The statistics show that it has.
®(1220)

We accept that a mandatory minimum penalty will work. We have
evidence that it does not work. The mandatory minimum penalty for
murder is life in prison, 25 years before parole. Does that deter
murder? Let us accept that it does but we still have a lot of murders.
Obviously the toughest sentence we have does not deter.

Lurking behind this issue of mandatory minimum sentencing is
the problem that most people who commit criminal offences do not
even think about deterrence in the first place. When they commit the
offence, they actually do not believe they will be caught. If they do
not believe they are going to get caught, then they could hardly be
expected to turn their mind to a mandatory minimum sentence if
caught. If the mandatory minimum sentence is going to deter an
individual, that individual has to think he or she will get caught.

I also have to accept that mandatory minimum sentences are not
there only for deterrence. Mandatory minimums can also be used for
what is called societal denunciation, meaning society says the
individual has done a bad thing so that no matter what he or she has
to go to jail.

We have had a lot of litigation on this. There has been a lot of
sociology on this. As Canadians, we are entitled to put a firm penalty
into a Criminal Code offence. We are entitled to say that someone
who has done a bad thing must serve some time so that the person
knows and everyone knows it was a bad thing.

Denunciation is a part of this but it cannot be the rock bottom
foundation. For public safety purposes we need deterrents and a
whole range of other factors in sentencing. They are all listed in the
Criminal Code in one of the sections revised about 15 years ago.
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A lot of us in the House come from urban areas or urban-rural
areas close to big cities. A few of us come from rural and remote
areas with a lot of very small communities. Not every small
community has a court and a jail. When we enact in here a provision
that says there must be a mandatory minimum sentence and a crime
takes place in a remote community that requires that mandatory
minimum sentence, the individual has to be picked up and taken to a
court somewhere. Even if there is a courthouse in the community
there may not be a jail. If the individual is convicted, he or she has to
be moved another 500 miles or kilometres, or whatever it is, to a
detention facility. That is pretty costly. I ask the question and I leave
it unanswered: Is that the most appropriate type of sentence for an
offender in a remote community, to lift him or her up and take them
away from where they are?

We have to do that because there is a mandatory minimum
sentence. It is not like we could resort to some other form of
appropriate sentencing. Even if everybody in the village believes the
sentencing is appropriate if it does not involve mandatory detention,
it would not matter because we are passing a law that says there must
be a mandatory sentence attached to it. The person would have to be
taken away. In any event, that is a fact of life in Canada.

This is really unfortunate if a crime happens in a rural area. I am
thinking of first nations communities. I really wish that we and our
first nations communities could handle some of these justice matters
ourselves and not have the boys and girls in Ottawa imposing
mandatory minimum sentences.

One of the sentences in relation to which the government is
proposing a mandatory minimum does not involve a few months. A
five-year minimum sentence applies to incest involving a child. This
is a serious offence. Unfortunately, incest reflects a serious social
problem. I question whether a mandatory five-year minimum
sentence in every instance, every scenario, every case is appropriate.
Five years would be mandated by this new section.

®(1225)

I think we see that in some circumstances the sociology of drug
addition, the sociology of alcoholism, the sociology of mental
illness, all are factors in some of these cases. Just presuming that we
appropriately respond and solve that problem by imposing a
mandatory five year minimum sentence, without even know the
facts, seems backhanded. It someone's view of denunciation.

I do not for a moment condone this type of criminal activity. It is
reprehensible, but I am not so sure that the government's knee-jerk
five year minimum is what is appropriate in our system of justice.

Members will have an opportunity to look at this in the committee
and we will see what the justifications are.

Another proposed section of the bill seemed like it was concocted
in a crime novel, and that is new section 15. It creates a new offence
under section 172.2. This is one of these sections where we have to
reach back and add in the word “telecommunications”. It states:
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Every person commits an offence who, by a means of telecommunication, agrees
with a person, or makes an arrangement with a person, to commit an offence...

A whole raft of sexual offences are there. However, the essential
part of that is making an arrangement by telephone. By the way, it
sounds like the Criminal Code to commit an attempt type offence
because the offence actually does not have to happen. The sexual act
or sexual encounter does not have to happen for the offence to take
place.

In creating the new sentence, the bill removes the defence of
whether we knew the person was under or over 18. Some people
would say that if we did not know, it would be our own fault.
However, do not forget, this offence happens on the telephone.

Then there is another section that takes away defences. It is no
defence that the person on the telephone was a police officer or was
put up to it by a police officer. That is not a defence, so a police
officer can do that. Then it says that it is not even an offence if the
person who the arrangement was made with did not even exist if
there was a peace officer involved on the other end of this. It is an
entrapment machine. We need to have a very good look at this.

I am happy to see this concept of setting up an arrangement or a
rendezvous with a young person under 18, then under 16 and under
14, as set out in the section, as a potential criminal offence. I am not
happy to see the defences removed. A person might not even know
the age of the person. It says that one is still guilty unless one took
reasonable steps to ascertain the age of the person. I am not so sure
that in a telephone conversation like that, someone will ask for a
driver's licence and ask for age. Therefore, this has to be looked at
very carefully.

Police officers may feel this will enhance their ability to snare
predators and that may well be the case. I do not mind if it does, but,
as always, we have to ensure that our Criminal Code provides
procedural fairness for everyone, not just the bad guy. There but for
the grace of God sometimes go all of us. We never know when we
will get caught in a trap, when someone sets us up. I think most of us
have seen enough television or read enough novels to know about
that.

The last thing I want to refer to is section 26. Again, we are using
and reusing terminology—

® (1230)

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Denise Savoie): [ am sorry to interrupt
the hon. member. I could not get his attention. Perhaps he can finish
his speech in response to questions and comment.

Questions and comments, the hon. member for Elmwood—
Transcona.

® (1235)

Mr. Jim Maloway (Elmwood—Transcona, NDP): Madam
Speaker, I am very pleased to listen to the comments of the member
for Scarborough—Rouge River on Bill C-54.

I was intrigued by his observations that the government had
introduced perhaps 15 Criminal Code amendments, which are fairly
simple. The suggestion he has made, being a well-regarded lawyer
who has been around the House for many years, is that perhaps the
government could have proceeded by way of an omnibus bill. It

certainly managed to that with the 980 page budget bill, which was
not appropriate for that case. However, in this case, a revamp of the
Criminal Code, putting all these amendments into one bill, would not
only be appropriate, but would probably be the preferred way to do.

The other aspect of it is that the Criminal Code is 100 years old
and is probably in need of a very large revamp as it is. Does the hon.
member agree that perhaps the federal government should have
engaged in consultation with the provinces and had a series of road
show type hearings across the country about what should be
involved in a total rewrite of the Criminal Code? The Conservatives
could start by involving the opposition parties. By doing that, they
would have a better possibility of having a productive Parliament
and actually achieving something during the government's tenure in
office.

Mr. Derek Lee: Madam Speaker, the hon. member has made the
point about the non-omnibus bill. It would have been a lot more
efficient to have one.

In terms of reworking the Criminal Code in a big way, yes it needs
it. The statute is very old. There are some pretty old sections in it.
However, there are right ways and wrong ways to do that. Most
jurisdictions have found that if they do not lay the groundwork
properly, they do not seek the political consensus and they do not get
the new rework through quickly, they get stoned to death. They get
nickeled and dimed to oblivion.

I recall about 25 years ago when the state of Indiana did a rework
of its Criminal Code. It was reputed that it did it the right way. We
could do it here with the right kind of collaboration and laying the
right groundwork. However, we should all agree that with these
short parliaments we have now and minority governments, this
would be very difficult to do, but some day we will get around to it.

Mr. Chris Warkentin (Peace River, CPC): Madam Speaker, this
legislation, the protecting children from sexual predators act, is
supported by me as well as members of the House because so many
of us have children, grandchildren and people in our families who
we want to protect. I know the legislation would go a long day to
doing that.

The hon. member talked about remote communities. I represent
many remote communities, communities that do not have, as he
described, access to court and jail institutions. However, removing
these people from remote communities is absolutely essential. First,
it would ensure the protection of the community. It would also allow
the children against whom these crimes have been perpetrated some
ability to heal by not having to see the perpetrator on a daily basis. In
many of these remote communities, there are only several hundred
people. There is a good chance that if the perpetrator is not removed,
the children would continue to see this person on an ongoing basis. [
am a strong promoter and believer that these people should be
removed from those communities.

The member talked about whether five years was an appropriate
sentence. I have met with victims of incest. We might find that
people, especially victims of these horrible crimes, would agree five
years is not long enough. In fact, it should be much longer, and I
appreciate that.
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In his description of mandatory minimum sentences, the member
described the fact that they were deterrents as well as denunciations.
However, he did not comment on the fact that these are good
protections. We know sexual predators who are in the practice of
victimizing children have a very high propensity to reoffend. If these
people are put under house arrest and are sent back to the
communities where they perpetrated their crimes, there is a very
good chance they will continue to victimize children.

Would the hon. member agree with me that mandatory minimum
sentences would do what he describes, act as deterrents and
denunciations, but, more important, would provide additional
protection of the community and children because these people
would be unable to continue to perpetrate and victimize children?

® (1240)

Mr. Derek Lee: Madam Speaker, I can agree in many cases that
the member is accurate. My comments about mandatory minimums
were not with respect only to sexual offence, but across the whole
range of the Criminal Code.

He spoke about perpetrators committing sexual offences against
children. If the perpetrator is convicted of some other criminal
offence, not a sexual offence in relation to children, the mandatory
minimum would removed that person from the family and put the
individual in another jail in another place. That would be another
impact on children. This has nothing to do with sexual offences.

The focus on the bill is sexual offences, protecting children
against sexual offences. I think this has pretty wide support in the
House. As we go forward on mandatory minimums, I want to ensure
we target properly and get it right.

Mr. Scott Simms (Bonavista—Gander—Grand Falls—Wind-
sor, Lib.): Madam Speaker, 1 enjoyed my colleague's comments
about the mandatory minimums and the common expression for
mandatory minimums being “deterrents”, in a general sense.

Let us look at the murder rates and how the mandatory minimum
talks about 25 years imprisonment. Let us compare Houston to
Toronto. One has the death penalty, one does not and one has a
higher murder rate, which would be Houston.

Could he comment briefly on that?

The member mentioned section 26, but did not have time to talk
about it in his speech. Perhaps he could start by making his
comments on that section known to the House and to the public.

Mr. Derek Lee: Madam Speaker, the point I wanted to raise in
relation to section 26, for which I thank the member for giving me
the opportunity to do so, is the section refers to one of these
prohibitions during and post-sentence where a person is convicted. It
states:

prohibit the defendant from using the Internet or other digital network, unless the
defendant does so in accordance with conditions set by the judge;

What is a digital network? We are fishing around in the new age of
technology. A digital network could involve a hearing aid that a
person is wearing. It could involve a telephone. Even when we
watch T.V., we are watching something that is a part of a digital
network.
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I want to ensure we have our terminology right. The intent is clear
and I support it. I want to ensure when we use these terms, we use
the right ones.

Mr. Bob Dechert (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
Justice, CPC): Madam Speaker, the member suggested that the
government should have introduced perhaps one bill instead of 15
separate bills. I would simply like to remind the hon. member that
the government has extreme difficulty pursuing any one of the 15
bills.

He is a member of the justice committee and he will know that his
party objected to Bill S-6, the faint hope clause bill. The Liberals
claimed that they were going to reintroduce it in a future
government, if they were ever to form a government.

Can members imagine what would happen if all those bills were
combined into one bill? It would never get through Parliament.

Mr. Derek Lee: Madam Speaker, I did not say one bill; I said a
few. I think I mentioned the number three, or perhaps four. We have
to get 15 down.

The member has partly made my point. He says they have trouble
getting one bill through. Then they have trouble getting 15 bills
through. If they would reduce it to three or four bills, they would
only have trouble getting three or four bills through and we would
get through this stuff a whole lot more quickly.

®(1245)
[Translation]

Mr. Mario Laframboise (Argenteuil—Papineau—Mirabel,
BQ): Madam Speaker, I am pleased to speak on behalf of the
Bloc Québécois to Bill C-54, which was introduced by the Minister
of Justice on November 4 and which amends the Criminal Code
(sexual offences against children), also known as the protecting
children from sexual predators act.

It is important for the people listening to us to understand the
scope of this bill, which I will summarize in five points. The bill
increases or imposes mandatory minimum penalties for certain
sexual offences with respect to children; prohibits anyone from
providing sexually explicit material to a child for the purpose of
facilitating the commission of a sexual offence against that child;
prohibits anyone from using any means of telecommunications,
including a computer system, to agree or make arrangements with
another person for the purpose of committing a sexual offence
against a child; ensures consistency among those two new offences
and the existing offence of luring a child; and expands the list of
specified conditions that may be added to prohibition and
recognizance orders to include prohibitions concerning contact with
a person under the age of 16 and use of the Internet or other digital
network, and to expand the list of enumerated offences that may give
rise to such orders and prohibitions.

New technologies are forcing us to rethink the offences set out in
the Criminal Code. The Bloc Québécois believes that the all-
important fight against crime—especially when the victims are
children—must be realistic. Crime rates in Quebec have been
dropping over the past 15 years, as they have in Canada.
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Some of the measures proposed in this bill definitely warrant
attention, such as the creation of new offences or new restrictions
imposed on delinquents. But, once again, this bill contains minimum
sentences. That is not a surprise, but the Bloc Québécois has always
maintained here in the House that minimum sentences are ineffective
and unfair by nature.

It is important that those watching us understand. We have
inherited our justice system from our ancestors. The Criminal Code
has always been based on maximum sentences. Judges use case law
and the circumstances of each case—in criminal law, each case is
unique—to determine the most appropriate sentence for the
individual before them and for the crime committed. That is how
our ancestors founded criminal law and passed it on to Quebec and
Canadian society.

In recent years, with increasing media involvement, there has been
a strong tendency to use the Criminal Code as a substitute for judges
through the imposition of minimum sentences. This has been even
more evident since the Conservatives took power. The trend is to not
let the judge determine the penalty but to set fixed sentences in the
Criminal Code. This trend is purely a matter of partisan
opportunism. When something is reported in the media, it is
amplified, tempers flare and people think that the sentence is never
stiff enough for the crime committed, especially when the media get
involved.

Our ancestors left us a justice system that was sheltered from such
impulsive public reactions. As our societies evolved, things have
changed. When I came into politics in 2000, the Internet was around,
but it was not as efficient as it is today. With social networking, some
situations end up online so quickly that the public finds out even
before the media can report on it.

®(1250)

What does this mean? It means that the public develops an
opinion before the police even start handling a case or before it can
even be reported on properly.

You may say that our ancestors did not have that, which is true,
but they still left us a historic form of logic. Everyone is innocent
until proven guilty, and the justice system allows the judge to
determine what sentence is appropriate for the crime committed, in
light of all kinds of factors. For example, the judge must consider
whether it is a first or second offence, and so on. This is what has
developed from what our ancestors left us. The case law or
jurisprudence changes and evolves, and judges adapt.

The government wants to introduce minimum sentences because it
thinks that the system is not fast enough. It thinks that our legal
system is slower than people want it to be. However, once again, it
seems to me that popular opinion is being artificially manipulated by
the media, by all media. Some of them have completely different
interpretations. That is important. When something happens and we
hear about it at home via the Internet, Facebook, Twitter or some
other channel, initial versions of events may differ from those
conveyed by the media. Then, once all the facts are laid before the
court, there is often a huge difference between people's first
impression of events and the court's interpretation in handing down a
verdict. The courts analyze each case, review the evidence and get to

know every little detail about the crime, how it was committed and
the person who committed it.

Once again, | want to make it clear that the Bloc Québécois wants
to study this bill in committee. The new offences seem appropriate to
us because technology has evolved. People make contact through the
Internet, not necessarily physical contact. But some virtual contact
may become physical, and that should be condemned. We have to
create new sentences.

Once again, the Bloc Québécois has some serious reservations
about minimum sentences. During the committee's study of this bill,
we will call the necessary witnesses to help the Conservatives
understand that minimum sentences are not necessarily the best
solution.

I will review the new jail sentences included in this bill. It covers
sexual assault where the victim is under 16 years of age, aggravated
sexual assault where the victim is under 16 years of age, incest where
the victim is under 16 years of age, luring a child through the use of
a computer, and exposure. There are provisions that create two new
offences. I want to take the time to mention these because I find them
interesting.

The first is to prohibit anyone from providing sexually explicit
material to a child for the purpose of facilitating the commission of a
sexual offence against that child. This hybrid offence would carry a
mandatory prison sentence of 30 days—once again, this is the
minimum sentence—and a maximum penalty of 6 months when
proceeded on summary conviction, and a mandatory prison sentence
of 90 days—once again, this is the minimum sentence.

The second is to prohibit anyone from using any means of
telecommunications, including a computer system, to agree or make
arrangements with another person for the purpose of committing a
sexual offence against a child. This new offence was previously
proposed as part of former Bill C-46 in the previous session of
Parliament. This proposed hybrid offence would now carry a
mandatory prison sentence of 90 days—once again, this is a
minimum sentence.

I would like to reiterate that we concur with the new offences that
have been added. However, we question the idea of mandatory
prison sentences that even a judge cannot interpret or adjust based on
the seriousness of the situation.

® (1255)

At first glance, we need to make sure in committee that the
measures related to these two offences will facilitate the work of
police, since that is the goal. The Bloc Québécois has always acted
responsibly in this House and, in particular, it was the first party to
fight organized crime, among other things, by requiring the reversal
of the onus of proof for members of organized crime groups.
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Before the Bloc Québecois intervened, the state had to prove that
goods in the possession of organized criminals were not acquired
legally. The onus of proof is now reversed thanks to the
Bloc Québecois, which succeeded in convincing Parliament that
such should be the case. Now, when a crime is committed by
members of an organized crime group, these individuals must prove
that the goods were acquired using money earned doing legal
activities. If they are not able to prove that such is the case, the goods
are automatically considered to have been obtained illegally.

Inevitably, this has had a considerable impact on the seizure of
assets belonging to criminals who are members of organized crime
groups. I think this has, among other things, made the job of police
officers in Quebec a little easier. There was Opération Printemps
2001, the Carcajou squad and the whole fight against organized
crime led by the Parti Québécois government of the day, which
practically guaranteed the disbandment of organized biker gangs like
the Hells Angels and other groups. They have been practically
obliterated. Authorities were able to arrest their leaders, because they
could not prove that their assets had been lawfully acquired.

Once again, the Bloc Québécois's approach has always been
responsible and effective. Our approach puts faith in the justice
system. We learned this approach and this trust in the judicial system
from our predecessors. Judges are supposed to be the most
competent individuals in the legal community. They are the best
qualified to determine the appropriate sentence based on the crime
committed and the criminal history of the person on trial.

We even demonstrated our sense of responsibility in this House
with our plan to deal with economic crime. During the recent
economic crisis, several white collar criminals profited from the
largesse of many people who were not very knowledgeable.

When the economy is doing well, everyone makes money and the
hope is to make more than everyone else. That has always made me
laugh, especially when it comes to our bankers. There are
organizations that were even paying bankers to give talks. The
major bank presidents of this world were giving talks and getting
paid to do so.

Then, like sheep, they were all fleeced. They all lost money. No
one saw the financial crisis coming. They relied on their junior staff
and passed themselves off as geniuses when everything was going
well. The worst part is that in the wake of this crisis, they continue to
earn their big fat salaries. That is just wrong.

The Bloc Québécois has its own way of fighting economic crime.
First, we have always maintained that parole after one-sixth of a
sentence needs to be abolished. One of the reasons for public
cynicism is the fact that a person sentenced to six years can be
eligible for parole after serving one-sixth of his sentence.

® (1300)

In other words, that person can be released after one year. When
someone spends months behind bars before the trial, that time counts
for double. We have always wanted to abolish this two-for-one rule.
In my example, the six-year sentence would be reduced to one year
because the offender is eligible for parole after serving one-sixth of
the sentence. Having already spent two months in prison, the
offender would get a four-month credit. Even though the offender
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gets a six-year sentence, he will have only eight months left to serve
before being released.

This is out of the hands of the judiciary. Politicians are the ones
who decided on parole and the two-for-one rule. Judges apply
sentences, and if the person is deemed eligible for parole after
serving one-sixth of the sentence, then he will be paroled. In the case
of economic crimes, we are saying in no uncertain terms that there
should not be any parole after one-sixth of the sentence. If the person
was sentenced to six years, he must serve six years, period. Nor
should any time count for double.

We wanted to amend the Criminal Code provisions on confiscat-
ing the proceeds of crime in order to include measures covering
fraud over $5,000, reorganize police forces, and require that banks
report irregularities in trust accounts. All these responsible measures
proposed by the Bloc Québécois were not accepted or took some
time to be acknowledged by the Conservative Party.

All that to say that we have always anticipated what the people
want, while respecting the legacy our ancestors left us. The legal
system is a legacy. The Bloc Québécois's position will not change
and it will always hold the same opinion about Bill C-54. The new
offences to be added, which are often made necessary by new
technologies, are a no-brainer. They have to be created, especially
when children are concerned.

My beautiful little grandson is just 14 months old. If anything at
all were to happen to him, I would be tempted to take the law into
my own hands and I would have to restrain myself. It is our job, as
decision-makers, to protect these beautiful children. It is awful that
new technologies can corrupt our children and even subject them to
sexual crimes. We must support these new sentences and this means
of fighting crime that targets children.

But do we need a system of minimum penalties that goes against
the justice system left to us by our ancestors? According to that
system, judges are the best able to decide, not journalists or members
of Parliament, because they are subject to public pressure and want
to establish a fair system to be passed on to future generations. We
need a proper debate on this, and that is what will happen when this
bill is sent to committee. We will have to hear from expert witnesses
to find out how minimum penalties have been used in other societies.
The Americans have used them. There are examples from other parts
of the world that can show whether minimum penalties have
prevented, reduced or solved the problem of crime.

The Bloc Québécois will support this bill at second reading to
ensure that it can be studied in committee and that it meets
everyone's expectations.

® (1305)
[English]

Mr. Bob Dechert (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
Justice, CPC): Madam Speaker, | listened intently to the hon.
member's speech and I am pleased to hear that his party will at least
support sending this very important bill to committee.
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He raised the issue of mandatory minimum penalties. Of course,
we have heard this from the Bloc before, but I am a little confused
because a few weeks ago when we were debating Bill S-9, the bill on
auto theft, there was a mandatory minimum penalty of six months for
a third conviction offence of auto theft. In the House a member of his
party, in fact I think it was the justice critic for his party, said that the
Bloc was not rigidly ideologically against mandatory minimum
penalties, and as an example, the Bloc was going to vote in favour of
the bill because those members think six months is reasonable. Then
when the bill went through committee, the Bloc moved a motion to
have that deleted because the Bloc members decided they were in
fact ideologically opposed to mandatory minimum penalties.

Perhaps the member would like to explain why including a
mandatory minimum penalty for accessing child pornography and
sexual exploitation of children and moving the minimum on
summary conviction up from 14 days to 90 days, and on indictment
from 45 days to six months is outrageous. Perhaps he could also
comment on the impact on people's faith and confidence in the
justice system when they see child sexual predators spend a
minimum of 15 days in jail.

[Translation]

Mr. Mario Laframboise: Madam Speaker, the Bloc's position
has not changed. As I said in my speech, it is based on Quebec and
Canada's legal history, on the legacy that we inherited from our
ancestors. Our version of justice puts trust in the judiciary. In
contrast, we see that the Conservatives do not trust the judiciary,
which is quite disturbing. The Conservatives' unfortunate approach
is like that of the Republicans in the United States—replace judges
with people who think as they do. We have been quick here, and they
have not dared do the same in Canada. Their other option is to
amend the Criminal Code and add minimum sentences wherever
possible.

I understand the hon. member. We can look at an offence and have
witnesses testify, and see justice has been done. The judiciary should
still be trusted. That has always been our approach. And it will be the
same with the bill before us: it will go to committee, we will bring
witnesses forward and we will study how the bill can contribute to
our society's evolution.

[English]

Mr. Jim Maloway (Elmwood—Transcona, NDP): Madam
Speaker, earlier today when the member for Scarborough—Rouge
River was making his presentation, he indicated that he had added up
all the amendments to the Criminal Code and found that the
government has 15 amendments to the Criminal Code. He stated that
the government could have simply created one omnibus bill and
brought it before the House, in much the same way the government
seemed to be able to do with the last two budgets.

That brings us to the next suggestion. The Criminal Code is now
100 years old and is in serious need of a complete revamp. Perhaps
the government should come clean with the citizens of Canada and
approach the provinces and look at public hearings on a complete
rewrite of the Criminal Code.

Is that a reasonable suggestion for the government to follow, or
does the member think the government is simply interested in
bringing amendments out one at a time for short-term political gain?

®(1310)

[Translation]

Mr. Mario Laframboise: Madam Speaker, I believe that we
should at least consider what the hon. member is suggesting because
the harsh reality behind the 15 bills introduced by the Conservative
Party—the real and most troublesome reason for the bills—is that the
Conservatives are taking advantage of events that get a lot of media
attention. They have many other bills to work on, but they wait for
newsworthy events in order to score political points. They want to
use public outcry and disapproval, stirred up by the media, to make
political gains. It is all the sadder because, often, once the event is
over and new polls are taken, everything settles down. Everything
returns to normal.

As 1 was saying, we cannot sweep away the legal philosophy we
have inherited from our ancestors just because something happens
and causes a public outcry. I believe this philosophy is deeply rooted
and that things tend to calm down afterwards. What is dangerous is
allowing a party such as the Conservative Party to take advantage of
single events that are sensationalized by the media, especially since
the government is in a minority position. The Conservatives have a
great deal of difficulty being accepted all across Canada and it is
even worse in Quebec, where disapproval of this government is
evident. It is even more terrible because it is as though they were
using the public, without its knowledge, to try to win an election.
That is hard to take. As for our colleague's proposal, completely
overhauling the Criminal Code, I believe it is worth at least a look.

[English]

Mr. Derek Lee (Scarborough—Rouge River, Lib.): Madam
Speaker, I wonder about the hon. member's reaction to the question
from the parliamentary secretary from Mississauga—Erindale who
asked how one would feel if a person who assaulted a child got only
the minimum 15 days.

I would be willing to bet the parliamentary secretary my
personally autographed copy of Bill C-54 that he does not even
know the average sentence that has been given out to offenders who
have committed offences against children. He does not even know,
yet in our debate he is challenging with the question of how one feels
about a 15-day sentence, without any facts or statistical data at all.
That is not a good way to debate public policy.

How does the member feel about that?
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[Translation]

Mr. Mario Laframboise: Madam Speaker, I think my Liberal
colleague understands perfectly. I know he is an eminent legal
expert. The justice system is far too important for us to leave it in the
hands of political predators, for that is what the Conservatives are.
They exploit events and crimes committed in society that are
sensationalized by the media, and use them to play politics. It is
political predation. Maybe one day that will be added to the Criminal
Code and become a crime.

[English]

Mr. Bob Dechert (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
Justice, CPC): Madam Speaker, the member for Scarborough raised
a point. He said that he did not think I knew the statistics for average
penalties imposed on sexual predators. He probably missed the
speech I made earlier this morning. Had he been here he would have
heard that, in fact, in 2008, 80% of the people convicted of sexual
offences against children in this country got no minimum sentence
whatsoever, because they were charged under provisions of the act
that do not even have minimum penalties.

[Translation]

Mr. Mario Laframboise: Madam Speaker, I would say that I
think my Liberal colleague was quite right to suggest that the
Conservative member autographed the bill without even knowing
what was in it.

[English]

Mr. Jim Maloway (Elmwood—Transcona, NDP): Madam
Speaker, I am very pleased to rise today to speak to Bill C-54.

I want to say at the outset that the NDP caucus will be supporting
this bill and will be encouraged to see it make its way in due course
to committee. I think there is potential for an amendment or two
along the way.

There is a possibility of a charter issue. We would not want to
pass a bill through and then see it successfully knocked down by a
charter challenge. I believe there are ways to deal with that at
committee. The member knows that our critic, the member for
Windsor—Tecumseh, is certainly on top of that issue and will be
bringing that up at the committee stage.

The bill creates mandatory sentences for seven existing offences
related to child exploitation, including sexual assault where the
victim is under the age of 16 years, section 271; aggravated sexual
assault where the victim is under 16 years of age, section 273; incest
where the victim is under 16 years age, section 155; luring a child
through the use of a computer, section 172.1; and exposure,
subsection 173(2).

Bill C-54 also creates two new offences of making sexual explicit
materials available to a child and agreeing to or arranging to commit
a sexual offence against a child. As well, the bill expands the list of
conditions that may be added to prohibitions and recognizance
orders to include prohibitions concerning contact with persons under
16 and the use of the Internet.

By way of explanation for past history, the substance of this bill
has in fact been introduced by former and current colleagues of mine
in the House. As a matter of fact, on May 13 of this year, the member
for New Westminster—Coquitlam reintroduced legislation to
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strengthen laws to protect children against child luring and abuse.
That was just a few months ago. That was a rework of bills
previously introduced by Dawn Black, a former member of this
House. So the NDP has a history of concern for this issue, and more
than concern but actually doing something about it by introducing
legislation in this House.

I know my time is limited today and I do want to follow up on
several points.

A very important point was made by the member for Scarborough
—Rouge River. Not only today but on previous occasions, not only
that member but another member of his caucus, also a lawyer, have
noted that the Criminal Code has been around now for over 100
years. It is basically being held together by sticky tape. We simply
keep amending the Criminal Code, with little bits and pieces here
and there over many years and many decades. Even the language is
out of date.

It is way overdue that a government, and maybe not this
government but perhaps a future government, will have to pull out
the Criminal Code and sit down and start working on a revamp. The
revamp can happen by the government announcing it, and in co-
operation with the provinces, having hearings across the country and
getting many groups involved. In many ways I think that would have
been a more sensible way for the government to proceed overall on
crime and perhaps it would have done better with the public as
result.

®(1315)

By way of an example, I once again want to mention what
happened in a similar minority government in Manitoba with Gary
Filmon. Gary Filmon was a very smart premier who knew early on
that the way to get legislation through the legislature was not to
bully, fight, cajole and threaten like this government does. His
approach on any controversial issue, such as Meech Lake and
Charlottetown, was to call in the leaders.

The leaders were Sharon Carstairs, the leader of the Liberal Party
who is now a senator; and Gary Doer, who is now a Conservative
appointment as ambassador to the United States. Those leaders
worked together very well. They dealt with the smoking ban. As a
matter of fact, the smoking ban was actually introduced by a
Conservative member who was in opposition under an NDP
government.

I am just pointing out that the practice set up by Mr. Filmon not
only followed through his government in a minority situation, but
because it worked so well, he continued doing it for the rest of his
tenure as a majority Conservative premier. When former premier
Doer took over, he had a majority government and ultimately did not
have to listen to the opposition, but he kept doing what had been
working in the past.
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I have not had the time to go back and look at the minority
government of Lester Pearson, but we are getting dangerously close
to the current government being in office almost as long as the
Liberal government of Lester Pearson. The difference is that while
this government has accomplished almost nothing because of its
antagonistic views toward the opposition, the Lester Pearson
government actually accomplished many things. It got medicare, it
unified the forces, and it brought in a new Canadian flag. These were
not just simple issues that it had to deal with. These were very
controversial, divisive issues in the country at the time. Yet after six
years, the Lester B. Pearson government was able to show a lot. It
was actually a beacon.

My question always to the government is this: why can it not learn
from best practices? It does not have to go overseas to check this one
out. It is right here in its backyard. There is its own Gary Filmon in
Manitoba and it can check out what happened there. There is also the
Lester B. Pearson experience.

I know that when premiers and prime ministers become elected to
office, the game changes for them. They start thinking in terms of
legacy and what they are going to show for their time here. [ have no
idea why the Prime Minister would have frittered away literally five
years. The member opposite is trying to bring in some changes to
question period and things like that, which he has to fight his own
members to get through.

However, just to get back to the bill at hand, the fact of the matter
is that Bill C-54 recognizes that children are particularly vulnerable
to sexual abuse and exploitation. The government committed in
March of this year, during its Speech from the Throne, to better
protect children by increasing penalties for sexual offences against
children. The proposed bill, which would be called the “Protecting
Children from Sexual Predators Act”, supports this commitment in
two ways: it ensures that the penalties imposed for sexual offences
against children better reflect the extremely serious nature of these
acts and are consistent with each other; and it seeks to prevent child
sex offenders from engaging in conduct that would facilitate their
sexual offending or reoffending.

The legislation would amend the Criminal Code, and I want to say
that there has been a sea change in our attitudes towards these sorts
of offences over the years. Many years ago, these offences were
happening probably at the same rates as right now, but it was swept
under the carpet and it was hidden. We have to thank people such as
Theo Fleury and certainly Sheldon Kennedy, two hockey players
who have come forward with their previous experiences.

® (1320)

Even before that, I recall Senator Sharon Carstairs, who was
leader of the Manitoba Liberal Party at the time, appearing before the
legislature in a very emotional manner and telling us how she was
abused as a child. There was not a dry eye in the house. It probably
made some people uncomfortable. It was certainly groundbreaking.
Up until that point, I do not think any politician would have done
something like that. She explained her situation and people were
very happy that she did.

My example of the case of hockey coach Graham James, Theo
Fleury and Sheldon Kennedy just masks part of the problem.
Graham James abused dozens if not hundreds of boys who are still

afraid to come forward. We are seeing only the tip of the iceberg
here. It is important to have role models, people to come forward and
talk about their experiences. Hiding the abuse leads to more
problems for the individual along the way.

We have gone through the whole residential schools issue in the
native communities and all the abuse that was involved there. We
know about the abuse that has gone on in church organizations. Up
until the 1970s it was probably whispered about. There was no
openness about the whole issue. However, people who were abused
are now coming forward and are finding that they are being
embraced by society. They are not being rejected and vilified the
way many thought they would be. They have come forward.

This is a very good bill.

I do want to make some observations on the sex tourism issue. It is
important for the government to get tough on criminals in this
country. Having said that, we do not want to be exporting our
problems somewhere else. We have laws against sex tourism, and it
is debatable. Some people say they are not being enforced properly,
that they are not tough enough. The laws have to be enforced and
have to be toughened if necessary. The government has to show a
clear example here that this type of activity will not be tolerated and
will be punished.

We have to do work throughout the world to try to influence
governments in some of these areas like Thailand and other countries
where sex tourism is flourishing, to have them bring in similar laws
and enforcement in their jurisdictions. I recognize that it is a never-
ending game because, like the Internet issue, the problem gets solved
in one place but simply goes somewhere else. That does not mean
we should not try to work on this issue.

With the few minutes [ have left I want to talk about the role of the
victims and why we should be supporting victims, particularly in
situations like this.

In 1970-71, among many initiatives, for example, the guaranteed
annual income program and state-run auto insurance, the Manitoba
government under Ed Schreyer, the very first NDP government in
Canada, set up what is known as the criminal injuries compensation
act. That act has been operating as a fund for the last 40 years,
providing compensation to victims of crime, so that if someone is a
victim of being attacked and beaten up, for example, he or she
receives compensation from this criminal injuries act. Ontario has
one as well.

It is incumbent upon the Conservative government to set up a
national fund. The federal government should set up a national fund
if it really believes in helping victims of crime, which it certainly
talks about a lot.

® (1325)
[Translation]

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Denise Savoie): It being 1:30 p.m., the
House will now proceed to the consideration of private members'
business as listed on today's order paper.
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PRIVATE MEMBERS' BUSINESS
® (1330)
[English]
STATISTICS ACT

The House resumed from November 5 consideration of the motion
that Bill C-568, An Act to amend the Statistics Act (mandatory long-
form census), be read the second time and referred to a committee.

Mr. John Rafferty (Thunder Bay—Rainy River, NDP):
Madam Speaker, I appreciate the opportunity to speak about the
bill today. Let me say right off the top that the rural parts of this
country very much need a long form census. We need to know who
lives here. We need to know where they live. We need to ensure that
services like health care, education, employment assistance and so
on are provided fairly and equally right across this country.

For urban areas of course the long form census is just as
important, but I am going to keep my remarks mostly to my riding
and to the issues that we face and why the long form census is so
important to my part of northern Ontario.

Therefore I am very pleased to speak today on Bill C-568. It is an
act to amend the Statistics Act in which we are dealing with the long
form census.

The New Democratic Party is generally supportive of the bill
because it seeks to reverse the ideologically based decision of the
Conservative government to cancel the long form census. The bill
also removes the punishment of imprisonment for a person convicted
of providing false or misleading information.

While I am supportive of the bill and while my party is supportive
of the bill, it is also important to note that I do not think it goes far
enough. Bill C-583 introduced by my colleague from Windsor West
goes one step further by enshrining into law the primacy of
evidence-based decision making over political manoeuvring, the
likes of which we have seen with the Conservative government.

To be clear, both elements of Bill C-568 are fully supported. For
the record one more time, not a single Canadian has been imprisoned
for failing to fill out the long form census. The imprisonment
element should be removed right now.

However we need to go further by removing political interference
from Statistics Canada's ability to do its job and provide an accurate
picture of our country. The Chief Statistician must be able to do his
or her job in an environment free of political meddling by an
ideological government intent on suppressing evidence and
information that contradicts, in this case, the narrow Conservative
agenda.

We can just imagine the outrage from the national and
international community if the government were to meddle in the
independence of the Bank of Canada, for example. It would not be
tolerated.

Therefore why should we accept the government's heavy-
handedness when it comes to interfering with our Chief Statistician
in his or her ability to do the job?

Private Members' Business

Hundreds of individuals, organizations, businesses and govern-
ments coast to coast raised the alarm bells because of the terrible
decision to cancel the long form census. Despite the unsubstantiated
claims by Conservative MPs about mythical complaints about the
intrusiveness of the long form census, we know that the majority of
citizens support and understand the need for the long form census.

Losing the long form census will have a detrimental impact on our
communities in Thunder Bay—Rainy River. Let us just look at the
first nations communities for example. There are 10 first nations in
Thunder Bay—Rainy River. While they are connected by the road
system, some are very far away from the main road, and it is
important to have an accurate picture.

If we do not have a long form census that asks the kinds of
questions that it does, we may not know what is going on in these
isolated communities.

For example, without a long form census we would not know that
the Couchiching First Nation, as of this past September, had 22
students who had graduated from high school but did not have the
ability to go on to post-secondary education because the funding was
not there.

We would also not know that in that same community last year it
sent its very first student to medical school. It had its first PhD.
return to the community.

Here we are making advances right across my riding and I would
suggest that is duplicated right across the country.

® (1335)

Just when first nations are beginning to see the light at the end of
the tunnel, particularly as far as education is concerned, the taps get
turned off. Without a long form census, we do not know and we will
not know that is happening. It is important for all of our communities
to have the input into the long form census to protect them and to let
all Canadians know, to give all Canadians a snapshot of what is
going on in those communities.

When we see the importance of the long form census, is it any
wonder that the government was taken to court on the issue? It seems
as if the government is trying everything, making relentless efforts to
shut down any source of credible data that provides any sort of
objective evidence necessary for developing good public policy.

A short while ago on Parliament Hill, parliamentarians and
members of Canada's very professional public service were invited
to a special panel discussion on a very timely topic, evidence versus
ideology of Canadian public policy. The event was sponsored by the
Canadian Association of Professional Employees, the Association of
Canadian Financial Officers and the Professional Institute of the
Public Service of Canada.

The event aimed to launch a public debate regarding the current
state and possible future of evidence-based policy making in Canada.
There were a number of distinguished speakers on the panel, and the
discussion was fascinating because these panellists and participants
acknowledged that there has always been a role for ideology in
public policy. However, they noted that in the past two years we
have seen the emergence of a worrisome pattern.



6814

COMMONS DEBATES

December 3, 2010

Private Members' Business

First, the government gagged public servants and fired others who
dared to disagree with it or give it policy recommendations that did
not fit into its ideologically driven agenda.

Second, the government cancelled surveys and the long form
census to ensure that statisticians, economists, academics and other
professionals did not have access to objective data that provided
damning evidence of the government's policy failures.

I am just guessing, but I suppose the object is to put it all into the
private domain and let private companies do the work of the long
form census. They do sometimes. For example earlier this week
there was a BDO Dunwoody study about my pension protection bill,
Bill C-501. BDO Dunwoody asked CEOs from across Canada what
they thought of the bill. More than half of the CEOs who replied said
it is a good bill and Parliament should move it ahead. Those are the
kinds of things that the government should be finding out about
legislation that happens in this place.

I fear that the Conservative government is dragging the country
backward, and a clear majority of Canadians are saying, “No, you
cannot drag us backward”. A majority of parliamentarians in the
House support restoring the long form census, protecting the
professional role of Canada's Chief Statistician and removing the
threat of imprisonment in the act. Yet the minority continues to
thumb its nose at the majority will of Parliament, an insult to
democracy, an insult to this place itself.

Bill C-568 is specific to the government's decision to cancel the
long form census. I believe the House needs to have a wider debate
about the government's treatment of public servants; its setting of
public policy based on belief, not public interest; its rejection of
evidence-based public policy; its attempt to shut down public access
to objective data; and its attempt to stop credible analysis of its failed
policies. This will not work. We are on to the Conservatives, and so
are Canadians.

® (1340)

I offer my party's support for the bill and urge the House to bring
other necessary changes to protect our professional public service
from the kind of pervasive political interference by ministers and
their political staff. We need to end this trend and we need to do it
quickly before we are dragged any—

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Denise Savoie): Resuming date, the
hon. member for Ottawa—Vanier.

Hon. Mauril Bélanger (Ottawa—Vanier, Lib.): Madam Speak-
er, I am very happy to address this matter. I had the pleasure of
seconding Bill C-568 when my colleague from St. Paul's introduced
it in the House. The bill follows up on a decision that the government
first announced in June, and that was we would no longer have a
mandatory long form census distributed, that it would become some
sort of a survey that would be on a voluntary basis. Even though the
decision was announced in June, it had been taken months before.

As soon as the decision was announced, after Parliament had
conveniently shut down for the summer, reactions started. We had
very strong reaction from Canada's partners in this federation, the
provinces and the territories, indicating, in a great majority, that they
thought the decision was wrong. Municipalities across the country
said that they thought the decision was a wrong one, that we should

not scrap the mandatory long form census. We had the same thing
from universities and colleges across the country and various
departments of universities involved with the science of statistics
also decrying the decision, that this was not the way to go.

People representing churches throughout the country have also
said that this is not the thing to do. Businesses, starting with the
Bank of Canada, said that the decision would affect its ability to
deliver programs. When it starts getting like that, we have to wonder
what was behind such a decision.

A number of scientists came forward. Even the chief statistician
felt that it was best to tender his resignation because of some of the
statements from the government, which he could not support.

We have had reactions from across the world from statisticians
and from organizations wondering what is going on. This flies in the
face of an international agreement on the use of statistics and census
that Canada is a party to, yet the government seems intent on not
changing its mind.

The industry committee had two full days of hearings this
summer, of which I was privileged to be part. An overwhelming
number of the witnesses said that they wished the government would
rescind the decision and that it would maintain the long form census
in a mandatory manner.

Now we even have comments from federal government depart-
ments. As of yesterday, in a publication in the Canadian Press, Ms.
Jennifer Ditchburn, through access to information, obtained some of
the comments given to the government by various departments. The
article stated:

Statistics Canada scrambled to assemble research last December on “the prime
minister’s decision” and consulted data users across government. A briefing note
drafted for the deputy minister at Industry Canada detailed the “specific
consequences” of replacing the long questionnaire with a voluntary survey. And
with the number of Canadians filling out the forms potentially decreasing by as much
as 40 per cent, according to the memo, a number of other federal activities would feel
the loss of data.

Here are some specific concerns of the departments. The Human
Resources and Skills Development Canada commented:
Less reliable data would “compromise their ability” to determine EI eligibility,

assess skills development and retraining, and apply the federal-provincial agreement
on labour mobility.

Indian and Northern Affairs Canada commented:

Absence of reliable long-form data will not allow them to effectively manage,
evaluate, and measure performance of programs in areas of aboriginal health,
housing, education, and economic development.

Citizenship and Immigration Canada commented:

A broad range of programs dealing with selecting and settling immigrants,
including a pan-Canadian agreement on foreign credentials would be hit. “A question
in the long form on country of educational attainment specifically provides
information to support this program”.

The conclusion that seems to come from the bureaucrats of our
federal government service is:

It cannot be anticipated at this time if a successful resolution of these issues is
even feasible to provide reasonable quality data at affordable cost.
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The question remains, why did we do this if everybody and their
brother were arguing that this was the wrong decision?

® (1345)

We initially thought it might be a matter of concern with privacy,
so we asked the Privacy Commissioner. The answer was no, that
there had never been a leak of any data collected through the long
form census. Obviously that is not the concern.

We keep hearing that it was to ensure that Canadians did not go to
jail. No Canadian has gone to jail over this in the history of the
census taking. Obviously that is not the reason either.

We then started to hear the experts. The experts confirmed that if
we were to have a voluntary form, as opposed to a mandatory one,
the information collected would be biased and of a lesser quality,
especially within small communities. The argument they put forward
was that if it were a voluntary format, those earning more money, the
very well to do, would seek anonymity and would not fill it out.
Also, those who felt more vulnerable in our society would not fill it
out for fear or whatever. We now will have a reading of our society
that is appropriate, not equal and not accurate. The inequities of our
society will no longer be measured appropriately.

By the way, this is not a theory. The U.S. tried scrapping the
mandatory long form census, or the equivalent, under the George
Bush administration. The U.S. reversed itself because it realized that
the information it was gathering was not as accurate or as reliable as
before.

One would think the Conservatives are doing this to save money,
as that would be in line with their philosophy. However, no, the
government is going to spend $30 million more.

We have to wonder why the government is doing this. It has been
proven wrong, according to what the U.S. has done. Almost
everybody in Canada is saying not to do this. We will be spending
$30 million more to get information that is less reliable.

One conclusion that many of us are forced to arrive at, and we
have heard it before, is that to facilitate a shift from evidence-based
decision making, which has traditionally been the way governments
in our country have reached their decisions, the government wants to
ensure that it does not have as high-quality information in order to
have ideologically driven decision making. That is where the rubber
hits the road. We cannot allow that.

This is why we have members of Parliament in the House saying
no. We have had a motion in the House where the majority of the
elected representatives of the people of the country have said no to
this. However, the government has said that it will stick to its guns.

We now have a bill in the House and I suspect and I hope that the
government will respect the will of the House when the bill passes,
as I believe it will next Wednesday when it will be read in at second
reading.

We are doing this because to move from evidence-based decision
making to ideologically-based decision making scrambles the ability
of government to have accurate information. The impact of this on
municipalities, universities, provinces and business is untold. It is a
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shameful decision. I hope the government accepts the fact that the
country wants it to reverse itself on this.

However, if the government does not, then we will have to force it
to. If we cannot do it that way, when the Liberal Party forms
government, we will ensure the census reverts back to a long form
mandatory method to accurately read the snapshot of Canada in
order to design programs to address the inequities in our society.

® (1350)

Mrs. Kelly Block (Saskatoon—Rosetown—Biggar, CPC):
Madam Speaker, let me begin my remarks by quoting someone
who has been much quoted in the ongoing debate about the 2011
census, the former chief statistician, Ivan Fellegi. In an address to the
International Statistical Institute in 2003, he said, “Privacy was
generally defined as the right to be left alone, to be free from
interference, from surveillance and from intrusion”. He went on to
say:

Information privacy involves the right to control information about oneself. At its
heart lies informed consent: the right to give or deny consent for the use of
information about oneself. In this sense all compulsory household surveys are clearly
privacy intrusions.

This is one point on which Ivan Fellegi and I can agree. Perhaps
we also agree that there has been a growing concern in official
statistics in Canada and internationally about the use of coercion in
government data collection. Many countries have removed im-
prisonment from the penalties imposed on individuals and
businesses refusing to participate in government surveys that are
conducted on a mandatory basis. Some countries, where their
administrative data systems permit, have chosen to dispense with
surveys.

In the 1980s, Canada showed international leadership by
introducing the notion into the Statistics Act that surveys could be
conducted on a voluntary basis. Statistics Canada then showed
leadership by making the vast majority of its household surveys
voluntary.

For over 20 years now, Statistics Canada has been releasing useful
and usable data and information from those voluntary surveys. For
over 20 years, governments, organizations, businesses and individual
Canadians have been using that information to help them make
informed decisions on everything ranging from new programs to
new products.

A few countries have made specific questions, such as questions
on religion, voluntary, even in their censuses. This government has
taken the next logical step in this progression by looking into the
census itself and recognizing that some questions are sufficiently
intrusive that Canadians should not be legally compelled to answer
them.

The bill we are debating today is regressive. It seeks to restore
legal compulsion for all census questions, however intrusive. For
this reason, it must be rejected.
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The Parliament of 1970, which adopted the current Statistics Act,
showed wisdom in crafting its terms. It recognized in section 21 that
questions that would be asked in a census of an entire population on
a mandatory basis with severe legal penalities for non-compliance
should be approved not by civil servants but by elected officials.

In reviewing proposals for the 2011 census, this government has
taken its responsibilities very seriously. We do not believe the
government's role in the approval of census questions should be to
rubber-stamp proposals from the chief statistician. This is not what
Parliament intended. We reviewed the proposals carefully in coming
to our decision.

Let us be clear on what our government decided. We concluded
that some of the questions proposed for the 2011 census of
population were sufficiently important that they should continue to
be asked on a mandatory basis. These are the questions necessary to
establish the population of the country, information that is needed for
the definition of electoral districts and to determine inter-govern-
mental transfer payments involving billions of dollars. They are also
the questions that will provide the information necessary to provide
government services to local communities in the official language of
their choice.

We similarly decided that all questions proposed to the 2011
census of agriculture should be asked on a mandatory basis in order
to support extensive government programs and policy interventions
in this sector.

The government also decided, as a matter of fundamental
principle, that the remaining questions proposed for the 2011 census
of population were too intrusive to be asked of Canadians on a
mandatory basis. The government recognized the utility for all
governments and many other organizations of the information that
would have been derived from the remaining questions.

®(1355)

It is for this reason that the government asked Statistics Canada to
develop options to collect this information through a voluntary
survey. It is for this reason the government then selected, approved
and funded one of these options.

We understood also that there would be consequences for data
quality, but we have worked, and will continue to work, with
Statistics Canada to ensure that we will obtain the best possible
results from the voluntary national household survey. We have great
faith in our world-leading statistical agency to find the means that
will ensure this new survey will meet the needs of the greatest
possible number of users. We will of course learn from 2011 to
improve future cycles of the census and the survey.

This bill seeks to turn back the hands of the clock. It fails to
respect the privacy of Canadians and their right to refuse to
participate in a survey when they cannot be persuaded that the public
purpose of the inquiry justifies the surrender of their personal
information. It seeks to transfer to a public servant decisions that
clearly belong to elected officials. The government cannot support
these aspects of the bill.

There is one point on which the government can concur with the
bill, however, and that is with respect to the removal of

imprisonment as a penalty for Canadians who refuse to participate
in surveys that are mandatory under the Statistics Act.

Other developed countries around the world have already taken
this step and it is time for Canada to join them. We are pleased to see
that other members of the House have rallied to the government's
view on this issue. Unfortunately, the bill is incomplete in removing
the sanction of imprisonment. Other sections of the act also contain
this penalty. The government will be bringing forward legislation of
its own to completely remove this penalty for non-compliance with
mandatory surveys conducted under the Statistics Act.

I urge my hon. colleagues to do the right thing for Canadians and
reject this bill.

Mr. Jim Maloway (Elmwood—Transcona, NDP): Madam
Speaker, I am very pleased today to speak to Bill C-568, An Act
to amend the Statistics Act (mandatory long-form census).

I will read the summary of the bill so that the viewing public can
understand it:

This enactment amends the Statistics Act to provide that the census of population
taken under section 19 of the Act must be taken using a long-form census
questionnaire that conforms substantially, in length and substantive scope, to the
census starting in 1971 and at intervals thereafter to meet the requirements of that
section. This enactment also removes the punishment of imprisonment for a person
convicted of the offence of providing false or misleading information.

I congratulate the member, who is a long-standing member of the
House, for introducing this bill.

When the government announced its initiative many months ago, I
got the impression that most people, even Conservatives that I talked
to among members of the public, felt it was the most boneheaded
move the government had made since the killing of the prison farms.

Generally speaking, the public settles down based on ideology and
their voting patterns. When the government of their choice
introduces something, they try to understand what the government
is doing. By and large, they find a way to accept, if they are
Conservatives, what their government is doing and work out a
rationale for it.

However, these are two issues, which I find from talking to
Conservatives, that just leave them puzzled. They cannot explain
why the government has done it and they do not agree that the prison
farms should have been eliminated. They certainly do not agree that
the census should be changed.

That aside, many organizations have the same view on this matter.
There are business organizations across the country that require the
statistics provided by the census in order to conduct proper business
operations.

As the Liberal member mentioned previously, in his attempt to
find out why the government was doing this, he looked at the cost of
it and said that the government is spending $30 million more to get
less reliable data. It does not make sense.

Then I looked back to a question that I asked on September 28.
We were looking at best practices. I like to talk about best practices.
That is the hallmark of Conservatives. Whatever line of business we
are talking about, computers, IT issues, it is always best practices and
they are lined up with Conservatives.
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Well, the best practices here would seem to be the United States.
The Conservatives seem to want to follow where the United States is
going, and they are always six months or six years behind. I do not
know whether the member has checked this out or not, but back in
2003 when George Bush was the president, the Americans tried this
experiment. The U.S. Census Bureau conducted an experiment and
found that the data was degraded so much that fixing it would be too
expensive and it abandoned the idea.

What sort of planning is the government involved in and what sort
of planning did it do to develop this approach?

We know what the approach was. It was a knee-jerk ideological
approach to the problem. The Conservatives had a preconceived
notion. Their Conservative ideology tells them that this census is an
irritant to a certain number of their supporters, and they probably
heard from a few of them over the years.

® (1400)

I am sure it is the libertarian part of the party that is flexing its
muscles at this point. The libertarians have not had a lot of support
from the government over the last four or five years as it races to
recoup as much of the centre ground from the Liberals that it could
get its hands on. Every once in a while the Conservatives throw
some red meat at the libertarians in their group.

That is the only reason the Conservatives would have taken this
measure. The public does not support what they are doing.

The Joe Clark government seemed to have suicidal tendencies
from day one. That was the government that started sending pension
cheques to federal prisoners. We have not seen that suicidal tendency
in the Conservative Party over the years, but we are certainly seeing
it now.

Practically every business organization in the country is opposed
to the government's approach on the census. School boards are
opposed to the idea. Pretty much each and every province is opposed
to the idea. Members over there might be able to tell me that one
province is onside with respect to this issue. My home province of
Manitoba is not in favour of this approach to the census. If the
government is trying to get allies, if it is trying to build support, then
it does not make any sense to torch its relationships.

We support this bill because it seeks to reverse the ideologically-
based decision of the Conservative government to cancel the long
form census. It would remove imprisonment of a person convicted of
providing false and misleading information. That is an issue.
Nobody has ever spent time in jail for failing to provide information
with respect to the census, but the idea that it was possible may have
weighed heavily on some people when they were asked to provide
information.

While we support the bill, it really does not go far enough. Bill
C-583 put forward by our colleague from Windsor West goes one
step further. It would enshrine in law the primacy of evidence-based
decision making over political manoeuvring of the likes we have
seen with the government. We have seen political manoeuvring by
the government not only with respect to this issue but with respect to
a whole range of other areas. The Conservatives have fired people,
sometimes people that they hired, who do not see things their way.
They hired the victims' advocate three years ago and when he did not
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act the way he promised on victims' support, they simply fired him.
They will get somebody who sees things their way.

As I have indicated, no Canadian has been imprisoned for failing
to fill out the long form census. That would be removed if this bill
were to pass. We have to remove political interference in the process.
The chief statistician has to be able to do his or her job in an
environment free of political meddling by an ideological govern-
ment, certainly one like the Conservative government which is intent
on suppressing evidence and information that contradicts its own
narrow agenda.

Imagine the outrage from Canadians and the international
community if the finance minister had interfered with the
independence of the Governor of the Bank of Canada to set
monetary policy. Why should we accept the government's heavy-
handedness by interfering with our chief statistician's capacity to do
his or her job?

As I have indicated, hundreds of individuals, organizations,
businesses, governments from coast to coast, certainly an apolitical
group of people have raised alarm bells about the terrible decision to
cancel the long form census—

® (1405)

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Denise Savoie): Order, please. The
hon. member's time has expired.

Resuming debate, the hon. member for St. Paul's for her reply.

Hon. Carolyn Bennett (St. Paul's, Lib.): Madam Speaker, I
thank all hon. members for speaking to the bill. I also thank the
Speaker for his excellent ruling that the bill does not require a royal
recommendation and therefore we hope to be voting on it and getting
it to committee as quickly as possible so that we can get this bill into
law.

The bill speaks to the government's failure in two ways. What it is
doing is harmful and unthinkable. How it has done it is the absolute
worst of what we are seeing in the government in terms of its
undemocratic approach and its approach to the citizens of this
country.

It is the ultimate, top-down, misguided, father-knows-best
paternalism that we have seen since coming to this place. This
seems to have been on the bucket list of the Prime Minister, who
does not want to measure things, does not want to know where there
is inequality, does not want to have to remedy things that are wrong,
because in some ways that is just what the census is. It is a report
card on how we are doing in our country and how we are dealing
with inequalities in our country.

The members opposite show audacity trying to prove that it does
not really matter and that this is an issue of privacy. [ would think the
former Chief Statistician would be appalled that the member for
Saskatoon—Rosetown—Biggar would be using his name and a
quote from him to defend something that he is so vehemently
opposed to. It is a disgrace. She is switching the words about privacy
in a way that is dishonest and misleading to Canadians.
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The thing about the census is that it is anonymous data. If people
do not want the government to know what religion they are, the
government will not know what religion they are after they have
filled out the census. It is the continued use of the words “intrusive”
and “coercive” that have been so destructive. As we learned this
morning in the access to information, because of this ongoing litany
of “coercive” and “intrusive” from the minister and the members
opposite, there is serious concern, and there was serious concern
expressed last year, that this ongoing disrespect for the need for a
mandatory census will actually do a disservice to the short form
census and even that will end up having less accurate data.

As was said this morning by The Canadian Press:

One of the key worries was that people might think that the basic census form,
which asks Canadians where they live, their ages, sexes and the language they speak,
was also voluntary.

“Many Canadians may interpret the voluntary long form as applying as well to the
mandatory short form,” reads the briefing note, released under the Access to
Information Act.

“This would, in Statistics Canada's view, create an unacceptable risk to the
credibility of the population count derived from the short-form census.”

If fewer people fill out the short form, the statistics agency warned it would affect
federal transfers to the provinces and the distribution of Commons seats

That is what the government seems to be trying to confuse us with
in terms that even Bill C-12 would not work without a proper
response to the census, and it is time that it brought Bill C-12 back to
the House as well.

The article goes on to say that the number of Canadians filling out
the forms potentially could decrease by as much as 40%.

The word “mandatory” also places an obligation on the
government to follow up. I think the most poignant testimony we
had at the industry committee this summer was from ITK's Elisapee
Sheutiapik, who said there was an amazing partnership that had
developed in the Arctic communities, and about how, even though
they are a community intimidated by forms, particularly because
some of the elders do not speak English, that having someone who
has been trained through Stats Canada going house to house, they are
very comfortable having that person come and help fill out those
forms, and they want to Canadians to know that there is an average
of 16 people living in that house and that is unacceptable.

So as we go forward, it is a matter of saying that the government
has refused to honour the opposition day motion. We hope that it

will, for once, as the Prime Minister said so many times before,
honour the will of the House and do the right thing, enshrine it in the
Statistics Act and get on with the 2011 census that we all need.

® (1410)

[Translation]

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Denise Savoie): The time provided for
debate has expired.

[English]

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

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

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Denise Savoie): All those in favour of
the motion will please say yea.

Some hon. members: Yea.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Denise Savoie): All those opposed
will please say nay.

Some hon. members: Nay.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Denise Saveie): In my opinion the
yeas have it.

And five or more members having risen:
® (1415)
[Translation)

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Denise Savoie): Pursuant to Standing
Order 93, the recorded division stands deferred until Wednesday,

December 8, 2010, immediately before the time provided for private
members' business.

It being 2:15 p.m., the House stands adjourned until next Monday
at 11 a.m. pursuant to Standing Order 24(1).

(The House adjourned at 2:15 p.m.)
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GOodin, YVOI ...t Acadie—Bathurst ............... New Brunswick.......... NDP
Goldring, Peter ........ooiuiiiiii i Edmonton East.................. Alberta ................... CPC
Goodale, Hon. Ralph ... Wascana ......................... Saskatchewan ............ Lib.
Goodyear, Hon. Gary, Minister of State (Science and Technology)
(Federal Economic Development Agency for Southern Ontario) .. Cambridge....................... Ontario ................... CPC



Province of Political
Name of Member Constituency Constituency Affiliation
Gourde, Jacques, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Public

Works and Government Services and to the Minister of National Lotbiniére—Chutes-de-la-

RevenuUe ... ..o Chaudiére........................ Québec ......ccvvvinn.... CPC
Gravelle, Claude ............. it i Nickel Belt ...................... Ontario ................... NDP
Grewal, NINA ...t Fleetwood—Port Kells ......... British Columbia ........ CPC
Guarnieri, Hon. Albina ..........ccooiiiiiiiiiiiiii Mississauga East—Cooksville . Ontario ................... Lib.
GUAY, MONIQUE ..ttt et e et e eiee e anaeens Riviére-du-Nord................. Québec .....vviiiiiinnnn BQ
Guergis, Hon. Helena ..o Simcoe—Grey .......coevvennnn. Ontario .........oceeeennns Ind. Cons.
Guimond, Claude ...t Rimouski-Neigette—

Témiscouata—Les Basques .... Québec ................... BQ
Guimond, Michel .......... i Montmorency—Charlevoix—

Haute-Cote-Nord................. Québec ......ooviiiinnn BQ
Hall Findlay, Martha ... Willowdale ...................... Ontario ...........c.oeeen. Lib.
Harper, Right Hon. Stephen, Prime Minister.......................... Calgary Southwest.............. Alberta ...........c.oo.el CPC
Harris, Jack ... ..o Newfoundland and

St. John's East................... Labrador.................. NDP
Harris, Richard ..... ... ... . il Cariboo—Prince George ....... British Columbia ........ CPC
Hawn, Hon. Laurie, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of

National Defence ..........coooiiiiiiiiiiiiii e Edmonton Centre ............... Alberta ...........o.ooeel CPC
Hiebert, RUSS ...ouueiii i South Surrey—White Rock—

Cloverdale ....................... British Columbia ........ CPC
Hoback, Randy ... Prince Albert .................... Saskatchewan ............ CPC
Hoeppner, Candice ..........c.coiiiuiiiiiii i Portage—Lisgar................. Manitoba ................. CPC
Holder, Ed ..o London West .............ooo.... Ontario ................... CPC
Holland, Mark .........coiiiiiiiiii e Ajax—Pickering ................ Ontario .......ooovveennnns Lib.
Hughes, Carol ........couiiiiiiiiii e Algoma—Manitoulin—

Kapuskasing..................... Ontario ................... NDP
Hyer, Bruce.......oooiiii Thunder Bay—Superior North. Ontario ................... NDP
Ignatieft, Hon. Michael, Leader of the Opposition ................... Etobicoke—Lakeshore.......... Ontario ........ooeeeennnns Lib.
Jean, Brian, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Transport,

Infrastructure and Communities ............ccooeevieiiiiinenineann.. Fort McMurray—Athabasca ... Alberta ................... CPC
Jennings, Hon. Marlene...............c.ooooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii i, Notre-Dame-de-Grace—

Lachine .......................... Québec ................... Lib.
Julian, Peter. ... ..o oo Burnaby—New Westminster ... British Columbia ........ NDP
Kamp, Randy, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Fisheries Pitt Meadows—Maple Ridge—

ANA OCEANS ...nuetttt ettt MIiSSION «.\eveeevieiiie e British Columbia ........ CPC
Kania, Andrew .......cooouiiiiiiiiii Brampton West.................. Ontario ........ooeeeennnns Lib.
Karygiannis, Hon. Jim ... Scarborough—Agincourt ....... Ontario ................... Lib.
Keddy, Gerald, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Interna-

tional Trade ......o.ueiii e South Shore—St. Margaret's ... Nova Scotia.............. CPC
Kennedy, Gerard ...........c.ooiiiiiiiiii Parkdale—High Park ........... Ontario .........oeeennnns Lib.
Kenney, Hon. Jason, Minister of Citizenship, Immigration and

MulticulturaliSm . ......o.eeeee e Calgary Southeast............... Alberta ................... CPC
Kent, Hon. Peter, Minister of State of Foreign Affairs (Americas).. Thornhill......................... Ontario ................... CPC
Kerr, Greg, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Veterans

AfTAITS . .o West Nova.........cooeeinnnnnn. Nova Scotia.............. CPC
Komarnicki, Ed, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Human

Resources and Skills Development and to the Minister of Labour Souris—Moose Mountain ...... Saskatchewan ............ CPC
Kramp, Daryl.... ..o Prince Edward—Hastings ...... Ontario ........ooeeeennnns CPC
Laforest, Jean-Yves ........oouiiiiiiii e Saint-Maurice—Champlain..... Québec ................... BQ
Laframboise, Mario .........coooueiiiiiiiiiiiiiii e Argenteuil—Papineau—

Mirabel ...l Québec .......eviin..... BQ



Name of Member

Political
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Lake, Mike, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Industry ...

Lalonde, Francine ..............cooiiiiiiiiiii il
Lauzon, GUY ...t e

Lavallée, Carole .......oooiiiiiiiiii e
Layton, Hon. Jack...........oooiiii s

Lebel, Hon. Denis, Minister of State (Economic Development
Agency of Canada for the Regions of Quebec).....................

LeBlanc, Hon. DOmInicC .........ccooeieeiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiaaaaaaaans
Lee, DErek ..o
Lemay, Marc ...

Lemieux, Pierre, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
AGEICUITUTE . ..o e

Leslie, Mean .......ooiinuiiiii e
Lessard, YVes . ...oooiiiiii i
LEVESQUE, YVOI ...ttt et e et e e e e

Lobb, Ben .. ..o

Lukiwski, Tom, Parliamentary Secretary to the Leader of the
Government in the House of Commons ...................c.oeenne.

Lunn, Hon. Gary, Minister of State (Sport) .............coevvvnnnen...
Lunney, James..........uoieiiiiiiiii e
MacAulay, Hon. Lawrence ...........oooeeiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii ...
MacKay, Hon. Peter, Minister of National Defence ..................

MacKenzie, Dave, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Public
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Maloway, JIM.....coouueiii i
Marston, Wayne ...........uuiiiiiiiiiiiii e
Martin, Hon. Keith..............ooo
Martin, Pat. . ..o
Martin, TONY . ....oouuitei e e
Masse, BIian. . ......cooviiiiiiii e
Mathyssen, Irene ...........ooiviiiiiii
Mayes, COLM ...ttt
McCallum, Hon. John ...,
McColeman, Phil.......... ..o
McGuinty, David.......cooiiiii
McKay, Hon. John ...... ..o
McLeod, Cathy ........uuiiiiiee e

McTeague, Hon. Dan ...
MeEnard, SErge ........ueeiiniii i
Mendes, Alexandra............cooeeiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii
Menzies, Ted, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Finance..
Merrifield, Hon. Rob, Minister of State (Transport)..................
Y 1L o 7 1
Milliken, Hon. Peter, Speaker of the House of Commons...........
Minna, Hon. Maria...........c.ooiiiiiiiiiiiiiii i

Province of
Constituency Constituency
Edmonton—Mill Woods—
Beaumont......................L Alberta ..................
La Pointe-de-I'le................ Québec .........ooeeniin,
Stormont—Dundas—South
Glengarry ........oooevviiiinnnn. Ontario ........ooeeeennn.
Saint-Bruno—Saint-Hubert. .... Québec .........oeenn.ln
Toronto—Danforth.............. Ontario ..................
Roberval—Lac-Saint-Jean...... Québec .................
Beauséjour..............oooeel New Brunswick.........
Scarborough—Rouge River.... Ontario ..................
Abitibi—Témiscamingue........ Québec .....vvvniinnnn
Glengarry—Prescott—Russell . Ontario ..................
Halifax.............ooooiiiia, Nova Scotia.............
Chambly—Borduas.............. Québec ..................
Abitibi—Baie-James—Nunavik
—Eeyou ..., Québec ....ovvnviinnn...
Huron—Bruce................... Ontario ..................
Regina—Lumsden—Lake
Centre......ooovvvniiiniiiean. Saskatchewan ...........
Saanich—Gulf Islands.......... British Columbia .......
Nanaimo—Albemi.............. British Columbia .......
Cardigan............c.ooeeeinnn. Prince Edward Island....
Central Nova..............ooeuet Nova Scotia.............
Oxford ......c.oooviiiiiiiiin. Ontario ..................
Bramalea—Gore—Malton....... Ontario ..................
Verchéres—Les Patriotes ....... Québec ..........oon..n.
Elmwood—Transcona .......... Manitoba ................
Hamilton East—Stoney Creek . Ontario ..................
Esquimalt—Juan de Fuca ...... British Columbia .......
Winnipeg Centre ................ Manitoba ................
Sault Ste. Marie................. Ontario ..................
Windsor West ................... Ontario ..................
London—Fanshawe............. Ontario ..................
Okanagan—Shuswap ........... British Columbia .......
Markham—Unionville.......... Ontario ..................
Brant..........coooooii Ontario ............ee.un.
Ottawa South.................... Ontario .........o.ceeenun.
Scarborough—Guildwood...... Ontario ..................
Kamloops—Thompson—
Cariboo .....oovvviiii British Columbia .......
Pickering—Scarborough East.. Ontario ..................
Marc-Aurele-Fortin ............. Québec ................n
Brossard—La Prairie ........... Québec ........eeienn.an.
Macleod ........coooviiiiiiii.. Alberta ..................
Yellowhead ...................... Alberta ..................

Bruce—Grey—Owen Sound... Ontario ..................

Kingston and the Islands .......
Beaches—East York ............

Ontario ..................
Ontario ..................

CpPC
BQ

CPC

BQ
NDP

CPC
Lib.
Lib.
BQ

CPC



Province of
Name of Member Constituency Constituency

Political
Affiliation

Moore, Hon. James, Minister of Canadian Heritage and Official Port Moody—Westwood—Port

LangUAZES. ..ottt e Coquitlam ....................... British Columbia .......
Moore, Hon. Rob, Minister of State (Small Business and Tourism) Fundy Royal .................... New Brunswick.........
Mourani, Maria...........c.ooooeiieieeii e Ahuntsic ......................... Québec ................n.
Mulcair, ThOmas ........c.uuviiiiii i ieiieeeee s Outremont ....................... Québec ..................
Murphy, Brian .........cooiiiii Moncton—Riverview—Dieppe New Brunswick.........
Murphy, Hon. Shawn ... Charlottetown ................... Prince Edward Island....
MUITAY, JOYCE ettt e Vancouver Quadra .............. British Columbia .......
Nadeau, Richard. ... i, Gatineau ..........ooevvinnnnnn.. Québec ........ooeennnn.
Neville, Hon. Anita .........c.coviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii i Winnipeg South Centre......... Manitoba ................
Nicholson, Hon. Rob, Minister of Justice and Attorney General of

Canada ... Niagara Falls .................... Ontario ..................
Norlock, Rick ......oooiiiiii Northumberland—Quinte West Ontario ..................
O'Connor, Hon. Gordon, Minister of State and Chief Government

WD Lo e Carleton—M ississippi Mills.... Ontario ..................
O'Neill-Gordon, Tilly .......oooieiiiii e Miramichi ....................... New Brunswick.........
Obhrai, Deepak, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Foreign

Affairs and to the Minister of International Cooperation........... Calgary East..................... Alberta ..................
Oda, Hon. Bev, Minister of International Cooperation ............... Durham........................e Ontario .........o.eeenen.
Oliphant, RODErt.........coouiiiiiiiii i Don Valley West................ Ontario ..................
Ouellet, ChriStian. ..........eovtiit i Brome—Missisquoi............. Québec .....ooviiiiinn.
Pacetti, MasSimO .......ooiueiiiite et Saint-Léonard—Saint-Michel .. Québec ..................
Paillé, Daniel ..........cooiiiii Hochelaga ....................... Québec .....ooiiiiiinnn.
Paillé, Pascal-Pierre ...........c.ooviiiiiiiiiiii e Louis-Hébert .................... Québec ........ooennnn.
Paquette, Pierre.........cooiiiiii Joliette ........cooiiiiiiiiiinn, Québec .....ooviiiiinnn.
Paradis, Hon. Christian, Minister of Natural Resources.............. Mégantic—L'Erable............. Québec ..........oo..l.
Patry, Bernard .........cc.oiiiiiiiiiiii i Pierrefonds—Dollard ........... Québec ...t
Payne, LaVar .........ooiiiiiii i Medicine Hat.................... Alberta ..................
Pearson, Glen...... ... London North Centre........... Ontario ..................

Petit, Daniel, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Justice .... Charlesbourg—Haute-Saint-

Charles.............cceeeeiiain Québec ........vvvnnn..n.
Plamondon, Louis.........coooiiiiiiiiiiii i Bas-Richelieu—Nicolet—

Bécancour ....................... Québec .................
Poilievre, Pierre, Parliamentary Secretary to the Prime Minister and

to the Minister of Intergovernmental Affairs........................ Nepean—Carleton .............. Ontario ........ooeveenen.

Pomerleau, ROger .........ooviiii i Drummond ...................... Québec ...........o...ln.
Preston, JOE .. ..o i Elgin—Middlesex—London ... Ontario ..................
Proulx, Marcel..........ouuiiiiiiii Hull—Aylmer ................... Québec .................
Rae, Hon. Bob ... Toronto Centre .................. Ontario ..................
Rafferty, John....... ..o Thunder Bay—Rainy River.... Ontario ..................
Raitt, Hon. Lisa, Minister of Labour .................................. Halton ............ccoooiiiiin. Ontario ..................
Rajotte, James ........coouiiiii i Edmonton—Leduc.............. Alberta ..................
Ratansi, Yasmin ........coooiiiiiiiiiiiiii e Don Valley East................. Ontario ..................
Rathgeber, Brent ...........coviiiiiiii Edmonton—St. Albert.......... Alberta ..................
Regan, Hon. Geoff..........coooiiiiiiii e Halifax West .................... Nova Scotia.............
Reid, SCott. ... oo Lanark—Frontenac—Lennox

and Addington .................. Ontario ..................
Richards, BlaKe. . ......cooooiiiiiiiiii Wild Rose .......ccoovvn.... Alberta ..................
Richardson, Lee .......c.cuvvviiiiiiiii i e Calgary Centre .................. Alberta ..................

Rickford, Greg, Parliamentary Secretary for Official Languages .... Kenora........................... Ontario ........coeveenens

CPC
CPC



Province of Political
Name of Member Constituency Constituency Affiliation
Ritz, Hon. Gerry, Minister of Agriculture and Agri-Food and
Minister for the Canadian Wheat Board............................. Battlefords—Lloydminster ..... Saskatchewan ............ CPC
Rodriguez, Pablo ..........ooiiiii Honoré-Mercier ................. Québec ..., Lib.
Rota, Anthony ........coooiiiiiii Nipissing—Timiskaming ....... Ontario .........ooeeennnns Lib.
Russell, Todd ... ... Newfoundland and
Labrador..............ccoevenn Labrador.................. Lib.
Savage, Michael............oooiiiiiiii e Dartmouth—Cole Harbour ..... Nova Scotia.............. Lib.
Savoie, Denise, The Acting Speaker............ccovvvviiiiiiininannn. Victoria .....ooooveeeiiiiiii.. British Columbia ........ NDP
Saxton, Andrew, Parliamentary Secretary to the President of the
Treasury Board ..........ccooiiiiii North Vancouver................ British Columbia ........ CPC
Scarpaleggia, Francis ............cooiiiiiiiiiiiiii it Lac-Saint-Louis ................. Québec ....ovviiiiiiinnnn Lib.
Scheer, Andrew, The Deputy Speaker............c.ovvviiiiinnnannn. Regina—Qu'Appelle............ Saskatchewan ............ CPC
Schellenberger, Gary .........c.eeeeeiieeeiieeeaieeeaieeaaieeanns Perth—Wellington .............. Ontario ........oovveennnns CPC
Sgro, Hon. Judy .....ooouiiiii York West ......ooovvvviinnnn.n. Ontario .........ooeeeennns Lib.
Shea, Hon. Gail, Minister of Fisheries and Oceans .................. Egmont .......................l. Prince Edward Island CPC
Shipley, BeV ...t Lambton—Kent—Middlesex... Ontario ................... CPC
Shory, Devinder ..........oouiuiiiii i Calgary Northeast............... Alberta ................... CPC
Siksay, Bill ... Burnaby—Douglas.............. British Columbia ........ NDP
SIVa, MAATIO ..ot Davenport ............c.oooen Ontario ..........ccoene... Lib.
SIMMS, SCOE ...ttt Bonavista—Gander—Grand Newfoundland and
Falls—Windsor.................. Labrador.................. Lib.
Simson, Michelle...........ccooooiiiiiiiiii Scarborough Southwest......... Ontario ................... Lib.
Smith, JOY ..o Kildonan—St. Paul ............. Manitoba ................. CPC
Sorenson, Kevin............oooiiiiiii Crowfoot ........ccoovveeeeaa... Alberta ................... CPC
St-Cyr, ThICITY ...eoeinti e Jeanne-Le Ber................... Québec .....ooviuiiiiiin BQ
Stanton, Bruce........oooviiiiiiiii Simcoe North ................... Ontario ................... CPC
Stoffer, Peter. .. .. Sackville—Eastern Shore ...... Nova Scotia.............. NDP
Storseth, Brian............ooooiiiiiiiiiiiiii Westlock—St. Paul ............. Alberta ................... CPC
Strahl, Hon. Chuck, Minister of Transport, Infrastructure and
COMMUNIEIES .+ 2+ vt vet e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e eeeenaaas Chilliwack—Fraser Canyon.... British Columbia ........ CPC
Sweet, David .....oviiii s Ancaster—Dundas—
Flamborough—Westdale ....... Ontario ................... CPC
Szabo, Paul ... ... Mississauga South .............. Ontario .........cceeenes Lib.
Thi Lac, Eve-Mary Thai..............oooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiin Saint-Hyacinthe—Bagot........ Québec .......oouiiiinnn BQ
Thibeault, Glenn ... Sudbury.........coooiiiiiiii Ontario ........ooeeeennnns NDP
Thompson, Hon. Greg ........oooeviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiciieen New Brunswick Southwest..... New Brunswick.......... CPC
Tilson, David .......c..uvriii e Dufferin—Caledon.............. Ontario ................... CPC
Toews, Hon. Vic, Minister of Public Safety .......................... Provencher ...................... Manitoba ................. CPC
Tonks, AlAn. ... ...ooiiiii i York South—Weston ........... Ontario ................... Lib.
Trost, Brad..... ... Saskatoon—Humboldt.......... Saskatchewan ............ CPC
Trudeau, JUSHIN ......oii e Papineau..................oollL Québec .......oouiiinn. Lib.
Tweed, MEIV .....oooiiiii i Brandon—Souris................ Manitoba ................. CPC
Uppal, Tim ..o Edmonton—Sherwood Park.... Alberta ................... CPC
Valeriote, FIanciS..........ovuiiiiiiiiii i Guelph........ooooiiiiiii Ontario ...........counnn.. Lib.
Van Kesteren, Dave .......cooooiiiiiiiiiiiiiie Chatham-Kent—Essex.......... Ontario ................... CPC
Van Loan, Hon. Peter, Minister of International Trade............... York—Simcoe................... Ontario ............c.couun.. CPC
Vellacott, MAUTICE . .....vuu ettt Saskatoon—Wanuskewin....... Saskatchewan ............ CPC
Verner, Hon. Josée, Minister of Intergovernmental Affairs, President
of the Queen’s Privy Council for Canada and Minister for La
Francophonie ............ooiiiiiiiiii i e Louis-Saint-Laurent............. Québec .....vviiiiiinnn CPC
Vincent, Robert..... ... Shefford ......................... Québec ........eviiin..... BQ
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Volpe, Hon. Joseph ........cooiiiiiii e Eglinton—Lawrence ............ Ontario ................... Lib.
Wallace, MIKE ... e i Burlington .................oo.L Ontario .........oovnnnn.. CPC
Warawa, Mark, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of the

Environment .........oo.oiiiiiii i e Langley ........oooovvvviinnn... British Columbia ........ CPC
Warkentin, Chris ......... ..o Peace River...................... Alberta ................... CPC
Watson, Jeff .. .. EsseX...oovviiiiiiiai Ontario ................... CPC
Weston, JONN ......oouiiiii West Vancouver—Sunshine

Coast—Sea to Sky Country.... British Columbia ........ CPC
Weston, Rodney ........oooiiiiiii i e Saint John ....................... New Brunswick.......... CPC
Wilfert, Hon. Bryon............oooiiiiiiiiiiii i Richmond Hill .................. Ontario ................... Lib.
Wong, Alice, Parliamentary Secretary for Multiculturalism.......... Richmond ....................... British Columbia ........ CPC
Woodworth, Stephen...........ccoooiiiiiiiiiii Kitchener Centre ................ Ontario .........oceeennns CPC
Wrzesnewskyj, BOrys ........ooiiiiiiiii Etobicoke Centre................ Ontario .........oeeennnes Lib.
Yelich, Hon. Lynne, Minister of State (Western Economic Diversi-

FICAtION) .\ttt Blackstrap ...........cooeinnn Saskatchewan ............ CPC
Young, Terence.........oovuiiiiiiiii i Oakville.........coovvieiiieinn. Ontario .........c......e... CPC
Za1aC, LIS ... oottt e LaSalle—Emard................. Québec ........eviinn.... Lib.
VACANCY oo Haute-Gaspésie—La Mitis—

Matane—Matapédia ............ Québec ........ooeeininnn.
VACANCY i e Vaughan .................ooeeee Ontario .........ooeeeennn.
VACANCY .o Dauphin—Swan River—

Marquette..........coovueeennnn. Manitoba .................
VACANCY oot Winnipeg North................. Manitoba .................
VACANCY oo Calgary Centre-North........... Alberta ...................
VACANCY oo Prince George—Peace River... British Columbia ........

N.B.: Under Political Affiliation: Lib. - Liberal; CPC - Conservative; BQ - Bloc Quebecois; NDP - New Democratic Party; Ind.
- Independent



ALPHABETICAL LIST OF MEMBERS OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS BY PROVINCE

Third Session—Fortieth Parliament

11

Political

Name of Member Constituency Affiliation
ALBERTA (27)
Ablonczy, Hon. Diane, Minister of State (Seniors) ............ccoevviiiiiiiiinennnn... Calgary—Nose Hill........................ CPC
Ambrose, Hon. Rona, Minister of Public Works and Government Services and

Minister for Status of Women ............ooiiiiiiiiiiiiii i Edmonton—Spruce Grove ................ CPC
ANAErS, ROD ... e Calgary West ......oovviiviiiiiiiiiieeannns CPC
Benoit, LeOm ...ttt e Vegreville—Wainwright ................... CPC
Calking, Blaine. . ......oooiiiiiii Wetaskiwin ...........oooiiiiiiinnen.... CPC
Casson, Hon. RiCK........oooii i e Lethbridge .......oovvviiiiii i, CPC
Dreeshen, Barl ... ... RedDeer .........oooviiiiin, CPC
Duncan, Linda ... ... e Edmonton—Strathcona .................... NDP
Goldring, Peter. . ... .o e Edmonton East...............cooooii CPC
Harper, Right Hon. Stephen, Prime Minister ..............ccooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiinn... Calgary Southwest ................ocoeiunee CPC
Hawn, Hon. Laurie, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of National Defence... Edmonton Centre .......................... CPC
Jean, Brian, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Transport, Infrastructure and

(0703 10754100081 1<1 N Fort McMurray—Athabasca .............. CPC
Kenney, Hon. Jason, Minister of Citizenship, Immigration and Multiculturalism .... Calgary Southeast.......................... CPC
Lake, Mike, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Industry ...................... Edmonton—Mill Woods—Beaumont .... CPC
Mengzies, Ted, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Finance .................... Macleod .....cceviiiiiiiiiii CPC
Merrifield, Hon. Rob, Minister of State (Transport) ...........ccoooeeiiiiiiiiieenn. Yellowhead .............ccoooviiiiiiinn. CPC
Obhrai, Deepak, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Foreign Affairs and to the

Minister of International CoOperation ..............coiiuuiiiiiiiieiiiiiiiiiieeannen.. Calgary East..........cooviviiiiiiiii, CPC
Payne, LaVar. ... ..o Medicine Hat................ooiiiiiii CPC
Rajotte, JAMES. .. ..ot e Edmonton—Leduc ........................ CPC
Rathgeber, Brent...........ooiiiii e Edmonton—St. Albert..................... CPC
Richards, BIAKE ...........ooiiiiiii e WIild ROSE ..o, CPC
Richardson, Lee.......oouiiiii i e Calgary Centre ..........oovvveeeinnieennnns CPC
Shory, DEeVINACT. .. ...ntt ettt e e e et e Calgary Northeast.......................... CPC
Sorenson, KeVIn .......oooiiiiiii i Crowfoot. ..., CPC
Storseth, Brian .........ccoooiiiiiii Westlock—St. Paul ........................ CPC
UPPAL, T ... e Edmonton—Sherwood Park............... CPC
Warkentin, CRris ... ... e Peace River..................cooiiiiiiiii. CPC
VA C AN CY o Calgary Centre-North......................
BRITISH COLUMBIA (35)
Abbott, HOn. JIm ..o Kootenay—Columbia...................... CPC
Atamanenko, AlCX ... ...ttt e British Columbia Southern Interior....... NDP
Cadman, Dona .........oiiiiii Surrey North ..., CPC
Cannan, RO ......oooiiiiii Kelowna—Lake Country.................. CPC
CroWdEr, JEaN .. ...ttt Nanaimo—Cowichan ...................... NDP
Cullen, Nathan ..........oouiii i e Skeena—Bulkley Valley................... NDP
Cummins, JONN ... e Delta—Richmond East .................... CPC
DaVIEs, DOM . ...t Vancouver Kingsway ...................... NDP
Davies, LibDY ... Vancouver East..............ooooiiiii NDP

Day, Hon. Stockwell, President of the Treasury Board and Minister for the Asia-
PaCific GatEWAY . ...ttt e e Okanagan—Coquihalla.................... CPC
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Dhaliwal, SuKh . ... ... Newton—North Delta ..................... Lib.
Donnelly, Fin ... New Westminster—Coquitlam ............ NDP
Dosanjh, Hon. Ujjal ......oooniiiii e Vancouver South...................ooi Lib.
Duncan, Hon. John, Minister of Indian Affairs and Northern Development, Federal

Interlocutor for Métis and Non-Status Indians and Minister of the Canadian

Northern Economic Development AZency......o..vvvvuriieeiiiieeiiiiieenineeannnnn. Vancouver Island North ................... CPC
Fast, Bd. .o oo Abbotsford. ... CPC
Fry, Hon. Hedy ..o e e Vancouver Centre ..........c.evevevveennn. Lib.
Grewal, NINA . ... ..ot e Fleetwood—Port Kells .................... CPC
Harris, Richard....... ... e Cariboo—Prince George .................. CPC
Hiebert, RUSS. ...ttt e South Surrey—White Rock—Cloverdale CPC
Julian, Peter . ....oouuuiii Burnaby—New Westminster .............. NDP
Kamp, Randy, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Fisheries and Oceans..... Pitt Meadows—Maple Ridge—Mission.. CPC
Lunn, Hon. Gary, Minister of State (Sport)............ccooeiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiananns Saanich—Gulf Islands ..................... CPC
LUNNEY, JAMES ...ttt ettt e et e e et e et e e e e e aaas Nanaimo—Alberni................oooooo... CPC
Martin, Hon. Keith ......oooiiiiii e Esquimalt—Juan de Fuca ................. Lib.
Mayes, COlIM. ...ttt et e e e e Okanagan—Shuswap ...................... CPC
MCLeod, Cathy .....eeieee e e et Kamloops—Thompson—Cariboo......... CPC
Moore, Hon. James, Minister of Canadian Heritage and Official Languages......... Port Moody—Westwood—Port

Coquitlam ... CPC
MUITAY, JOYCE .. vttt ettt ettt et e et e et e et e e et e eee e e aaeeaanas Vancouver Quadra ...................oeuees Lib.
Savoie, Denise, The Acting Speaker .........couuiiiiiiieiiiie i eaieeanns AV (o100} o - NDP
Saxton, Andrew, Parliamentary Secretary to the President of the Treasury Board.... North Vancouver........................... CPC
Siksay, Bill. ... s Burnaby—Douglas......................... NDP
Strahl, Hon. Chuck, Minister of Transport, Infrastructure and Communities ......... Chilliwack—Fraser Canyon............... CPC
Warawa, Mark, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of the Environment......... Langley .....ooovveiiiiiiiiiii e CPC
WeSton, JONM . ... .o o e West Vancouver—Sunshine Coast—Sea
to Sky Country ........cooevvveiiiiinan.. CPC

Wong, Alice, Parliamentary Secretary for Multiculturalism ............................ Richmond.................ooooi, CPC
VACANCY oo Prince George—Peace River..............
MANITOBA (12)
AShton, NIKI ... Churchill.............ooooo NDP
Bezan, James. ... ... e Selkirk—Interlake.......................... CPC
Bruinooge, Rod ..o Winnipeg South ... CPC
Fletcher, Hon. Steven, Minister of State (Democratic Reform) ........................ Charleswood—St. James—Assiniboia.... CPC
Glover, Shelly, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Indian Affairs and Northern

DEVEIOPIMENL . ...ttt e Saint Boniface....................o CPC
Hoeppner, CandiCe ...........ooueiiiiiiii i Portage—Lisgar..............c.oooiinl. CPC
Maloway, JIM ..o Elmwood—Transcona ..................... NDP
Martin, Pat ... Winnipeg Centre ..........cccevviuveeanne. NDP
Neville, HON. ANTEA. .. .ooentte e Winnipeg South Centre.................... Lib.
SMIth, JOY ..o s Kildonan—St. Paul ........................ CPC
Toews, Hon. Vic, Minister of Public Safety .............ccoooiiiiiiiiiiiii s Provencher.........ccooovvveiiiiiiiin.. CPC
TWEEA, MEIV ...t Brandon—Souris.............coooeiiiiil CPC
VA C AN CY ottt e e Winnipeg North....................ooil
VACANCY oo Dauphin—Swan River—Marquette.......

NEW BRUNSWICK (10)
N 1S3 1 1 Tobique—Mactaquac ...................... CPC
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Name of Member Constituency Affiliation
Ashfield, Hon. Keith, Minister of National Revenue, Minister of the Atlantic Canada

Opportunities Agency and Minister for the Atlantic Gateway ....................... Fredericton .............ccoviviiiiiiiiinn, CPC
D'Amours, Jean-Claude ..ottt Madawaska—Restigouche................. Lib.
GOdIN, YVOI ..t e Acadie—Bathurst .......................... NDP
LeBlanc, HOn. DOMINIC . ... .uutteeet et et Beauséjour.........oooiiiiiiiiiii Lib.
Moore, Hon. Rob, Minister of State (Small Business and Tourism)................... Fundy Royal ..., CPC
Murphy, Brian .......oooi Moncton—Riverview—Dieppe ........... Lib.
O'Neill-Gordon, Tilly.......oouueeii e Miramichi..............ooiiii CPC
Thompson, HON. GIeg .........ueiiiniiiiii i e New Brunswick Southwest................ CPC
Weston, ROANEY ..o Saint John ... CPC
NEWFOUNDLAND AND LABRADOR (7)
ANAIEWS, SCOM. ..ttt et Avalon ... Lib.
Bymme, HOn. GeITY ...ttt e e e e e e eae e Humber—St. Barbe—Baie Verte ......... Lib.
Coady, STODNAN . ... e St. John's South—Mount Pearl ........... Lib.
FOOte, JUAY .. ot Random—Burin—St. George's ........... Lib.
Harris, Jack ..o e St. John's East.............................. NDP
Russell, Todd ..o Labrador..................ooiiiiiii Lib.
SIMIMS, SCOtE ..ttt et et et Bonavista—Gander—Grand Falls—

WiIndsor.......ooovviiiiiiii Lib.
NORTHWEST TERRITORIES (1)
Bevington, Denmis ... .....ouiutiteit e Western Arctic .........ocovvviiiieeniae... NDP
NOVA SCOTIA (11)
ATISITONG, SCOLE. ...ttt ettt et e e e et e e e et e e et e e aee e aneens Cumberland—Colchester—
Musquodoboit Valley ...................... CPC

Brison, HOm. SCOtt. .. oot Kings—Hants ... Lib.
Cuzner, ROAGET ..o Cape Breton—Canso ...................... Lib.
Eyking, Hon. Mark ..o Sydney—Victoria ..........ccoooeiiinn... Lib.
Keddy, Gerald, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of International Trade....... South Shore—St. Margaret's .............. CPC
Kerr, Greg, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Veterans Affairs.............. West Nova......ooovvviviiiiiiininnn. CPC
1T T 1 (<7 1 Halifax ... NDP
MacKay, Hon. Peter, Minister of National Defence ....................ccooiieL. Central Nova ..........ccoovvviiiiiiiiann, CPC
Regan, Hon. Geoff ... Halifax West..........coooiiiiiiiiii, Lib.
Savage, MIChael ..ot Dartmouth—Cole Harbour ................ Lib.
Stoffer, Peter .. oo Sackville—Eastern Shore.................. NDP
NUNAVUT (1)
Aglukkaq, Hon. Leona, Minister of Health....................ooo.. NUnavut......coovveieiiiiiiiii e CPC
ONTARIO (105)
Albrecht, Harold ... Kitchener—Conestoga ..................... CPC
Allen, Malcolm .. ..o o Welland ... NDP
ALLSON, DEAN ... Niagara West—Glanbrook................. CPC
ANGUS, Charlie . ...t e Timmins—James Bay ..................... NDP
Bains, HOn. Navdeep . .....oouuiiit et et eaas Mississauga—Brampton South............ Lib.
Baird, Hon. John, Leader of the Government in the House of Commons and Minister

of the ENVITONMENt . .....oo.uuiiii e Ottawa West—Nepean..................... CPC
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Name of Member Constituency Affiliation
Bélanger, Hon. Mauril........ ..o Ottawa—Vanier .............coevveieennnn. Lib.
Bennett, Hon. Carolyn .........o.ooiiiiiiii i St. Paul's...ocoeviiiii Lib.
Braid, Peter .. ..ot Kitchener—Waterloo....................... CPC
Brown, GOrdomn ........iiiiuiii Leeds—Grenville .......................... CPC
BrOWI, LOmS ...ttt Newmarket—Aurora....................... CPC
Brown, Patrick .........oooiiiiii Barrie ... CPC
Calandra, Paul ...... ... Oak Ridges—Markham ................... CPC
Cannis, JONN ... Scarborough Centre........................ Lib.
Carrie, Colin, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Health ...................... Oshawa ......coviiiiii i CPC
Charlton, CRIiS. ......oooiii e e Hamilton Mountain ........................ NDP
Chong, Hon. Michael ...........coiiiiiii e Wellington—Halton Hills ................. CPC
Chow, OLIVIA ..ottt e e Trinity—Spadina ... NDP
Christopherson, David...........cooiiiii i Hamilton Centre .................ooceiiiiee NDP
Clement, Hon. Tony, Minister of Industry .............ccooviiiiiiiiiiiiiiii s Parry Sound—Muskoka ................... CPC
Comartin, JOE . ...t Windsor—Tecumseh....................... NDP
Crombie, BONNIE. ... ...ooo i Mississauga—Streetsville.................. Lib.
Davidson, PatriCia ... ...t e Sarnia—Lambton .......................... CPC
Dechert, Bob, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Justice...................... Mississauga—Erindale..................... CPC
Del Mastro, Dean, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Canadian Heritage ... Peterborough .............................. CPC
Devolin, Barry, The Acting Speaker ..........ccoviuiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii i Haliburton—Kawartha Lakes—Brock.... CPC
Dewar, Paul ... Ottawa Centre ............coovviiiiinnn.... NDP
Dhalla, RUDY ..t e Brampton—Springdale .................... Lib.
Dryden, Hon. Ken.......c.ooiiitiiiii e e e York Centre ..........ccooiiiiiiiiiiii., Lib.
LT Ter: s TR G ] 20 Etobicoke North.......................... .. Lib.
Dykstra, Rick, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Citizenship and

IMMIGIAtION ..ot e St. Catharines .............ccoeeeeiiinee.. CPC
Finley, Hon. Diane, Minister of Human Resources and Skills Development ......... Haldimand—Norfolk ...................... CPC
Flaherty, Hon. Jim, Minister of Finance ...............cccovviiiiiiiiiiiiiiieinenns Whitby—Oshawa .....................o.eee CPC
Galipeau, Royal..... ..o e Ottawa—Orléans........................... CPC
Gallant, Cheryl.......ooouiiii et e e e e Renfrew—Nipissing—Pembroke ......... CPC
Goodyear, Hon. Gary, Minister of State (Science and Technology) (Federal Economic

Development Agency for Southern Ontario) ...........ccoooeiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiee.. Cambridge ........ooovvviiiiiiii CPC
Gravelle, Claude ... ..ot Nickel Belt ... NDP
Guarnieri, Hon. AIbina..........oouiiiiii e Mississauga East—Cooksville ............ Lib.
Guergis, Hon. Helena ..........c.oiiiiiiii e Simcoe—Grey....oovvvvviiiieeiiinennn.. Ind. Cons.
Hall Findlay, Martha ... e Willowdale ...l Lib.
Holder, Ed. ... ..o London West ............ccooiiiiiiiiiii.. CPC
Holland, Mark ..o Ajax—Pickering ... Lib.
Hughes, Carol. ..o Algoma—Manitoulin—Kapuskasing ..... NDP
Hyer, BIUCE . e Thunder Bay—Superior North............ NDP
Ignatieff, Hon. Michael, Leader of the Opposition................ccooiiiiiiiinin. Etobicoke—Lakeshore..................... Lib.
Kania, ANArewW .......oueiiiii e Brampton West...............oooiiiiiiin Lib.
Karygiannis, Hon. JIm ... Scarborough—Agincourt .................. Lib.
Kennedy, Gerard...........c.oooiuiiiei e e Parkdale—High Park ...................... Lib.
Kent, Hon. Peter, Minister of State of Foreign Affairs (Americas).................... Thornhill............oooiiiii CPC
Kramp, Daryl ... Prince Edward—Hastings ................. CPC
Lauzon, GUY ..ot Stormont—Dundas—South Glengarry ... CPC
Layton, Hon. Jack ........ooii i Toronto—Danforth......................... NDP
Lee, Derek ... Scarborough—Rouge River............... Lib.
Lemieux, Pierre, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Agriculture ............. Glengarry—Prescott—Russell............. CPC
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Name of Member Constituency Affiliation
LoD, Bem .. Huron—Bruce.............................. CPC
MacKenzie, Dave, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Public Safety ......... Oxford .....ooooiiiiii CPC
Malhi, Hon. GUIbaX ........ooiiiiiiiii i Bramalea—Gore—Malton................. Lib.
MarSton, WAYNE ....couuiititt ettt ettt Hamilton East—Stoney Creek ............ NDP
Martin, TOMY ..ttt ettt et e et Sault Ste. Marie....................oonnn. NDP
MaASSE, BIIan ...ttt Windsor West ........coooiiiiiiiiiii NDP
MathysSen, ITeNe. . ....ouuit ettt e e e London—Fanshawe........................ NDP
McCallum, Hon. JORN ..... ..o e Markham—Unionville..................... Lib.
McColeman, Phil ... . ... Brant..............oo CPC
McGuinty, David ......oooeiiii Ottawa South...............ooooi Lib.
McKay, Hon. JORN ....oooouiiii Scarborough—Guildwood.................. Lib.
McTeague, Hon. Dan. ... e Pickering—Scarborough East............. Lib.
MIller, Larmy . ooneeeeei e e Bruce—Grey—Owen Sound............... CPC
Milliken, Hon. Peter, Speaker of the House of Commons ............................. Kingston and the Islands .................. Lib.
Minna, Hon. Maria ... Beaches—East York ....................... Lib.
Nicholson, Hon. Rob, Minister of Justice and Attorney General of Canada.......... Niagara Falls ..............coooeiiiinias CPC
Norlock, RICK ... s Northumberland—Quinte West ........... CPC
O'Connor, Hon. Gordon, Minister of State and Chief Government Whip............. Carleton—Mississippi Mills............... CPC
Oda, Hon. Bev, Minister of International Cooperation ...............cc.ooeviiiieee... Durham ... CPC
Oliphant, RODEIt ... e Don Valley West ........oooeviiiiiiinnn. Lib.
Pearson, GIen ......ooouiii e London North Centre ...................... Lib.
Poilievre, Pierre, Parliamentary Secretary to the Prime Minister and to the Minister of
Intergovernmental Affairs ...........cooiuiiiiii i e Nepean—Carleton .................oeeeene. CPC

Preston, JOE . ... Elgin—Middlesex—London .............. CPC
Rae, Hon. Bob ... o Toronto Centre ..........coovviiieeeaeaa... Lib.
Rafferty, JOhn ......cooi Thunder Bay—Rainy River............... NDP
Raitt, Hon. Lisa, Minister of Labour...............oooiiiii e, Halton..........ooooiiiiiiiiiiiiia CPC
Ratansi, YasSImiIl. . ......oooiiiiiti ettt Don Valley East...........cccevviviiinnn Lib.
REIA, SCOM ..ttt e Lanark—Frontenac—Lennox and

Addington ... CPC
Rickford, Greg, Parliamentary Secretary for Official Languages ...................... Kenora.......oooovviiiiiiiiiii i, CPC
ROta, ANTNONY . ..utttti et Nipissing—Timiskaming .................. Lib.
SChElleNbErZer, GaIY .....oouetieettt ettt et e et e e et e eee e eaeeeaaaas Perth—Wellington ......................... CPC
Sgro, HOn. JUAY ..ooonniii s York West ..o.vviiviiiiiiiiiiii i Lib.
ShIPLEY, BeV ...ttt s Lambton—Kent—Middlesex.............. CPC
N2 T\Y, 1 (o TN Davenport .........oovviiiiiiiiiiii Lib.
Simson, MicChelle .........oooiiiiii Scarborough Southwest.................... Lib.
Stanton, BIUcCe ........ooiiiiii Simcoe North .............................. CPC
SWeet, David. . ....oi s Ancaster—Dundas—Flamborough—

Westdale .....c.oovviiiiiiiiiie e CPC
Szabo, Paul. ... ... Mississauga South ......................... Lib.
Thibeault, GIENN ... ... i e Sudbury....ooooviiii NDP
TilSOn, David .......oviiiiii it e Dufferin—Caledon......................... CPC
TONKS, AlAN ... York South—Weston ...................... Lib.
Valeriote, FTancis ...........oooiuieii i Guelph ....oovi Lib.
Van Kesteren, Dave ... Chatham-Kent—Essex..................... CPC
Van Loan, Hon. Peter, Minister of International Trade ....................coovinnnn.. York—Simeoe. ... CPC
Volpe, HOn. JOSEP . ...neeii e Eglinton—Lawrence ....................... Lib.
Wallace, MIKE. ..o oo e Burlington ............oooiiiiiiii CPC
Watson, Jefl ... oo BSSEX i CPC
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Name of Member Constituency Affiliation
Wilfert, Hon. Bryon ..o Richmond Hill .....................oi. Lib.
Woodworth, Stephen .........oouiiii Kitchener Centre ...........ccovvviiiinn CPC
Wrzesnewskyj, BOTYS ... Etobicoke Centre............ccovvviiiinnn. Lib.
YoUNG, TEIEIICE .. .eveeeinett ettt et Oakville.......cooviiiii i CPC
VA C AN CY ottt e e Vaughan ..........ccooiiiiiiiiiiiiinninn,
PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND (4)
Easter, HON. Wayne ........c.oiiiiiiiiiiiit e et e s Malpeque .....ovvviieiiie e Lib.
MacAulay, HOn. LaWIeNnCe. ......ovvutittittt ettt e eiee e eaeenns Cardigan ..........ccoevviiiiiiiiiinennnn... Lib.
Murphy, Hon. Shawn. ... ..o Charlottetown .............c.ocvviiienn... Lib.
Shea, Hon. Gail, Minister of Fisheries and Oceans ......................coviiiinnnnn, Egmont ... CPC
QUEBEC (74)
ANAIE, GUY ...ttt e e e e e Berthier—Maskinongé..................... BQ
Arthur, ANdI€ ... Portneuf—Jacques-Cartier................. Ind.
ASSElin, GETATd ......eei e Manicouagan ............ooeeeeiiiiiiaannnns BQ
Bachand, Claude.............ooiiiiiiiiiii e Saint-Jean................oocoiiiii, BQ
Beaudin, JOS€e ... e Saint-Lambert ...l BQ
Bellavance, ANAI€ . .......oooiiiiiiii i Richmond—Arthabaska ................... BQ
Bernier, HON. MaXimme. .. .....ouuiiiiit ettt et et Beauce ........ooooiiiiii CPC
Bigras, Bernard ..........ooiiuiiiiii s Rosemont—La Petite-Patrie............... BQ
Blackburn, Hon. Jean-Pierre, Minister of Veterans Affairs and Minister of State

(AGLICUITUIR). . ettt e Jonquiere—Alma..................oo CPC
Blais, Raynald ........oooiiiii Gaspésie—iles-de-la-Madeleine............ BQ
Blaney, StV ...ttt ettt et e e e e Lévis—DBellechasse ........................ CPC
Bonsant, France. .........cooooiuiiiiii e Compton—Stanstead....................... BQ
Bouchard, RODEIt .. ....oooiii e Chicoutimi—Le Fjord ..................... BQ
Boucher, Sylvie, Parliamentary Secretary for Status of Women ....................... Beauport—Limoilou ....................... CPC
Bourgeois, DIane ............ooutiiiiiit i Terrebonne—Blainville .................... BQ
Brunelle, Paule. ... e Trois-Riviéres ............ocovviiiiiiiinn, BQ
Cannon, Hon. Lawrence, Minister of Foreign Affairs ......................oooei. PontiaC..............ooooiiiiiiiii CPC
Cardin, ST .. ...veettt et e Sherbrooke ...........ccoooeiiiil, BQ
Carrier, RODET ... .. e Alfred-Pellan .......................ooll. BQ
Coderre, HOn. Denis. .. ...ooiiii e Bourassa .........ooooiiiiiiiiiiiii Lib.
Cotler, HON. IrWIn . ...ooiiii e Mount Royal ............coevviiiiiiin... Lib.
DeBellefeuille, Claude .........oouiiiii e Beauharnois—Salaberry ................... BQ
Demers, NICOIE . ... .ottt e e Laval ..o, BQ
Deschamps, Johanne .............ooiiiiiiiiiii i Laurentides—Labelle ...................... BQ
DeSNOYETS, LUC .. .eettit ettt Riviére-des-Mille-fles...................... BQ
Dion, Hon. StEphane ............ooiiiiiii e Saint-Laurent—Cartierville ................ Lib.
DOTION, JEAM ...ttt e Longueuil—Pierre-Boucher ............... BQ
Duceppe, GIlles . ....oonniiii e Laurier—Sainte-Marie ..................... BQ
DUfOUL, NICOIAS . ..ttt ettt et e e e e et e e e e e aaes Repentigny ........cooovviiiviiiiniiinnnn... BQ
Faille, MEili . ..o Vaudreuil-Soulanges ....................... BQ
Folco, Raymonde .........viiiii i e e Laval—Les fles ......oovveeeieei. Lib.
Freeman, Carole ..........ooooiiiiiiii i Chateauguay—Saint-Constant............. BQ
Gagnon, CHIISLIANE ..ottt ettt et et e et e e e e e aeeenns QUEDEC. ... it BQ
Garneat, MAIC .......ooiiiii ittt ettt Westmount—Ville-Marie .................. Lib.

Gaudet, ROZET ... Montealm........cooovviiiiiiiiii BQ



17

Name of Member

Constituency

Political
Affiliation

Généreux, Bernard. ... ...

Gourde, Jacques, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Public Works and
Government Services and to the Minister of National Revenue

Guay, Monique
Guimond, Claude

Guimond, Michel

Jennings, Hon. Marlene
Laforest, Jean-Yves
Laframboise, MArio. .. .......uiiiiiiiiiii ettt

Lalonde, Francine. ............ccooiiiiiiiiii i

Lavallée, Carole

Lebel, Hon. Denis, Minister of State (Economic Development Agency of Canada for
the Regions of Quebec)

Lemay, Marc

Lessard, Yves

Meénard, Serge
Mendes, Alexandra

Mourani, MATIa . ......oooiiii i
Mulcair, TROMAS .. .....ooii e
Nadeau, Richard
Ouellet, Christian
Pacetti, MaSSIMO . ...ttt e
Paillé, Daniel. ... ...

Paillé, Pascal-Pierre. ..........uuuiiiii i e

Paquette, Pierre
Paradis, Hon. Christian, Minister of Natural Resources

Patry, Bernard..........oouiiiiiii i e
Petit, Daniel, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Justice.......................
Plamondon, LOUIS .......ooiiiiiiii
Pomerleau, ROGET. ... ..o
Proulx, Marcel
Rodriguez, Pablo
Scarpaleggia, Francis
St-Cyr, TRICITY ... e oot
Thi Lac, Eve-Mary Thai
Trudeau, JUSHIN. . ...oooii i

Verner, Hon. Josée, Minister of Intergovernmental Affairs, President of the Queen’s
Privy Council for Canada and Minister for La Francophonie

Vincent, Robert
Zarac, Lise
VACANCY

SASKATCHEWAN (14)

Anderson, David, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Natural Resources and
for the Canadian Wheat Board

Montmagny—L'Islet—Kamouraska—
Riviére-du-Loup..........coovviviiinn...

Lotbiniére—Chutes-de-la-Chaudiére........
Riviére-du-Nord .....................ooool

Rimouski-Neigette—Témiscouata—Les
Basques

Montmorency—Charlevoix—Haute-
Cote-Nord

Notre-Dame-de-Grace—Lachine

Saint-Maurice—Champlain................
Argenteuil—Papineau—Mirabel
La Pointe-de-I'Tle

Roberval—Lac-Saint-Jean.................
Abitibi—Témiscamingue
Chambly—Borduas

Abitibi—Baie-James—Nunavik—Eeyou .

Vercheres—Les Patriotes
Marc-Auréle-Fortin
Brossard—La Prairie
Ahuntsic
Outremont

Gatineau ..........ovvviiiiiiiiiiiien,
Brome—MissiSquoi.........vveiuiiiaannne.
Saint-Léonard—Saint-Michel
Hochelaga
Louis-Hébert

Mégantic—L'Erable........................
Pierrefonds—Dollard
Charlesbourg—Haute-Saint-Charles

Bas-Richelieu—Nicolet—Bécancour .....
Drummond
Hull—Aylmer

Honoré-Mercier

Lac-Saint-Louis

Jeanne-Le Ber......................ll.

Saint-Hyacinthe—Bagot
Papineau

Louis-Saint-Laurent
Shefford
LaSalle—Emard...........cocoveuvieinin..

Haute-Gaspésie—La Mitis—Matane—
Matapédia
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Name of Member Constituency Affiliation
Block, KeILy ... Saskatoon—Rosetown—Biggar........... CPC
Boughen, Ray........cooiii Palliser.......cooovviiiiiiiiiiiiii e CPC
Breitkreuz, GaITY ....ouniiii e e Yorkton—Melville ......................... CPC
Clarke, ROD ..o Desnethé—M issinippi—Churchill River . CPC
Goodale, Hon. Ralph...... ..o e Wascana ..........oooviiiiiiiiiiiiiiaiea, Lib.
Hoback, Randy .........coiiiiiiiiii e Prince Albert ..............cccoiiiiiiil CPC
Komarnicki, Ed, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Human Resources and

Skills Development and to the Minister of Labour ....................oooiiiiie Souris—Moose Mountain ................. CPC
Lukiwski, Tom, Parliamentary Secretary to the Leader of the Government in the

House of COMMONS .....ouutittettt et e aeeens Regina—Lumsden—Lake Centre......... CPC
Ritz, Hon. Gerry, Minister of Agriculture and Agri-Food and Minister for the

Canadian Wheat Board............coiiiiiiiiiii e Battlefords—Lloydminster ................ CPC
Scheer, Andrew, The Deputy Speaker ........cc.viiiiiiiiiiiiiieiii i, Regina—Qu'Appelle....................... CPC
Trost, Brad ......oooiiiii Saskatoon—Humboldt..................... CPC
Vellacott, MAUIICE .. .....vtetti ettt ettt ettt et ettt e e e et e e Saskatoon—Wanuskewin.................. CPC
Yelich, Hon. Lynne, Minister of State (Western Economic Diversification) .......... Blackstrap ........ccoovviiiiiiiiiiii CPC
YUKON (1)
Bagnell, Hon. Larmy .......ooiiii i YUKON ..t Lib.



Chair:

Larry Bagnell
Rob Clarke
Earl Dreeshen

Jim Abbott
Harold Albrecht
Mike Allen
Dean Allison
Rob Anders
David Anderson
Charlie Angus
Scott Armstrong
Niki Ashton
Gérard Asselin
Carolyn Bennett
Leon Benoit
Maxime Bernier
Dennis Bevington
James Bezan
Steven Blaney
Kelly Block
Sylvie Boucher
Ray Boughen
Peter Braid
Garry Breitkreuz
Gordon Brown
Lois Brown
Patrick Brown
Rod Bruinooge
Dona Cadman
Paul Calandra
Blaine Calkins
Ron Cannan
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LIST OF STANDING AND SUB-COMMITTEES
(As of December 3, 2010 — 3rd Session, 40th Parliament)

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS AND NORTHERN DEVELOPMENT

Bruce Stanton

Shelly Glover
Marc Lemay

Colin Carrie
Rick Casson
Michael Chong
Nathan Cullen
John Cummins
Patricia Davidson
Bob Dechert
Dean Del Mastro
Jean Dorion

Ken Dryden
John Duncan
Kirsty Duncan
Rick Dykstra

Ed Fast

Carole Freeman
Royal Galipeau
Cheryl Gallant
Bernard Généreux
Peter Goldring
Jacques Gourde
Nina Grewal
Richard Harris
Laurie Hawn
Russ Hiebert
Randy Hoback
Candice Hoeppner
Ed Holder

Carol Hughes
Bruce Hyer

Vice-Chairs:

Yvon Lévesque
Anita Neville

Associate Members

Brian Jean
Randy Kamp
Gerald Keddy
Greg Kerr

Ed Komarnicki
Daryl Kramp
Mike Lake

Guy Lauzon
Pierre Lemieux
Megan Leslie
Ben Lobb

Tom Lukiwski
James Lunney
Dave MacKenzie
Pat Martin

Tony Martin
Colin Mayes
Phil McColeman
Cathy McLeod
Ted Menzies
Larry Miller
Rick Norlock
Tilly O'Neill-Gordon
Deepak Obhrai
Daniel Petit
Pierre Poilievre
Joe Preston
John Rafferty
James Rajotte

Jean Crowder
Todd Russell

LaVar Payne (12)
John Weston

Brent Rathgeber
Scott Reid

Blake Richards
Lee Richardson
Greg Rickford
Andrew Saxton
Gary Schellenberger
Bev Shipley
Devinder Shory
Joy Smith

Kevin Sorenson
Brian Storseth
David Sweet

Greg Thompson
David Tilson

Brad Trost

Justin Trudeau
Merv Tweed

Tim Uppal

Dave Van Kesteren
Maurice Vellacott
Mike Wallace
Mark Warawa
Chris Warkentin
Jeff Watson
Rodney Weston
Alice Wong
Stephen Woodworth
Terence Young
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Chair:

Harold Albrecht
Carolyn Bennett

Jim Abbott
Mike Allen
Dean Allison
Rob Anders
David Anderson
Charlie Angus
Scott Armstrong
Leon Benoit
Maxime Bernier
James Bezan
Steven Blaney
Sylvie Boucher
Ray Boughen
Peter Braid
Garry Breitkreuz
Gordon Brown
Lois Brown
Patrick Brown
Rod Bruinooge
Dona Cadman
Blaine Calkins
Ron Cannan
Colin Carrie
Rick Casson
Michael Chong
David Christopherson
Rob Clarke

Joe Comartin
John Cummins
Claude DeBellefeuille

ACCESS TO INFORMATION, PRIVACY AND ETHICS

Shawn Murphy

Kelly Block
Paul Calandra

Bob Dechert
Dean Del Mastro
Earl Dreeshen
John Duncan
Rick Dykstra

Ed Fast

Judy Foote
Christiane Gagnon
Royal Galipeau
Cheryl Gallant
Bernard Généreux
Shelly Glover
Yvon Godin

Peter Goldring
Jacques Gourde
Nina Grewal
Martha Hall Findlay
Jack Harris
Richard Harris
Laurie Hawn
Russ Hiebert
Randy Hoback
Candice Hoeppner
Ed Holder

Brian Jean
Marlene Jennings
Randy Kamp
Gerald Keddy
Greg Kerr

Ed Komarnicki

Vice-Chairs:

Wayne Easter
Carole Freeman

Associate Members

Daryl Kramp
Mario Laframboise
Mike Lake

Guy Lauzon
Jack Layton
Pierre Lemieux
Ben Lobb

Tom Lukiwski
James Lunney
Dave MacKenzie
Jim Maloway
Pat Martin

Colin Mayes
Phil McColeman
Cathy McLeod
Serge Ménard
Ted Menzies
Larry Miller
Anita Neville
Rick Norlock
Tilly O'Neill-Gordon
Deepak Obhrai
Robert Oliphant
Pierre Paquette
LaVar Payne
Daniel Petit

Joe Preston
James Rajotte
Brent Rathgeber
Scott Reid

Patricia Davidson

Pierre Poilievre (11)
Eve-Mary Thai Thi Lac

Blake Richards

Lee Richardson
Greg Rickford
Andrew Saxton
Gary Schellenberger
Bev Shipley
Devinder Shory
Michelle Simson
Joy Smith

Kevin Sorenson
Bruce Stanton
Brian Storseth
David Sweet

Greg Thompson
David Tilson

Brad Trost

Merv Tweed

Tim Uppal

Dave Van Kesteren
Maurice Vellacott
Mike Wallace

Mark Warawa

Chris Warkentin
Jeff Watson

John Weston
Rodney Weston
Alice Wong
Stephen Woodworth
Borys Wrzesnewskyj
Terence Young




Chair:

Alex Atamanenko
France Bonsant
Wayne Easter

Jim Abbott
Harold Albrecht
Malcolm Allen
Mike Allen
Dean Allison
Rob Anders
David Anderson
Charlie Angus
Scott Armstrong
Niki Ashton
Carolyn Bennett
Leon Benoit
Maxime Bernier
James Bezan
Bernard Bigras
Steven Blaney
Kelly Block
Sylvie Boucher
Ray Boughen
Peter Braid
Garry Breitkreuz
Gordon Brown
Lois Brown
Patrick Brown
Rod Bruinooge
Paule Brunelle
Dona Cadman
Paul Calandra
Blaine Calkins
Ron Cannan
Colin Carrie

AGRICULTURE AND AGRI-FOOD

Larry Miller

Randy Hoback
Pierre Lemieux

Rick Casson
Michael Chong
Rob Clarke

Joe Comartin
Nathan Cullen
John Cummins
Patricia Davidson
Bob Dechert
Dean Del Mastro
Jean Dorion
Ujjal Dosanjh
Earl Dreeshen
John Duncan
Kirsty Duncan
Rick Dykstra

Ed Fast

Royal Galipeau
Cheryl Gallant
Bernard Généreux
Shelly Glover
Yvon Godin
Peter Goldring
Jacques Gourde
Claude Gravelle
Nina Grewal
Claude Guimond
Richard Harris
Laurie Hawn
Russ Hiebert
Candice Hoeppner
Ed Holder

Vice-Chairs:

Blake Richards
Bev Shipley

Associate Members

Carol Hughes
Bruce Hyer
Brian Jean
Randy Kamp
Gerald Keddy
Greg Kerr

Ed Komarnicki
Daryl Kramp
Jean-Yves Laforest
Mike Lake

Guy Lauzon
Ben Lobb

Tom Lukiwski
James Lunney
Dave MacKenzie
Pat Martin

Tony Martin
Colin Mayes
Phil McColeman
Cathy McLeod
Ted Menzies
Joyce Murray
Anita Neville
Rick Norlock

Tilly O'Neill-Gordon

Deepak Obhrai
Christian Ouellet
LaVar Payne
Daniel Petit
Pierre Poilievre
Joe Preston

André Bellavance
Mark Eyking

Brian Storseth
Francis Valeriote

James Rajotte

Brent Rathgeber
Scott Reid

Lee Richardson
Greg Rickford
Andrew Saxton
Francis Scarpaleggia
Gary Schellenberger
Devinder Shory

Joy Smith

Kevin Sorenson
Bruce Stanton

Peter Stoffer

David Sweet

Greg Thompson
David Tilson

Brad Trost

Merv Tweed

Tim Uppal

Dave Van Kesteren
Maurice Vellacott
Mike Wallace

Mark Warawa

Chris Warkentin
Jeff Watson

John Weston
Rodney Weston
Alice Wong
Stephen Woodworth
Terence Young
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CANADIAN HERITAGE

Chair: Michael Chong Vice-Chairs: Carole Lavallée
Pablo Rodriguez

Charlie Angus
Scott Armstrong
Patrick Brown

Bonnie Crombie
Dean Del Mastro

Royal Galipeau
Roger Pomerleau

Associate Members

Blake Richards
Scott Simms

Jim Abbott Don Davies Ed Komarnicki Scott Reid

Harold Albrecht Libby Davies Daryl Kramp Lee Richardson
Mike Allen Bob Dechert Mike Lake Greg Rickford

Dean Allison Ruby Dhalla Guy Lauzon Andrew Saxton

Rob Anders Jean Dorion Pierre Lemieux Francis Scarpaleggia
David Anderson Earl Dreeshen Ben Lobb Gary Schellenberger

Niki Ashton

Alex Atamanenko
Leon Benoit
Maxime Bernier
James Bezan
Steven Blaney
Kelly Block
Robert Bouchard
Sylvie Boucher
Ray Boughen

Nicolas Dufour
John Duncan
Rick Dykstra

Ed Fast

Hedy Fry

Cheryl Gallant
Marc Garneau
Bernard Généreux
Shelly Glover
Yvon Godin

Tom Lukiwski
James Lunney
Dave MacKenzie
Wayne Marston
Pat Martin

Colin Mayes
Phil McColeman
Cathy McLeod
Serge Ménard
Ted Menzies

Bev Shipley
Devinder Shory
Bill Siksay

Joy Smith
Kevin Sorenson
Bruce Stanton
Peter Stoffer
Brian Storseth
David Sweet
Glenn Thibeault

Peter Braid Peter Goldring Larry Miller Greg Thompson
Garry Breitkreuz Jacques Gourde Brian Murphy David Tilson
Gordon Brown Nina Grewal Richard Nadeau Brad Trost

Lois Brown Monique Guay Anita Neville Justin Trudeau
Rod Bruinooge Richard Harris Rick Norlock Merv Tweed
Dona Cadman Laurie Hawn Tilly O'Neill-Gordon Tim Uppal

Paul Calandra
Blaine Calkins
Ron Cannan

Russ Hiebert
Randy Hoback
Candice Hoeppner

Deepak Obhrai
Robert Oliphant
Massimo Pacetti

Dave Van Kesteren
Maurice Vellacott
Mike Wallace

Serge Cardin Ed Holder Pascal-Pierre Paillé Mark Warawa
Colin Carrie Mark Holland LaVar Payne Chris Warkentin
Rick Casson Brian Jean Daniel Petit Jeftf Watson
David Christopherson Peter Julian Pierre Poilievre John Weston
Rob Clarke Randy Kamp Joe Preston Rodney Weston

Jean Crowder
Nathan Cullen
John Cummins
Patricia Davidson

Jim Karygiannis
Gerald Keddy
Greg Kerr

John Rafferty
James Rajotte
Brent Rathgeber

Alice Wong
Stephen Woodworth
Terence Young
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CITIZENSHIP AND IMMIGRATION

Chair: David Tilson Vice-Chairs: Thierry St-Cyr

Borys Wrzesnewsky;j

Josée Beaudin
Olivia Chow
Rick Dykstra

Jim Abbott
Harold Albrecht
Mike Allen
Dean Allison
Rob Anders
David Anderson
Scott Armstrong
Leon Benoit
Maxime Bernier
James Bezan
Steven Blaney
Kelly Block
Sylvie Boucher
Ray Boughen
Peter Braid
Garry Breitkreuz
Gordon Brown
Lois Brown
Patrick Brown
Rod Bruinooge
Dona Cadman
Paul Calandra
Blaine Calkins
Ron Cannan
Colin Carrie
Rick Casson
Michael Chong
David Christopherson
Rob Clarke

Joe Comartin
Bonnie Crombie

Nina Grewal
Robert Oliphant

John Cummins
Patricia Davidson
Don Davies
Libby Davies
Bob Dechert
Dean Del Mastro
Johanne Deschamps
Sukh Dhaliwal
Fin Donnelly
Jean Dorion

Earl Dreeshen
John Duncan
Meili Faille

Ed Fast

Royal Galipeau
Cheryl Gallant
Bernard Généreux
Shelly Glover
Peter Goldring
Jacques Gourde
Monique Guay
Richard Harris
Laurie Hawn
Russ Hiebert
Randy Hoback
Candice Hoeppner
Ed Holder

Brian Jean

Peter Julian
Randy Kamp

Justin Trudeau
Tim Uppal

Associate Members

Andrew Kania
Gerald Keddy
Greg Kerr

Ed Komarnicki
Daryl Kramp
Mike Lake
Francine Lalonde
Guy Lauzon
Jack Layton
Pierre Lemieux
Ben Lobb

Tom Lukiwski
James Lunney
Dave MacKenzie
Pat Martin

Brian Masse
Colin Mayes
Phil McColeman
Cathy McLeod
Alexandra Mendes
Ted Menzies
Larry Miller
Richard Nadeau
Rick Norlock
Tilly O'Neill-Gordon
Deepak Obhrai
LaVar Payne
Daniel Petit
Pierre Poilievre
Joe Preston

Alice Wong (12)
Terence Young

James Rajotte
Brent Rathgeber
Scott Reid

Blake Richards
Lee Richardson
Greg Rickford
Andrew Saxton
Gary Schellenberger
Bev Shipley
Devinder Shory
Bill Siksay
Michelle Simson
Joy Smith

Kevin Sorenson
Bruce Stanton
Brian Storseth
David Sweet

Greg Thompson
Brad Trost

Merv Tweed

Dave Van Kesteren
Maurice Vellacott
Mike Wallace
Mark Warawa
Chris Warkentin
Jeff Watson

John Weston
Rodney Weston
Stephen Woodworth
Lise Zarac
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Chair:

Scott Armstrong
Steven Blaney
Blaine Calkins

Jim Abbott
Harold Albrecht
Mike Allen
Dean Allison
Rob Anders
David Anderson
André Bellavance
Leon Benoit
Maxime Bernier
Dennis Bevington
Kelly Block
France Bonsant
Robert Bouchard
Sylvie Boucher
Ray Boughen
Peter Braid
Garry Breitkreuz
Gordon Brown
Lois Brown
Patrick Brown
Rod Bruinooge
Paule Brunelle
Dona Cadman
Paul Calandra
Ron Cannan
Serge Cardin
Colin Carrie
Rick Casson
Michael Chong
Rob Clarke

Joe Comartin
Jean Crowder

ENVIRONMENT AND SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT

James Bezan

Linda Duncan
Gerard Kennedy

Nathan Cullen
John Cummins
Patricia Davidson
Bob Dechert
Dean Del Mastro
Fin Donnelly
Jean Dorion

Earl Dreeshen
Nicolas Dufour
John Duncan
Kirsty Duncan
Rick Dykstra

Ed Fast

Royal Galipeau
Cheryl Gallant
Marc Garneau
Bernard Généreux
Shelly Glover
Peter Goldring
Jacques Gourde
Nina Grewal
Claude Guimond
Richard Harris
Laurie Hawn
Russ Hiebert
Randy Hoback
Candice Hoeppner
Ed Holder

Bruce Hyer
Brian Jean

Peter Julian
Randy Kamp

Vice-Chairs:

Joyce Murray
Christian Ouellet

Associate Members

Gerald Keddy
Greg Kerr

Ed Komarnicki
Daryl Kramp
Mike Lake

Guy Lauzon
Jack Layton
Pierre Lemieux
Ben Lobb

Tom Lukiwski
James Lunney
Dave MacKenzie
Pat Martin
Colin Mayes
Phil McColeman
Cathy McLeod
Ted Menzies
Larry Miller
Thomas Mulcair
Rick Norlock
Tilly O'Neill-Gordon
Deepak Obhrai
LaVar Payne
Daniel Petit
Pierre Poilievre
Joe Preston
John Rafferty
James Rajotte
Brent Rathgeber
Geoff Regan
Scott Reid

Bernard Bigras
Francis Scarpaleggia

Mark Warawa (12)
Stephen Woodworth

Blake Richards
Lee Richardson
Greg Rickford
Pablo Rodriguez
Denise Savoie
Andrew Saxton
Gary Schellenberger
Bev Shipley
Devinder Shory
Joy Smith
Kevin Sorenson
Bruce Stanton
Peter Stoffer
Brian Storseth
David Sweet
Greg Thompson
David Tilson
Alan Tonks
Brad Trost
Merv Tweed
Tim Uppal
Francis Valeriote
Dave Van Kesteren
Maurice Vellacott
Mike Wallace
Chris Warkentin
Jeff Watson
John Weston
Rodney Weston
Alice Wong
Terence Young




Chair:

Kelly Block
Scott Brison
Robert Carrier

Jim Abbott
Harold Albrecht
Mike Allen
Dean Allison
Rob Anders
David Anderson
Scott Armstrong
Gérard Asselin
Navdeep Bains
Leon Benoit
Maxime Bernier
James Bezan
Steven Blaney
Sylvie Boucher
Ray Boughen
Diane Bourgeois
Peter Braid
Garry Breitkreuz
Gordon Brown
Lois Brown
Patrick Brown
Rod Bruinooge
Dona Cadman
Paul Calandra
Blaine Calkins
Ron Cannan
Colin Carrie
Rick Casson
Chris Charlton
Michael Chong
David Christopherson
Rob Clarke

James Rajotte

Bernard Généreux
Russ Hiebert

Siobhan Coady
Denis Coderre
Jean Crowder
Nathan Cullen
John Cummins
Patricia Davidson
Libby Davies
Bob Dechert
Dean Del Mastro
Ruby Dhalla

Fin Donnelly
Jean Dorion

Earl Dreeshen
John Duncan
Rick Dykstra
Meili Faille

Ed Fast

Royal Galipeau
Cheryl Gallant
Shelly Glover
Peter Goldring
Jacques Gourde
Nina Grewal
Martha Hall Findlay
Jack Harris
Richard Harris
Laurie Hawn
Randy Hoback
Candice Hoeppner
Ed Holder

Carol Hughes
Brian Jean

FINANCE

Vice-Chairs:

Ted Menzies
Thomas Mulcair

Associate Members

Peter Julian
Randy Kamp
Gerald Keddy
Greg Kerr

Ed Komarnicki
Daryl Kramp
Mike Lake

Guy Lauzon
Jack Layton
Pierre Lemieux
Ben Lobb

Tom Lukiwski
James Lunney
Dave MacKenzie
Jim Maloway
Pat Martin

Colin Mayes
Phil McColeman
Cathy McLeod
Alexandra Mendes
Larry Miller
Maria Minna
Richard Nadeau
Rick Norlock
Tilly O'Neill-Gordon
Deepak Obhrai
LaVar Payne
Daniel Petit
Pierre Poilievre
Joe Preston

Bob Rae

Brent Rathgeber
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Massimo Pacetti
Daniel Paillé

Paul Szabo (12)
Mike Wallace

Scott Reid

Blake Richards
Lee Richardson
Greg Rickford
Anthony Rota
Jean-Yves Roy
Andrew Saxton
Gary Schellenberger
Bev Shipley
Devinder Shory
Bill Siksay

Joy Smith

Kevin Sorenson
Bruce Stanton
Brian Storseth
David Sweet
Glenn Thibeault
Greg Thompson
David Tilson
Brad Trost

Merv Tweed

Tim Uppal

Dave Van Kesteren
Maurice Vellacott
Mark Warawa
Chris Warkentin
Jeff Watson

John Weston
Rodney Weston
Alice Wong
Stephen Woodworth
Terence Young
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Chair:

Mike Allen
Ron Cannan
Rodger Cuzner

Jim Abbott
Harold Albrecht
Malcolm Allen
Dean Allison
Rob Anders
David Anderson
Scott Andrews
Scott Armstrong
Gérard Asselin
Leon Benoit
Maxime Bernier
James Bezan
Steven Blaney
Kelly Block
Sylvie Boucher
Ray Boughen
Peter Braid
Garry Breitkreuz
Gordon Brown
Lois Brown
Patrick Brown
Rod Bruinooge
Gerry Byrne
Dona Cadman
Paul Calandra
Blaine Calkins
Colin Carrie
Rick Casson
Michael Chong
Rob Clarke

Rodney Weston

Fin Donnelly
Randy Kamp

Jean Crowder
Nathan Cullen
John Cummins
Patricia Davidson
Bob Dechert
Dean Del Mastro
Earl Dreeshen
John Duncan
Linda Duncan
Rick Dykstra

Ed Fast

Royal Galipeau
Cheryl Gallant
Roger Gaudet
Bernard Généreux
Shelly Glover
Yvon Godin
Peter Goldring
Jacques Gourde
Nina Grewal
Jack Harris
Richard Harris
Laurie Hawn
Russ Hiebert
Randy Hoback
Candice Hoeppner
Ed Holder

Carol Hughes
Bruce Hyer
Brian Jean

FISHERIES AND OCEANS

Vice-Chairs:

Yvon Lévesque
Joyce Murray

Associate Members

Peter Julian
Gerald Keddy
Greg Kerr

Ed Komarnicki
Daryl Kramp
Mario Laframboise
Mike Lake

Guy Lauzon
Pierre Lemieux
Ben Lobb

Tom Lukiwski
James Lunney
Dave MacKenzie
Pat Martin

Colin Mayes
Phil McColeman
Cathy McLeod
Ted Menzies
Larry Miller
Rick Norlock
Tilly O'Neill-Gordon
Deepak Obhrai
LaVar Payne
Daniel Petit
Pierre Poilievre
Joe Preston
James Rajotte
Brent Rathgeber
Scott Reid

Raynald Blais
Lawrence MacAulay

Devinder Shory
John Weston

Blake Richards
Lee Richardson
Greg Rickford
Jean-Yves Roy
Todd Russell
Andrew Saxton
Gary Schellenberger
Bev Shipley

Scott Simms

Joy Smith

Kevin Sorenson
Bruce Stanton
Peter Stoffer

Brian Storseth
David Sweet

Greg Thompson
David Tilson

Brad Trost

Merv Tweed

Tim Uppal

Dave Van Kesteren
Maurice Vellacott
Mike Wallace
Mark Warawa
Chris Warkentin
Jeff Watson

Alice Wong
Stephen Woodworth
Terence Young

(12)




Chair:

Jim Abbott

Johanne Deschamps

Paul Dewar

Harold Albrecht
Mike Allen

Rob Anders
David Anderson
Scott Armstrong
Claude Bachand
Larry Bagnell
Leon Benoit
Maxime Bernier
James Bezan
Steven Blaney
Kelly Block
Sylvie Boucher
Ray Boughen
Peter Braid
Garry Breitkreuz
Gordon Brown
Lois Brown
Patrick Brown
Rod Bruinooge
Dona Cadman
Paul Calandra
Blaine Calkins
Ron Cannan
Colin Carrie
Rick Casson
Michael Chong
Rob Clarke

Joe Comartin
Irwin Cotler
Nathan Cullen
John Cummins
Patricia Davidson
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FOREIGN AFFAIRS AND INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT

Dean Allison

Peter Goldring
James Lunney

Dean Del Mastro
Ujjal Dosanjh
Earl Dreeshen
Ken Dryden
John Duncan
Rick Dykstra
Mark Eyking

Ed Fast
Raymonde Folco
Judy Foote
Hedy Fry

Royal Galipeau
Cheryl Gallant
Marc Garneau
Bernard Généreux
Shelly Glover
Jacques Gourde
Nina Grewal
Monique Guay
Claude Guimond
Jack Harris
Richard Harris
Laurie Hawn
Russ Hiebert
Randy Hoback
Candice Hoeppner
Ed Holder

Bruce Hyer
Brian Jean

Peter Julian
Randy Kamp
Jim Karygiannis
Gerald Keddy

Vice-Chairs:

Deepak Obhrai
Glen Pearson

Associate Members

Daryl Kramp
Jean-Yves Laforest
Mike Lake
Francine Lalonde
Guy Lauzon
Jack Layton
Pierre Lemieux
Ben Lobb

Tom Lukiwski
Dave MacKenzie
Wayne Marston
Keith Martin

Pat Martin

Brian Masse
Colin Mayes
Phil McColeman
John McKay
Cathy McLeod
Dan McTeague
Ted Menzies
Larry Miller
Brian Murphy
Richard Nadeau
Rick Norlock
Tilly O'Neill-Gordon
Massimo Pacetti
LaVar Payne
Daniel Petit
Pierre Poilievre
Joe Preston

John Rafferty
James Rajotte
Yasmin Ratansi

Jean Dorion
Bernard Patry

Bob Rae (12)
Dave Van Kesteren

Blake Richards
Lee Richardson
Greg Rickford
Michael Savage
Andrew Saxton
Gary Schellenberger
Bev Shipley
Devinder Shory
Bill Siksay
Mario Silva

Joy Smith

Kevin Sorenson
Thierry St-Cyr
Bruce Stanton
Brian Storseth
David Sweet
Paul Szabo

Greg Thompson
David Tilson
Alan Tonks

Brad Trost

Merv Tweed

Tim Uppal
Maurice Vellacott
Mike Wallace
Mark Warawa
Chris Warkentin
Jeff Watson

John Weston
Rodney Weston
Alice Wong
Stephen Woodworth
Borys Wrzesnewskyj

Don Davies Greg Kerr Brent Rathgeber Terence Young
Bob Dechert Ed Komarnicki Scott Reid
SUBCOMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL HUMAN RIGHTS
Chair: Scott Reid Vice-Chairs: Johanne Deschamps

Irwin Cotler

Russ Hiebert

Wayne Marston

Mario Silva

David Sweet )
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Chair:

Diane Bourgeois
Paul Calandra

Jim Abbott
Harold Albrecht
Mike Allen
Dean Allison
Rob Anders
David Anderson
Scott Armstrong
Leon Benoit
Maxime Bernier
James Bezan
Steven Blaney
Kelly Block
Sylvie Boucher
Ray Boughen
Peter Braid
Garry Breitkreuz
Gordon Brown
Lois Brown
Patrick Brown
Rod Bruinooge
Dona Cadman
Ron Cannan
Colin Carrie
Robert Carrier
Rick Casson
Chris Charlton
Michael Chong
Olivia Chow
David Christopherson
Rob Clarke

GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS AND ESTIMATES

John McKay

Blaine Calkins
Siobhan Coady

Bonnie Crombie
John Cummins
Patricia Davidson
Bob Dechert
Dean Del Mastro
Paul Dewar

Jean Dorion

Earl Dreeshen
John Duncan
Rick Dykstra
Meili Faille

Ed Fast

Judy Foote
Royal Galipeau
Cheryl Gallant
Bernard Généreux
Shelly Glover
Yvon Godin
Peter Goldring
Nina Grewal
Jack Harris
Richard Harris
Laurie Hawn
Russ Hiebert
Randy Hoback
Candice Hoeppner
Carol Hughes
Brian Jean

Peter Julian
Randy Kamp

Vice-Chairs:

Jacques Gourde
Ed Holder

Associate Members

Gerald Keddy
Greg Kerr

Ed Komarnicki
Daryl Kramp
Mike Lake

Guy Lauzon
Pierre Lemieux
Ben Lobb

Tom Lukiwski
James Lunney
Dave MacKenzie
Jim Maloway
Colin Mayes
Phil McColeman
Cathy McLeod
Ted Menzies
Larry Miller
Thomas Mulcair
Richard Nadeau
Rick Norlock
Tilly O'Neill-Gordon
Deepak Obhrai
Daniel Paillé
LaVar Payne
Daniel Petit
Pierre Poilievre
Joe Preston
James Rajotte
Brent Rathgeber
Scott Reid

Chris Warkentin

Geoff Regan (11)
Robert Vincent

Blake Richards
Lee Richardson
Greg Rickford
Denise Savoie
Andrew Saxton
Gary Schellenberger
Bev Shipley
Devinder Shory
Joy Smith

Kevin Sorenson
Bruce Stanton
Brian Storseth
David Sweet
Glenn Thibeault
Greg Thompson
David Tilson

Brad Trost

Merv Tweed

Tim Uppal

Dave Van Kesteren
Maurice Vellacott
Mike Wallace
Mark Warawa

Jeff Watson

John Weston
Rodney Weston
Alice Wong
Stephen Woodworth
Terence Young
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HEALTH
Chair: Joy Smith Vice-Chairs: Kirsty Duncan
Megan Leslie
Patrick Brown Ruby Dhalla Nicolas Dufour Cathy McLeod (12)
Colin Carrie Ujjal Dosanjh Luc Malo Tim Uppal
Patricia Davidson
Associate Members
Jim Abbott Rob Clarke Greg Kerr Brent Rathgeber
Harold Albrecht Jean Crowder Ed Komarnicki Scott Reid
Malcolm Allen Nathan Cullen Daryl Kramp Blake Richards
Mike Allen John Cummins Mike Lake Lee Richardson
Dean Allison Bob Dechert Guy Lauzon Greg Rickford
Rob Anders Dean Del Mastro Jack Layton Andrew Saxton
David Anderson Jean Dorion Pierre Lemieux Francis Scarpaleggia
Guy André Earl Dreeshen Ben Lobb Gary Schellenberger
Scott Armstrong John Duncan Tom Lukiwski Bev Shipley
Alex Atamanenko Rick Dykstra James Lunney Devinder Shory
Carolyn Bennett Ed Fast Dave MacKenzie Kevin Sorenson
Leon Benoit Carole Freeman Keith Martin Bruce Stanton
Maxime Bernier Hedy Fry Pat Martin Brian Storseth
James Bezan Royal Galipeau Brian Masse David Sweet
Steven Blaney Cheryl Gallant Irene Mathyssen Greg Thompson
Kelly Block Bernard Généreux Colin Mayes David Tilson
Robert Bouchard Shelly Glover Phil McColeman Brad Trost
Sylvie Boucher Peter Goldring Ted Menzies Merv Tweed
Ray Boughen Jacques Gourde Larry Miller Francis Valeriote
Peter Braid Nina Grewal Maria Minna Dave Van Kesteren
Garry Breitkreuz Richard Harris Anita Neville Maurice Vellacott
Gordon Brown Laurie Hawn Rick Norlock Mike Wallace
Lois Brown Russ Hiebert Tilly O'Neill-Gordon Mark Warawa
Rod Bruinooge Randy Hoback Deepak Obhrai Chris Warkentin
Dona Cadman Candice Hoeppner Robert Oliphant Jeff Watson
Paul Calandra Ed Holder Pascal-Pierre Paillé John Weston
Blaine Calkins Carol Hughes LaVar Payne Rodney Weston
Ron Cannan Brian Jean Daniel Petit Alice Wong
Serge Cardin Peter Julian Pierre Poilievre Stephen Woodworth
Rick Casson Randy Kamp Joe Preston Terence Young
Chris Charlton Gerald Keddy James Rajotte Lise Zarac
Michael Chong Gerard Kennedy
SUBCOMMITTEE ON NEUROLOGICAL DISEASE

Chair: Joy Smith Vice-Chair: Kirsty Duncan

Patrick Brown Carol Hughes Luc Malo %)
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HUMAN RESOURCES, SKILLS AND SOCIAL DEVELOPMENT AND THE STATUS OF PERSONS WITH

Chair:

Josée Beaudin
Rick Casson
Ed Komarnicki

Jim Abbott
Harold Albrecht
Malcolm Allen
Mike Allen
Dean Allison
Rob Anders
David Anderson
Scott Armstrong
Niki Ashton
Leon Benoit
Maxime Bernier
James Bezan
Steven Blaney
Kelly Block
Sylvie Boucher
Ray Boughen
Peter Braid
Garry Breitkreuz
Gordon Brown
Lois Brown
Patrick Brown
Rod Bruinooge
Dona Cadman
Paul Calandra
Blaine Calkins
Ron Cannan
Colin Carrie
Chris Charlton
Michael Chong
Olivia Chow
David Christopherson
Rob Clarke
Siobhan Coady
Jean Crowder
Nathan Cullen

Candice Hoeppner

Tony Martin
Maria Minna

John Cummins
Jean-Claude D'Amours
Patricia Davidson
Libby Davies
Bob Dechert
Dean Del Mastro
Luc Desnoyers
Jean Dorion

Earl Dreeshen
Ken Dryden
Nicolas Dufour
John Duncan
Rick Dykstra

Ed Fast

Carole Freeman
Hedy Fry

Royal Galipeau
Cheryl Gallant
Bernard Généreux
Shelly Glover
Yvon Godin
Peter Goldring
Jacques Gourde
Nina Grewal
Richard Harris
Laurie Hawn
Russ Hiebert
Randy Hoback
Ed Holder

Carol Hughes
Brian Jean
Marlene Jennings
Peter Julian
Randy Kamp

DISABILITIES

Vice-Chairs:

Michael Savage
Maurice Vellacott

Associate Members

Gerald Keddy
Gerard Kennedy
Greg Kerr

Daryl Kramp
Mike Lake

Guy Lauzon
Pierre Lemieux
Megan Leslie
Ben Lobb

Tom Lukiwski
James Lunney
Lawrence MacAulay
Dave MacKenzie
Wayne Marston
Pat Martin

Irene Mathyssen
Colin Mayes
Phil McColeman
Cathy McLeod
Ted Menzies
Larry Miller
Anita Neville
Rick Norlock
Tilly O'Neill-Gordon
Deepak Obhrai
Christian Ouellet
LaVar Payne
Daniel Petit
Pierre Poilievre
Joe Preston
James Rajotte
Brent Rathgeber
Scott Reid

Blake Richards

Raymonde Folco
Yves Lessard

Jeff Watson
Alice Wong

Lee Richardson
Greg Rickford
Pablo Rodriguez
Todd Russell
Denise Savoie
Andrew Saxton
Gary Schellenberger
Judy Sgro

Bev Shipley
Devinder Shory
Bill Siksay

Joy Smith

Kevin Sorenson
Thierry St-Cyr
Bruce Stanton
Brian Storseth
David Sweet
Eve-Mary Thai Thi Lac
Greg Thompson
David Tilson

Brad Trost

Justin Trudeau
Merv Tweed

Tim Uppal

Francis Valeriote
Dave Van Kesteren
Robert Vincent
Mike Wallace
Mark Warawa
Chris Warkentin
John Weston
Rodney Weston
Stephen Woodworth
Terence Young
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Chair:

Peter Braid
Gordon Brown
Serge Cardin

Jim Abbott
Harold Albrecht
Mike Allen
Dean Allison
Rob Anders
David Anderson
Scott Andrews
Charlie Angus
Scott Armstrong
Gérard Asselin
Navdeep Bains
Leon Benoit
Maxime Bernier
Dennis Bevington
James Bezan
Steven Blaney
Kelly Block
Sylvie Boucher
Ray Boughen
Garry Breitkreuz
Scott Brison
Lois Brown
Patrick Brown
Rod Bruinooge
Gerry Byrne
Dona Cadman
Paul Calandra
Blaine Calkins
Ron Cannan
Colin Carrie
Rick Casson
Michael Chong
David Christopherson
Rob Clarke

Joe Comartin
Jean Crowder
Nathan Cullen

INDUSTRY, SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY

David Sweet

Marc Garneau
Mike Lake

John Cummins
Rodger Cuzner
Patricia Davidson
Don Davies
Libby Davies
Bob Dechert
Dean Del Mastro
Sukh Dhaliwal
Jean Dorion

Earl Dreeshen
John Duncan
Rick Dykstra

Ed Fast

Carole Freeman
Hedy Fry

Royal Galipeau
Cheryl Gallant
Bernard Généreux
Shelly Glover
Yvon Godin
Peter Goldring
Jacques Gourde
Claude Gravelle
Nina Grewal
Claude Guimond
Jack Harris
Richard Harris
Laurie Hawn
Russ Hiebert
Randy Hoback
Candice Hoeppner
Ed Holder

Bruce Hyer
Brian Jean
Randy Kamp
Andrew Kania
Gerald Keddy

Vice-Chairs:

Brian Masse
Anthony Rota

Associate Members

Greg Kerr

Ed Komarnicki
Daryl Kramp
Jean-Yves Laforest
Guy Lauzon
Carole Lavallée
Jack Layton
Pierre Lemieux
Megan Leslie
Ben Lobb

Tom Lukiwski
James Lunney
Dave MacKenzie
Luc Malo

Jim Maloway
Wayne Marston
Pat Martin

Tony Martin
Colin Mayes
Phil McColeman
John McKay
Cathy McLeod
Alexandra Mendes
Ted Menzies
Larry Miller
Rick Norlock
Tilly O'Neill-Gordon
Deepak Obhrai
Massimo Pacetti
LaVar Payne
Daniel Petit
Pierre Poilievre
Roger Pomerleau
Joe Preston

John Rafferty
James Rajotte
Yasmin Ratansi

Robert Bouchard
Dan McTeague

Dave Van Kesteren
Mike Wallace

Brent Rathgeber
Scott Reid

Blake Richards
Lee Richardson
Greg Rickford
Jean-Yves Roy
Andrew Saxton
Francis Scarpaleggia
Gary Schellenberger
Judy Sgro

Bev Shipley
Devinder Shory
Bill Siksay

Joy Smith

Kevin Sorenson
Bruce Stanton
Peter Stoffer
Brian Storseth
Glenn Thibeault
Greg Thompson
David Tilson
Brad Trost

Justin Trudeau
Merv Tweed

Tim Uppal
Francis Valeriote
Maurice Vellacott
Robert Vincent
Joseph Volpe
Mark Warawa
Chris Warkentin
Jeff Watson

John Weston
Rodney Weston
Alice Wong
Stephen Woodworth
Terence Young
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Chair:

Dean Allison
Ron Cannan
Claude Guimond

Jim Abbott
Harold Albrecht
Malcolm Allen
Mike Allen

Rob Anders
David Anderson
Scott Armstrong
Navdeep Bains
Leon Benoit
Maxime Bernier
James Bezan
Steven Blaney
Kelly Block
Robert Bouchard
Sylvie Boucher
Ray Boughen
Peter Braid
Garry Breitkreuz
Gordon Brown
Lois Brown
Patrick Brown
Rod Bruinooge
Dona Cadman
Paul Calandra
Blaine Calkins
Serge Cardin
Colin Carrie
Rick Casson
Chris Charlton
Michael Chong
Rob Clarke
Siobhan Coady

Lee Richardson

Martha Hall Findlay

Ed Holder

Bonnie Crombie
Nathan Cullen
John Cummins
Patricia Davidson
Bob Dechert
Dean Del Mastro
Johanne Deschamps
Paul Dewar
Sukh Dhaliwal
Ruby Dhalla
Jean Dorion

Earl Dreeshen
John Duncan
Rick Dykstra
Wayne Easter

Ed Fast

Judy Foote

Royal Galipeau
Cheryl Gallant
Bernard Généreux
Shelly Glover
Peter Goldring
Jacques Gourde
Nina Grewal
Richard Harris
Laurie Hawn
Russ Hiebert
Randy Hoback
Candice Hoeppner
Bruce Hyer
Brian Jean
Randy Kamp

INTERNATIONAL TRADE

Vice-Chairs:

Peter Julian
Gerald Keddy

Associate Members

Greg Kerr

Ed Komarnicki
Daryl Kramp
Mike Lake
Francine Lalonde
Guy Lauzon
Pierre Lemieux
Ben Lobb

Tom Lukiwski
James Lunney
Dave MacKenzie
Wayne Marston
Pat Martin

Colin Mayes
Phil McColeman
Cathy McLeod
Ted Menzies
Larry Miller
Thomas Mulcair
Rick Norlock
Tilly O'Neill-Gordon
Deepak Obhrai
Robert Oliphant
LaVar Payne
Daniel Petit
Pierre Poilievre
Joe Preston

John Rafferty
James Rajotte
Yasmin Ratansi
Brent Rathgeber
Geoff Regan

John Cannis
Jean-Yves Laforest

Mario Silva (12)
Brad Trost

Scott Reid

Blake Richards
Greg Rickford
Anthony Rota
Michael Savage
Denise Savoie
Andrew Saxton
Gary Schellenberger
Bev Shipley
Devinder Shory
Joy Smith

Kevin Sorenson
Bruce Stanton
Brian Storseth
David Sweet
Greg Thompson
David Tilson
Merv Tweed

Tim Uppal

Dave Van Kesteren
Maurice Vellacott
Mike Wallace
Mark Warawa
Chris Warkentin
Jeff Watson

John Weston
Rodney Weston
Bryon Wilfert
Alice Wong
Stephen Woodworth
Terence Young




Chair:

Joe Comartin
Bob Dechert
Marlene Jennings

Jim Abbott
Harold Albrecht
Mike Allen
Dean Allison
Rob Anders
David Anderson
Scott Armstrong
Larry Bagnell
Leon Benoit
Maxime Bernier
James Bezan
Steven Blaney
Kelly Block
Sylvie Boucher
Ray Boughen
Peter Braid
Garry Breitkreuz
Gordon Brown
Lois Brown
Patrick Brown
Rod Bruinooge
Dona Cadman
Paul Calandra
Blaine Calkins
Ron Cannan
Colin Carrie
Rick Casson
Michael Chong
Rob Clarke
Irwin Cotler
John Cummins
Patricia Davidson
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JUSTICE AND HUMAN RIGHTS

Ed Fast Vice-Chairs: Serge Ménard
Brian Murphy
Derek Lee Rick Norlock Brent Rathgeber (12)
Marc Lemay Daniel Petit Stephen Woodworth
Associate Members
Don Davies Ed Komarnicki Scott Reid

Libby Davies
Dean Del Mastro
Jean Dorion
Ujjal Dosanjh
Earl Dreeshen
John Duncan
Linda Duncan
Rick Dykstra
Carole Freeman
Hedy Fry

Royal Galipeau
Cheryl Gallant
Bernard Généreux
Shelly Glover
Peter Goldring
Jacques Gourde
Nina Grewal
Jack Harris
Richard Harris
Laurie Hawn
Russ Hiebert
Randy Hoback
Candice Hoeppner
Ed Holder

Mark Holland
Brian Jean
Randy Kamp
Jim Karygiannis
Gerald Keddy
Greg Kerr

Daryl Kramp
Mike Lake

Guy Lauzon
Carole Lavallée
Dominic LeBlanc
Pierre Lemieux
Megan Leslie
Ben Lobb

Tom Lukiwski
James Lunney
Dave MacKenzie
Wayne Marston
Pat Martin

Colin Mayes
Phil McColeman
John McKay
Cathy McLeod
Ted Menzies
Larry Miller
Maria Mourani
Anita Neville
Tilly O'Neill-Gordon
Deepak Obhrai
Robert Oliphant
LaVar Payne
Pierre Poilievre
Roger Pomerleau
Joe Preston

Bob Rae

James Rajotte

Blake Richards
Lee Richardson
Greg Rickford
Denise Savoie
Andrew Saxton
Gary Schellenberger
Bev Shipley
Devinder Shory
Bill Siksay
Michelle Simson
Joy Smith

Kevin Sorenson
Bruce Stanton
Brian Storseth
David Sweet
Greg Thompson
David Tilson
Brad Trost

Merv Tweed

Tim Uppal

Dave Van Kesteren
Maurice Vellacott
Mike Wallace
Mark Warawa
Chris Warkentin
Jeff Watson

John Weston
Rodney Weston
Alice Wong
Terence Young
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LIAISON
Chair: Dean Allison Vice-Chair: Shawn Murphy
Leon Benoit Hedy Fry Joe Preston Bruce Stanton (26)
Maxime Bernier Royal Galipeau James Rajotte David Sweet
James Bezan Candice Hoeppner Lee Richardson David Tilson
Steven Blaney Andrew Kania Gary Schellenberger Merv Tweed
Michael Chong John McKay Joy Smith Joseph Volpe
Ed Fast Larry Miller Kevin Sorenson Rodney Weston
Associate Members
Rob Anders Claude DeBellefeuille Yves Lessard Yasmin Ratansi
Claude Bachand Jean Dorion Lawrence MacAulay Pablo Rodriguez
Mauril Bélanger Kirsty Duncan Pat Martin Todd Russell
André Bellavance Mark Eyking Irene Mathyssen Francis Scarpaleggia
Bernard Bigras Raymonde Folco John McCallum Judy Sgro
Raynald Blais Yvon Godin Cathy McLeod Bill Siksay
Robert Bouchard Michel Guimond Dan McTeague Thierry St-Cyr
John Cannis Mark Holland Serge Ménard Peter Stoffer
David Christopherson Randy Kamp Brian Murphy Alan Tonks
Jean Crowder Jean-Yves Laforest Massimo Pacetti Chris Warkentin
Nathan Cullen Carole Lavallée Daniel Paillé Bryon Wilfert
Patricia Davidson Megan Leslie Bernard Patry Borys Wrzesnewskyj
Don Davies
SUBCOMMITTEE ON COMMITTEE BUDGETS
Chair: Dean Allison Vice-Chair: Shawn Murphy
James Bezan Larry Miller Joe Preston Merv Tweed 7

Andrew Kania




Chair:

Ray Boughen
Peter Braid
Cheryl Gallant

Jim Abbott
Harold Albrecht
Mike Allen
Dean Allison
Rob Anders
David Anderson
Guy André
Scott Armstrong
Larry Bagnell
Leon Benoit
Dennis Bevington
James Bezan
Steven Blaney
Kelly Block
Robert Bouchard
Sylvie Boucher
Garry Breitkreuz
Gordon Brown
Lois Brown
Patrick Brown
Rod Bruinooge
Dona Cadman
Paul Calandra
Blaine Calkins
Ron Cannan
Colin Carrie
Rick Casson
Michael Chong
Rob Clarke

Joe Comartin
Nathan Cullen
John Cummins

Maxime Bernier

Jack Harris
Laurie Hawn

Patricia Davidson
Don Davies

Bob Dechert
Dean Del Mastro
Johanne Deschamps
Paul Dewar

Jean Dorion

Earl Dreeshen
Nicolas Dufour
John Duncan
Rick Dykstra

Ed Fast
Christiane Gagnon
Royal Galipeau
Bernard Généreux
Shelly Glover
Peter Goldring
Jacques Gourde
Nina Grewal
Monique Guay
Richard Harris
Russ Hiebert
Randy Hoback
Candice Hoeppner
Ed Holder

Mark Holland
Brian Jean

Peter Julian
Randy Kamp
Gerald Keddy
Greg Kerr

Ed Komarnicki

NATIONAL DEFENCE

Vice-Chairs:

Dominic LeBlanc
Pascal-Pierre Paillé

Associate Members

Daryl Kramp
Mike Lake
Francine Lalonde
Guy Lauzon
Pierre Lemieux
Megan Leslie
Ben Lobb

Tom Lukiwski
James Lunney
Dave MacKenzie
Pat Martin

Colin Mayes
Phil McColeman
Cathy McLeod
Ted Menzies
Larry Miller
Maria Mourani
Richard Nadeau
Anita Neville
Rick Norlock
Tilly O'Neill-Gordon
Deepak Obhrai
Daniel Petit
Pierre Poilievre
Joe Preston
James Rajotte
Brent Rathgeber
Scott Reid
Blake Richards
Lee Richardson
Greg Rickford
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Claude Bachand
Bryon Wilfert

LaVar Payne (12)
Marcel Proulx

Anthony Rota
Todd Russell
Andrew Saxton
Gary Schellenberger
Bev Shipley
Devinder Shory
Scott Simms

Joy Smith

Kevin Sorenson
Bruce Stanton
Peter Stoffer

Brian Storseth
David Sweet

Paul Szabo

Greg Thompson
David Tilson

Brad Trost

Merv Tweed

Tim Uppal

Dave Van Kesteren
Maurice Vellacott
Mike Wallace
Mark Warawa
Chris Warkentin
Jeff Watson

John Weston
Rodney Weston
Alice Wong
Stephen Woodworth
Borys Wrzesnewskyj
Terence Young
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Chair:

Mike Allen
David Anderson
Scott Andrews

Jim Abbott
Harold Albrecht
Dean Allison
Rob Anders
Charlie Angus
Scott Armstrong
Larry Bagnell
André Bellavance
Maxime Bernier
Dennis Bevington
James Bezan
Bernard Bigras
Steven Blaney
Kelly Block
France Bonsant
Robert Bouchard
Sylvie Boucher
Ray Boughen
Peter Braid
Garry Breitkreuz
Gordon Brown
Lois Brown
Patrick Brown
Rod Bruinooge
Dona Cadman
Paul Calandra
Blaine Calkins
Ron Cannan
Colin Carrie
Rick Casson

Leon Benoit

Paule Brunelle
Denis Coderre

Michael Chong
Rob Clarke

Jean Crowder
John Cummins
Patricia Davidson
Bob Dechert
Dean Del Mastro
Jean Dorion

Earl Dreeshen
John Duncan
Linda Duncan
Rick Dykstra

Ed Fast

Royal Galipeau
Bernard Généreux
Shelly Glover
Yvon Godin
Peter Goldring
Jacques Gourde
Claude Gravelle
Nina Grewal
Jack Harris
Laurie Hawn
Russ Hiebert
Randy Hoback
Candice Hoeppner
Ed Holder

Carol Hughes
Bruce Hyer
Brian Jean

NATURAL RESOURCES

Vice-Chairs:

Cheryl Gallant
Richard Harris

Associate Members

Randy Kamp
Gerald Keddy
Greg Kerr

Ed Komarnicki
Daryl Kramp
Mike Lake

Guy Lauzon
Pierre Lemieux
Ben Lobb

Tom Lukiwski
James Lunney
Dave MacKenzie
Pat Martin

Colin Mayes
Phil McColeman
Cathy McLeod
Ted Menzies
Larry Miller
Rick Norlock
Tilly O'Neill-Gordon
Deepak Obhrai
Christian Ouellet
LaVar Payne
Daniel Petit
Pierre Poilievre
Joe Preston

John Rafferty
James Rajotte
Brent Rathgeber

Nathan Cullen
Alan Tonks

Roger Pomerleau
Devinder Shory

Scott Reid

Blake Richards
Lee Richardson
Greg Rickford
Andrew Saxton
Gary Schellenberger
Bev Shipley

Joy Smith

Kevin Sorenson
Bruce Stanton
Brian Storseth
David Sweet
Glenn Thibeault
Greg Thompson
David Tilson

Brad Trost

Merv Tweed

Tim Uppal

Dave Van Kesteren
Maurice Vellacott
Mike Wallace
Mark Warawa
Chris Warkentin
Jeff Watson

John Weston
Rodney Weston
Alice Wong
Stephen Woodworth
Terence Young

(12)
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OFFICIAL LANGUAGES

Chair: Steven Blaney Vice-Chairs: Mauril Bélanger
Yvon Godin
Royal Galipeau Guy Lauzon Richard Nadeau Greg Rickford (12)
Bernard Généreux Brian Murphy Tilly O'Neill-Gordon Lise Zarac

Monique Guay

Jim Abbott
Harold Albrecht
Mike Allen
Dean Allison
Rob Anders
David Anderson
Scott Armstrong
Alex Atamanenko
Leon Benoit
Maxime Bernier
James Bezan
Kelly Block
Sylvie Boucher
Ray Boughen
Peter Braid
Garry Breitkreuz
Gordon Brown
Lois Brown
Patrick Brown
Rod Bruinooge
Dona Cadman
Paul Calandra
Blaine Calkins
Ron Cannan
Colin Carrie
Rick Casson
Michael Chong
Rob Clarke

Joe Comartin
John Cummins

Jean-Claude D'Amours

Patricia Davidson
Bob Dechert
Dean Del Mastro
Jean Dorion

Earl Dreeshen
John Duncan
Rick Dykstra

Ed Fast

Cheryl Gallant
Shelly Glover
Peter Goldring
Jacques Gourde
Claude Gravelle
Nina Grewal
Richard Harris
Laurie Hawn
Russ Hiebert
Randy Hoback
Candice Hoeppner
Ed Holder

Carol Hughes
Brian Jean

Peter Julian
Randy Kamp
Gerald Keddy

Associate Members

Greg Kerr

Ed Komarnicki
Daryl Kramp
Mike Lake
Carole Lavallée
Jack Layton
Pierre Lemieux
Ben Lobb

Tom Lukiwski
James Lunney
Dave MacKenzie
Pat Martin

Colin Mayes
Phil McColeman
Cathy McLeod
Ted Menzies
Larry Miller
Rick Norlock
Deepak Obhrai
Pascal-Pierre Paillé
LaVar Payne
Daniel Petit
Pierre Poilievre
Roger Pomerleau
Joe Preston
James Rajotte
Brent Rathgeber
Scott Reid

Blake Richards
Lee Richardson
Pablo Rodriguez
Andrew Saxton
Gary Schellenberger
Bev Shipley
Devinder Shory
Joy Smith

Kevin Sorenson
Bruce Stanton
Brian Storseth
David Sweet

Greg Thompson
David Tilson

Brad Trost

Merv Tweed

Tim Uppal

Dave Van Kesteren
Maurice Vellacott
Mike Wallace
Mark Warawa
Chris Warkentin
Jeff Watson

John Weston
Rodney Weston
Alice Wong
Stephen Woodworth
Terence Young
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PROCEDURE AND HOUSE AFFAIRS

Vice-Chairs: Claude DeBellefeuille

Yasmin Ratansi

Chair: Joe Preston

Harold Albrecht
Judy Foote
Yvon Godin

Jim Abbott
Mike Allen
Dean Allison
Rob Anders
David Anderson
Charlie Angus
Scott Armstrong
Gérard Asselin
Mauril Bélanger
Carolyn Bennett
Leon Benoit
Maxime Bernier
James Bezan
Steven Blaney
Kelly Block
Sylvie Boucher
Ray Boughen
Peter Braid
Garry Breitkreuz
Gordon Brown
Lois Brown
Patrick Brown
Rod Bruinooge
Dona Cadman
Paul Calandra
Blaine Calkins
Ron Cannan
Colin Carrie
Rick Casson

Randy Hoback
Mario Laframboise

Chris Charlton
Michael Chong
David Christopherson
Rob Clarke

Joe Comartin
Jean Crowder
John Cummins
Patricia Davidson
Libby Davies

Bob Dechert
Dean Del Mastro
Earl Dreeshen
John Duncan

Rick Dykstra

Ed Fast

Christiane Gagnon
Royal Galipeau
Cheryl Gallant
Bernard Généreux
Shelly Glover
Peter Goldring
Jacques Gourde
Nina Grewal
Richard Harris
Laurie Hawn
Russ Hiebert
Candice Hoeppner
Ed Holder

Brian Jean

Tom Lukiwski
Marcel Proulx

Associate Members

Randy Kamp
Gerald Keddy
Greg Kerr

Ed Komarnicki
Daryl Kramp
Mike Lake

Guy Lauzon
Pierre Lemieux
Ben Lobb

James Lunney
Dave MacKenzie
Pat Martin

Colin Mayes

Phil McColeman
Cathy McLeod
Alexandra Mendes
Ted Menzies
Larry Miller
Joyce Murray
Rick Norlock
Tilly O'Neill-Gordon
Deepak Obhrai
Pierre Paquette
LaVar Payne
Daniel Petit
Louis Plamondon
Pierre Poilievre
James Rajotte

Scott Reid (12)
Rodney Weston

Brent Rathgeber
Blake Richards
Lee Richardson
Greg Rickford
Andrew Saxton
Gary Schellenberger
Bev Shipley
Devinder Shory
Joy Smith

Kevin Sorenson
Bruce Stanton
Brian Storseth
David Sweet

Greg Thompson
David Tilson

Brad Trost

Merv Tweed

Tim Uppal

Dave Van Kesteren
Maurice Vellacott
Mike Wallace
Mark Warawa
Chris Warkentin
Jeff Watson

John Weston

Alice Wong
Stephen Woodworth
Terence Young

Chair:

Chris Charlton

SUBCOMMITTEE ON PRIVATE MEMBERS' BUSINESS

Harold Albrecht

Christiane Gagnon

Vice-Chair:

Marcel Proulx

Scott Reid %)
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PUBLIC ACCOUNTS

Chair: Joseph Volpe Vice-Chairs: David Christopherson
Daryl Kramp
Navdeep Bains Earl Dreeshen Richard Nadeau Bev Shipley (11)
Jean-Claude D'Amours Meili Faille Andrew Saxton Terence Young

Associate Members

Jim Abbott
Harold Albrecht
Malcolm Allen
Mike Allen
Dean Allison
Rob Anders
David Anderson
Scott Armstrong
Leon Benoit
Maxime Bernier
James Bezan
Steven Blaney
Kelly Block
Sylvie Boucher
Ray Boughen
Diane Bourgeois
Peter Braid
Garry Breitkreuz
Gordon Brown
Lois Brown
Patrick Brown
Rod Bruinooge
Dona Cadman
Paul Calandra
Blaine Calkins
Ron Cannan
Colin Carrie
Robert Carrier
Rick Casson
Michael Chong

Olivia Chow

Rob Clarke

Denis Coderre
Bonnie Crombie
John Cummins
Patricia Davidson
Bob Dechert
Dean Del Mastro
Paul Dewar

Jean Dorion

John Duncan
Rick Dykstra

Ed Fast

Royal Galipeau
Cheryl Gallant
Bernard Généreux
Shelly Glover
Peter Goldring
Jacques Gourde
Nina Grewal
Martha Hall Findlay
Richard Harris
Laurie Hawn
Russ Hiebert
Randy Hoback
Candice Hoeppner
Ed Holder

Brian Jean

Peter Julian
Randy Kamp

Gerald Keddy
Gerard Kennedy
Greg Kerr

Ed Komarnicki
Mike Lake

Guy Lauzon
Jack Layton
Pierre Lemieux
Ben Lobb

Tom Lukiwski
James Lunney
Dave MacKenzie
Jim Maloway
Pat Martin

Colin Mayes
Phil McColeman
Cathy McLeod
Ted Menzies
Larry Miller
Thomas Mulcair
Anita Neville
Rick Norlock
Tilly O'Neill-Gordon
Deepak Obhrai
Daniel Paillé
LaVar Payne
Daniel Petit
Pierre Poilievre
Joe Preston
James Rajotte

Yasmin Ratansi
Brent Rathgeber
Scott Reid

Blake Richards

Lee Richardson
Greg Rickford

Gary Schellenberger
Devinder Shory

Joy Smith

Kevin Sorenson
Bruce Stanton
Brian Storseth
David Sweet

Greg Thompson
David Tilson

Brad Trost

Merv Tweed

Tim Uppal

Dave Van Kesteren
Maurice Vellacott
Mike Wallace

Mark Warawa

Chris Warkentin
Jeff Watson

John Weston
Rodney Weston
Alice Wong
Stephen Woodworth
Borys Wrzesnewskyj
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Chair:

Roger Gaudet
Andrew Kania
Ben Lobb

Jim Abbott
Harold Albrecht
Mike Allen
Dean Allison
Rob Anders
David Anderson
Scott Armstrong
Claude Bachand
Leon Benoit
Maxime Bernier
James Bezan
Steven Blaney
Kelly Block
France Bonsant
Sylvie Boucher
Ray Boughen
Peter Braid
Garry Breitkreuz
Gordon Brown
Lois Brown
Patrick Brown
Rod Bruinooge
Dona Cadman
Paul Calandra
Blaine Calkins
Ron Cannan
Colin Carrie
Rick Casson
Michael Chong

PUBLIC SAFETY AND NATIONAL SECURITY

Kevin Sorenson

Dave MacKenzie
Phil McColeman

Olivia Chow
Rob Clarke

Joe Comartin
John Cummins
Patricia Davidson
Bob Dechert
Dean Del Mastro
Earl Dreeshen
John Duncan
Kirsty Duncan
Rick Dykstra

Ed Fast
Raymonde Folco
Judy Foote
Royal Galipeau
Cheryl Gallant
Bernard Généreux
Shelly Glover
Peter Goldring
Jacques Gourde
Nina Grewal
Jack Harris
Richard Harris
Laurie Hawn
Russ Hiebert
Randy Hoback
Candice Hoeppner
Ed Holder

Brian Jean

Vice-Chairs:

Alexandra Mendes
Maria Mourani

Associate Members

Randy Kamp
Gerald Keddy
Greg Kerr

Ed Komarnicki
Daryl Kramp
Mike Lake
Guy Lauzon
Pierre Lemieux
Tom Lukiwski
James Lunney
Wayne Marston
Pat Martin
Irene Mathyssen
Colin Mayes
Cathy McLeod
Serge Ménard
Ted Menzies
Larry Miller
Brian Murphy
Tilly O'Neill-Gordon
Deepak Obhrai
Robert Oliphant
LaVar Payne
Daniel Petit
Pierre Poilievre
Joe Preston
Bob Rae

James Rajotte
Scott Reid

Don Davies
Mark Holland

Rick Norlock (12)
Brent Rathgeber

Blake Richards
Lee Richardson
Greg Rickford
Andrew Saxton
Gary Schellenberger
Bev Shipley
Devinder Shory
Bill Siksay

Joy Smith

Bruce Stanton
Brian Storseth
David Sweet

Greg Thompson
David Tilson

Brad Trost

Merv Tweed

Tim Uppal

Dave Van Kesteren
Maurice Vellacott
Mike Wallace
Mark Warawa
Chris Warkentin
Jeff Watson

John Weston
Rodney Weston
Alice Wong
Stephen Woodworth
Terence Young




Chair:

Sylvie Boucher
Lois Brown

Jim Abbott
Harold Albrecht
Mike Allen
Dean Allison
Rob Anders
David Anderson
Scott Armstrong
Niki Ashton
Carolyn Bennett
Leon Benoit
Maxime Bernier
James Bezan
Steven Blaney
Kelly Block
France Bonsant
Ray Boughen
Peter Braid
Garry Breitkreuz
Gordon Brown
Patrick Brown
Rod Bruinooge
Paul Calandra
Blaine Calkins
Ron Cannan
Colin Carrie
Rick Casson
Chris Charlton
Michael Chong
Olivia Chow

Hedy Fry

Dona Cadman
Nicole Demers

Rob Clarke

Jean Crowder
John Cummins
Patricia Davidson
Libby Davies
Bob Dechert
Dean Del Mastro
Jean Dorion

Earl Dreeshen
John Duncan
Linda Duncan
Rick Dykstra

Ed Fast

Royal Galipeau
Cheryl Gallant
Bernard Généreux
Shelly Glover
Peter Goldring
Jacques Gourde
Richard Harris
Laurie Hawn
Russ Hiebert
Randy Hoback
Candice Hoeppner
Ed Holder

Carol Hughes
Brian Jean
Randy Kamp
Gerald Keddy

STATUS OF WOMEN

Vice-Chairs:

Luc Desnoyers
Nina Grewal

Associate Members

Greg Kerr

Ed Komarnicki
Daryl Kramp
Mike Lake

Guy Lauzon
Jack Layton
Pierre Lemieux
Megan Leslie
Ben Lobb

Tom Lukiwski
James Lunney
Dave MacKenzie
Pat Martin

Colin Mayes
Phil McColeman
Serge Ménard
Ted Menzies
Larry Miller
Rick Norlock
Tilly O'Neill-Gordon
Deepak Obhrai
LaVar Payne
Glen Pearson
Daniel Petit
Pierre Poilievre
Joe Preston
James Rajotte
Brent Rathgeber
Scott Reid
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Irene Mathyssen
Cathy McLeod

Anita Neville (11)
Michelle Simson

Blake Richards
Lee Richardson
Greg Rickford
Andrew Saxton
Gary Schellenberger
Bev Shipley
Devinder Shory
Joy Smith

Kevin Sorenson
Bruce Stanton
Brian Storseth
David Sweet

Greg Thompson
David Tilson

Brad Trost

Merv Tweed

Tim Uppal

Dave Van Kesteren
Maurice Vellacott
Mike Wallace
Mark Warawa
Chris Warkentin
Jeff Watson

John Weston
Rodney Weston
Alice Wong
Stephen Woodworth
Terence Young
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Chair:

Dennis Bevington
Lois Brown

Gerry Byrne

Jim Abbott
Harold Albrecht
Mike Allen
Dean Allison
Rob Anders
David Anderson
Scott Andrews
Scott Armstrong
Niki Ashton
Leon Benoit
Maxime Bernier
James Bezan
Steven Blaney
Kelly Block
Robert Bouchard
Sylvie Boucher
Ray Boughen
Peter Braid
Garry Breitkreuz
Gordon Brown
Patrick Brown
Rod Bruinooge
Dona Cadman
Paul Calandra
Blaine Calkins
Ron Cannan
Colin Carrie
Rick Casson
Michael Chong
Olivia Chow
Rob Clarke
Denis Coderre

TRANSPORT, INFRASTRUCTURE AND COMMUNITIES

Merv Tweed

Sukh Dhaliwal
Roger Gaudet

Joe Comartin
Nathan Cullen
John Cummins
Patricia Davidson
Don Davies
Libby Davies
Bob Dechert
Dean Del Mastro
Paul Dewar

Jean Dorion

Earl Dreeshen
John Duncan
Rick Dykstra
Wayne Easter
Ed Fast

Judy Foote
Royal Galipeau
Cheryl Gallant
Bernard Généreux
Shelly Glover
Peter Goldring
Jacques Gourde
Nina Grewal
Richard Harris
Laurie Hawn
Russ Hiebert
Randy Hoback
Candice Hoeppner
Ed Holder

Bruce Hyer
Peter Julian
Randy Kamp

Vice-Chairs:

Brian Jean
Colin Mayes

Associate Members

Andrew Kania
Gerald Keddy
Greg Kerr

Ed Komarnicki
Daryl Kramp
Mike Lake

Guy Lauzon
Jack Layton
Pierre Lemieux
Megan Leslie
Ben Lobb

Tom Lukiwski
James Lunney
Dave MacKenzie
Pat Martin
Brian Masse
Phil McColeman
Cathy McLeod
Ted Menzies
Larry Miller
Rick Norlock
Tilly O'Neill-Gordon
Deepak Obhrai
LaVar Payne
Daniel Petit
Pierre Poilievre
Joe Preston
John Rafferty
James Rajotte
Brent Rathgeber
Geoff Regan
Scott Reid

Michel Guimond
John McCallum

Brad Trost (12)
Jeff Watson

Blake Richards
Lee Richardson
Greg Rickford
Anthony Rota
Andrew Saxton
Francis Scarpaleggia
Gary Schellenberger
Judy Sgro

Bev Shipley
Devinder Shory
Joy Smith

Kevin Sorenson
Bruce Stanton
Peter Stoffer

Brian Storseth
David Sweet

Greg Thompson
David Tilson

Alan Tonks

Tim Uppal

Francis Valeriote
Dave Van Kesteren
Maurice Vellacott
Mike Wallace
Mark Warawa
Chris Warkentin
John Weston
Rodney Weston
Alice Wong
Stephen Woodworth
Terence Young




Chair:

Guy André
Kirsty Duncan
Greg Kerr

Jim Abbott
Harold Albrecht
Mike Allen
Dean Allison
Rob Anders
David Anderson
Scott Andrews
Scott Armstrong
Claude Bachand
Leon Benoit
Maxime Bernier
James Bezan
Steven Blaney
Kelly Block
Sylvie Boucher
Ray Boughen
Peter Braid
Garry Breitkreuz
Gordon Brown
Lois Brown
Patrick Brown
Rod Bruinooge
Dona Cadman
Paul Calandra
Blaine Calkins
Ron Cannan
Colin Carrie
Rick Casson
Michael Chong

Gary Schellenberger

Ben Lobb
Colin Mayes

Rob Clarke

John Cummins
Patricia Davidson
Bob Dechert
Dean Del Mastro
Earl Dreeshen
John Duncan
Rick Dykstra
Meili Faille

Ed Fast

Judy Foote
Carole Freeman
Royal Galipeau
Cheryl Gallant
Bernard Généreux
Shelly Glover
Yvon Godin
Peter Goldring
Jacques Gourde
Nina Grewal
Jack Harris
Richard Harris
Laurie Hawn
Russ Hiebert
Randy Hoback
Candice Hoeppner
Ed Holder

Brian Jean

VETERANS AFFAIRS

Vice-Chairs:

Phil McColeman
Brian Storseth

Associate Members

Randy Kamp
Gerald Keddy
Ed Komarnicki
Daryl Kramp
Mike Lake

Guy Lauzon
Pierre Lemieux
Megan Leslie
Tom Lukiwski
James Lunney
Dave MacKenzie
Luc Malo
Wayne Marston
Pat Martin
Tony Martin
Cathy McLeod
Ted Menzies
Larry Miller
Rick Norlock
Tilly O'Neill-Gordon
Deepak Obhrai
LaVar Payne
Glen Pearson
Daniel Petit
Pierre Poilievre
Joe Preston
James Rajotte
Brent Rathgeber
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Peter Stoffer

Robert Vincent (12)
Lise Zarac

Scott Reid

Blake Richards
Lee Richardson
Greg Rickford
Michael Savage
Andrew Saxton
Bev Shipley
Devinder Shory
Joy Smith

Kevin Sorenson
Bruce Stanton
David Sweet
Greg Thompson
David Tilson
Brad Trost

Merv Tweed

Tim Uppal

Dave Van Kesteren
Maurice Vellacott
Mike Wallace
Mark Warawa
Chris Warkentin
Jeff Watson

John Weston
Rodney Weston
Alice Wong
Stephen Woodworth
Terence Young

Chair:

Jim Abbott
Claude Bachand
Bob Dechert

SPECIAL COMMITTEES

SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON THE CANADIAN MISSION IN AFGHANISTAN

Garry Breitkreuz

Stéphane Dion
Jean Dorion
Jack Harris

Vice-Chair:

Laurie Hawn
Greg Kerr

Bryon Wilfert

Deepak Obhrai (12)
Bob Rae
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STANDING JOINT COMMITTEES

LIBRARY OF PARLIAMENT

Joint Chairs: Percy Downe
Royal Galipeau

Joint Vice-Chair:  Mauril Bélanger

Representing the Senate:
The Honourable Senators

Representing the House of Commons:

Stephen Greene Terry Stratton Gérard Asselin Carol Hughes
Michael MacDonald

Jim Abbott
Harold Albrecht
Mike Allen
Dean Allison
Rob Anders
David Anderson
Scott Armstrong
Leon Benoit
Maxime Bernier
James Bezan
Steven Blaney
Kelly Block
Ray Boughen
Peter Braid
Garry Breitkreuz
Gordon Brown
Lois Brown
Patrick Brown
Gerry Byrne
Paul Calandra
Blaine Calkins
Ron Cannan
Colin Carrie
Robert Carrier
Rick Casson
Michael Chong

Rob Clarke

John Cummins
Patricia Davidson
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