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HOUSE OF COMMONS

Friday, March 21, 2003

The House met at 10:00 a.m.

Prayers

©(1005)

[Translation]

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE

The Speaker: Pursuant to Standing Order 81(14), it is my duty to
inform the House of the motion to be addressed Monday in studying
the business of supply. The motion reads as follows:

[English]
That this House:

(1) Endorse the decision of the allied international coalition of military forces to
enforce Iraq's compliance with its international obligations under the successive
resolutions of the United Nations Security Council, with a view to restoring
international peace and security in the Middle East region;

(2) Express its unequivocal support for the Canadian servicemen and women, and
other personnel serving in an exchange program with the United States and for those
servicemen and women performing escort duties for British and United States ships,
our full confidence in them and the hope that all will return safely to their homes;

(3) Extend to the innocent people of Iraq its support and sympathy during the
military action to disarm Iraq of its weapons of mass destruction and the
reconstruction period that will follow; and

(4) Urge the government to commit itself to help the Iraqi people, including
through humanitarian assistance, to build a new Iraq at peace with itself and its
neighbours.

This motion, standing in the name of the hon. member for
Okanagan—Coquihalla, is votable.

[Translation]

Copies of the motion are available at the Table.

GOVERNMENT ORDERS
[English]
TRANSPORTATION AMENDMENT ACT

The House resumed from March 19, consideration of the motion
that Bill C-26, An Act to amend the Canada Transportation Act and
the Railway Safety Act, to enact the VIA Rail Canada Act and to
make consequential amendments to other Acts, be read the second
time and referred to a committee.

Ms. Libby Davies (Vancouver East, NDP): Mr. Speaker, I am
very pleased to speak to Bill C-26.

I have been waiting for this day for a long time because I represent
a community that for many years has been affected by the noise from
trains in shunting yards close to a residential area. Other
communities across Canada have also been very negatively affected
by this issue. From the experience of my own community in east
Vancouver in the Burrardview area, up until now there has been
virtually no recourse or process to allow local communities to
resolve these longstanding grievances against various rail companies
around noise and the impact of that noise in adjacent residential
neighbourhoods.

I was very pleased to see that Bill C-26 finally addresses some of
these issues. To be specific, my understanding of the bill, if it is
approved, is it would give the Canadian Transportation Agency
authority to review railway noise complaints and require that the
railways keep any adverse noise to a minimum when constructing or
operating a railway, taking into consideration the requirements of
railway operations and services and the interests of local commu-
nities.

The bill also develops a mediation process through the Canadian
Transportation Agency. Public guidelines for the resolution of noise
complaints will be developed. This is a huge relief for people who
every single night have been experiencing sleep deprivation as a
result of enduring excessive noise levels from the operation of trains,
engines, coupling, decoupling and shunting, and so on.

As one constituent in this Vancouver neighbourhood said, “As
always, we have no complaint with the railway in general, we just
want to sleep”. I would wholeheartedly support that sentiment. For
residents in communities such as the one I am describing in
Burrardview, there is a recognition that railways, and of course the
services they provide, are hugely important in our country.

However, there also has to be a recognition that when these
services operate in very close proximity to urban areas and
residential neighbourhoods, there has to be very careful considera-
tion and we have to be sensitive and ensure that the processes are in
place to deal with problems effectively and quickly. I would
emphasize doing it quickly because I know that Burrardview
residents have had to resort to phoning at 2 o'clock or 3 o'clock in the
morning because they have not been able to go to sleep because of
the noise just a few hundred feet from them.
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In our situation in east Vancouver we have worked with the local
health department. We have had noise testing done. Residents have
gone to city council to try to apply the noise bylaw. Residents have
tried every single thing they could to generate some relief so that
they could go about their daily lives and not be completely disrupted.
This has been to no avail so this bill is very important.

I recognize the outstanding efforts of a key group of residents in
east Vancouver in the Burrardview neighbourhood. Jim Campbell
and Barbara Fousek, Shane Simpson, John Lynn, Terry Bulwer and
Torsten Kehler have acted as leaders on this issue. They have
informed other residents about what they could do. They have
monitored the situation and have stayed on top of it.

In our case it involves CPR. I want to congratulate those people
for being so diligent in not only keeping me informed of what is
taking place but in staying on top of the railroad company itself. We
have actually gone out on the tracks. We did a tour on the tracks. We
went to visit the various locations along the lines that were causing
all of the problems.

©(1010)

I am sure some members of the House will remember my
predecessor, Margaret Mitchell, very well, the wonderful member of
Parliament for Vancouver East from 1979 to 1993. She too was
dealing with this issue. That is how far back it goes.

I hope very much that the provision in Bill C-26 will strengthen
what the CTA can accomplish in providing relief to local residents
and ensuring that there is an environment of peace and quiet at
critical times. People need to sleep and they want to enjoy their
homes and neighbourhoods.

I want to speak to another aspect of the bill which is also very
important. This is an omnibus bill, so there are many provisions.
There is another part that interests me particularly as a member of
Parliament who represents an urban community.

The bill will also modify the current provisions governing how
rail companies can dispose of railway lines that are no longer
required for freight service. The changes would allow urban transit
authorities to receive offers where they would be able to acquire
corridors that could be used for urban transit. This is something that
is very pertinent to urban communities.

Certainly in Vancouver there is an ongoing debate about the
critical need for rapid transit. It could be light rapid transit but
certainly what is needed is a public transit system and structure that
will allow people easy access to rapid transit that is affordable and
which will also take account of our environment. This is critical as
we face rising rates of asthma and as we see the smog hanging over
our cities. As we try to meet the implementation agreements around
Kyoto, this is a very key piece.

The rail lines and corridors exist. They sit there for years and years
unused and they could be used for public transit. It seems to me we
are missing a fabulous opportunity.

1 was very pleased to see the provision in the bill that will allow
urban transit authorities to look at specific corridors that may be
suitable for public urban transit. I hope this will happen in
Vancouver because we are surely suffering from congestion and

smog and a complete overload of mostly single occupant vehicles on
Vancouver streets.

Those are my comments on the bill. The NDP is supporting the
bill in principle. We are happy to see it go to the committee where it
will have thorough debate and review.

I hope that residents from east Vancouver will be among the
witnesses who will be heard so they can put on the record firsthand
some of the terrible situations they have had to endure in dealing
with train noise. It is hoped that their issues can be addressed in the
bill and finally the Canadian Transportation Agency can deal with
the issue in a way that is fair, equitable and efficient to ensure that
people can enjoy living in peace in their neighbourhoods.

Mr. Darrel Stinson (Okanagan—Shuswap, Canadian Alli-
ance): Mr. Speaker, I listened to the member's speech very closely. [
can well appreciate her concerns about the noise level in
communities with regard to trains, especially when it comes to
shunting and the times of the day, or the night in a lot of cases, that
the shunting takes place.

She mentions that they have tried everything, and I know other
communities have too, with regard to noise bylaws and that studies
have been done. I do not want the member to have a false sense of
security that the bill would address these matters. As I have sat in the
House, as has the hon. member, I have come to the conclusion that
when they say that things will be studied, it could take up to years.

My first question would be this. Does the member not think that
there should have been a time frame built into the bill as to when this
had to be enacted upon by everybody involved?

I would also like to caution her with regard to opening up vacant
corridors. In one aspect, it is a great idea that the corridors should be
used by anybody who can take that on. However, when VIA ran into
a large problem in the Rockies, a group came in and took over the
VIA problem, because of the financial situation it was in, turned it
around and turned it into a very profitable tourist attraction, which is
making money, thriving and creating business. Now that the railroad
has seen the profit margin in this, it wants it back.

To get investors to go into these empty corridors and to put up
their own funds, the government should have to give some sort of
assurance to them that when the profit margin starts to turn in their
favour, it will not decide to take it back.

®(1015)

Ms. Libby Davies: Mr. Speaker, 1 certainly appreciate and
welcome the questions from the hon. member from the Canadian
Alliance.

On the timing issue, as we get to committee we will have to get
into this issue in a lot more detail. We will want to ensure that there
are, hopefully, deadlines and that the government will agree that
deadlines should be established so that the proposal does not just sit
on the books, so to speak, and nothing happens.
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However, what I am particularly interested in, is the proposal
includes a proposed mediation process that the CTA would be able to
engage in with respect to matters affecting noise, or maybe other
matters as well. I think from a resident's point of view, this would be
a much more effective way of dealing with this kind of issue than
having to hire lawyers. This happened in one case and maybe in the
member's case as well. In many communities local residents do not
have those resources.

I would certainly agree that we should be pushing as much as we
can so that the government is held to account to set out some clear
timelines and deadlines for when this will be implemented.

On the second question, I am little familiar with the situation that
the member raises. In speaking to the corridors that are no longer
being used, I was referencing mostly the situation in urban
communities and what opportunities there were for public transit.

However in other situations where a contract has been established
and then all of a sudden VIA Rail decides to yank it back because
something has become profitable, maybe that needs to be looked at
by the committee. There has to be a fair process. We cannot allow a
decision to be made and then have it unilaterally changed at some
point because the company has decided there is some profit there and
maybe it had better take another look at it. Maybe can look at that
issue in committee.

Overall some of the proposals in this bill, not all of them but many
of them, are good proposals. I am being optimistic but I hope that
they will address some longstanding grievances that people have
had.

Mr. Keith Martin (Esquimalt—Juan de Fuca, Canadian
Alliance): Mr. Speaker, I want to ask my hon. colleague in the
NDP a question that relates to our province.

On Vancouver Island we have the Esquimalt and Nanaimo
Railway that has been deliberately run inefficiently on the part of
VIA in an effort to get VIA out of it. For years and years the
community on Vancouver Island and MPs on the island have asked
the Minister of Transport to work with VIA, work with its current
owners, RailAmerica, and work with the people on the island to put
this railway in the hands of a private company that will be able to run
it in a profitable fashion while keeping ownership in the hands of the
public.

I would like my friend's views on whether she would support
allowing this railway to be in the hands of a private company that
can run it in a profitable fashion for the benefit of the people of
Vancouver Island and whether she will ask the Minister of Transport
to follow along those lines.

® (1020)

Ms. Libby Davies: Mr. Speaker, as we can see there is a lot of
interest in what happens in particular rail lines across the country. We
think of Canada as being a place that, in the last hundred years or so,
was drawn together by rail service. I think many of us in the House
look with a sense of dismay to what has happened over many
decades with our rail and passenger service, which connected many
communities.

The member from Esquimalt has mentioned one such route from
Esquimalt to Nanaimo. Even though I am in Vancouver, I have seen

Government Orders

some of the stories about how people have campaigned to save these
lines and to maintain this vital service that they have connecting very
important communities.

On principle, we very much support the need to maintain and
improve and increase these service levels. The NDP does not support
the privatization of these services, however, and I think the hon.
member knows that. We want to see the public infrastructure. We
want to see VIA Rail do a better job of providing these services.

I am not aware of the private company to which the member the
refers. However on the principle of the issue, which is to keep these
services operating, to strengthen them, improve them and make them
more accessible for people, I would say absolutely we have to do
that. We have to pressure the government.

Over the years the service we have seen in these passenger lines
has been abysmal. We have seen a complete undermining and
eroding of these services. Canadians have a very strong view that we
should be looking to Europe or even the U.S. where there is a much
better passenger rail service. I am familiar with that line. I do not
know the details of it. The NDP would not support a privatization
but we do support an improvement and an increased capacity for
passenger rail.

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

The Speaker: The question is on second reading of Bill C-26. Is it
the pleasure of the House to adopt the motion?

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

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

Some hon. members: Yea.

The Speaker: All those opposed will please say nay.
Some hon. members: Nay.

The Speaker: In my opinion the yeas have it.

And more than five members having risen:

The Speaker: Accordingly pursuant to Standing Order 45 the
division stands deferred until Monday, March 24 at the ordinary hour
of daily adjournment.

* k%

CRIMINAL CODE

The House resumed from February 27 consideration of the motion
that Bill C-20, an act to amend the Criminal Code (protection of
children and other vulnerable persons) and the Canada Evidence Act,
be read the second time and referred to a committee.

Mr. John Duncan (Vancouver Island North, Canadian
Alliance): Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to speak today to Bill C-20,
which is the government's attempt to deal with the issues of child
pornography and sexual exploitation of children.
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Almost one year ago the Canadian Alliance put forth an
opposition motion that was debated in the House. I believe it was
last April 23. At that time, the government defeated what I think was
a very informed motion. I will read that for the benefit of people who
are watching today. That motion reads:

That the government immediately introduce legislation to protect children from
sexual predators including measures that raise the legal age of consent to at least
sixteen, and measures that prohibit the creation or use of sexually explicit materials

exploiting children or materials that appear to depict or describe children engaged in
sexual activity.

We went through an extended period of time where we continued
to pressure the government to come forward with legislation to
address these very pressing issues. We had the overwhelming
national interest in removing the exploitation of young children,
particularly by sexual predators, pimps and others. The movement
toward raising the age of sexual consent from 14 to at least 16 had
prompted hundreds of thousands of letters, e-mails and petitions.

On the day of the debate of the motion last year, and I can recall,
Mr. Speaker, you were in the chair, I had 8,681 petitions on my desk
to present. Of course that was denied by members on the government
side, but they did end up in the minister's office later that day.

The point is none of those people are satisfied with the current
legislation. The current legislation continues to fail to address the
issues appropriately, those issues of the fact that artistic merit
continues to be an adequate defence and a huge loophole, which
basically makes child pornography a continuing problem in the
country.

In terms of the police, victims, advocates, all kinds of other
organizations, the enforcement of our laws preventing the exploita-
tion of 14 and 15 year old children is completely inadequate. Until
the government raises the legal age of sexual consent, this situation
will continue.

What this legislation actually does is create a very complex and
convoluted set of terms of reference. Opinions of many experts and
common sense would indicate, first, that the existing defences of
child pornography are actually broadened rather than narrowed by
the legislation. What has really happened is there is not a substantive
difference between this defence in this legislation and what was in
the previous legislation on artistic merit.

®(1025)

The other defences have been rolled into something called the
public good defence which now has several avenues in which the
Supreme Court will have great difficulty unless the normal avenues
of defence used by defence lawyers are addressed. They are not
addressed. They are simply one broad thing called the public good
test.

Therefore, what we really have is a very unacceptable situation, a
situation that will lead to a vacuum in the courts from the standpoint
of the ability of police to enforce the law, uncertainty in the courts
and a cornucopia of opportunity for lawyers and for people who
would carry out activities that are not in the public good and
exploitive of children. Those situations will all occur.

The most mind-numbing of all is the fact that the age of sexual
consent has not been raised from 14 to 16. What has happened is that

we have another very complex arrangement, totally subject to the
whims of judges or others. What we really need is what we call a
truth in sentencing. We need to eliminate statutory release. We need
to eliminate conditional sentencing for sex offenders and we must
have minimum sentences in order to deter child predators.

There is one aspect of the bill that I think we all concur in and that
is the fact that it creates one new offence called voyeurism and the
distribution of voyeuristic material. This is obviously a positive step
and has been done on a relatively timely basis.

What is so puzzling is that Canada remains one of the only
western democratic jurisdictions that continues to pursue a minimum
age of consent of 14. This is clearly unacceptable.

I want to read what the large social conservative organization in
Vancouver, which sent me last year's petitions, had to say about all of
this after our motion failed last year. It stated:

Parents, police and social service agencies are hindered in protecting children as
young as 14 who are coerced into sex with adults. Children as young as 14 can be
exposed to the risks associated with sexual activity such as emotional distress,
unwanted pregnancy and sexually transmitted diseases including AIDS. Recent years
have seen a significant increase in crimes of a sexual nature against children. Child
prostitution, child pornography etc. are increasing at an alarming rate. The low age of
consent encourages societal acceptance of early sexual behaviour and appetite for
pedophiles. Problems associated with low age of consent to sex are deep emotional
and mental health problems, STDS, cervical cancer, teen pregnancies, school drop-
outs and criminal behaviour.

©(1030)

I am appalled that such a crucial and important issue, which deals
with the fundamental fabric of our society, is being treated so
dismally by the government.

I want to talk a little about the child pornography legislation as
well. When the Supreme Court of British Columbia in February
2002 found that the written works of Robin Sharpe had artistic merit
and acquitted him of the charges this created a vacuum.

I see my time is up, therefore, I move:

That the motion be amended by deleting all the words after the word “That” and
substituting the following therefore:

Bill C-20, an act to amend the Criminal Code (protection of children and other
vulnerable persons) and the Canada Evidence Act, be not now read a second time but
that it be read a second time this day six months hence.

® (1035)
The Speaker: The question is on the amendment.

Mr. Keith Martin (Esquimalt—Juan de Fuca, Canadian
Alliance): Mr. Speaker, it is a pleasure today to speak to the
amendment to Bill C-20.

Our problems with the bill are many and varied. Let us back up for
a moment. If the objective of our justice system is the protection of
innocent civilians, then surely the protection of children must be at
the forefront of our justice system.

For 10 years people in my party and in others have asked, pushed,
cajoled and coerced the government to implement solutions that will
protect children from that most egregious crime: the sexual, violent
abuse at the hands of a predator or a pedophile.
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To understand why we are so adamant about this, let us look at
pedophilia for a moment. It is an incurable problem. Pedophiles, by
and large, are not cured of this. When somebody comes before our
justice system to be tried and sometimes convicted for these
offences, it is usually not the first time the person has sexually
abused a child. In fact, studies show that when an individual comes
before the court charged with the sexual abuse of a child, generally
the person has abused at least 12 children before that.

Hon. members should think about that for a moment. When a
person comes before a court for the very first time, the person has
sexually raped and abused at least 12 children, not once but
generally over a prolonged period of time. As my colleague has
mentioned, that has profound implications upon the life of a child for
the entire length of the child's life. It is something that they never,
ever get over.

As a result, we are aghast and appalled that the government has
not adopted the constructive solutions that we put forth that would
have strengthened our justice system, protected children and enabled
our courts to do the job they were supposed to do: protect the
Canadian public.

It is also without a doubt the responsibility of the courts and our
justice system to implement solutions that will help in the
rehabilitation of the convicted. We make no dispute about that
and, in fact. we encourage that. How can we have a society where
those who have made mistakes and who have committed offences do
not have the hope of retribution or of being cured of their problem?

Pedophilia is in a category very different from all others, with the
exception, I would say, of individuals who commit violent sexual
abuses against other individuals. Violent sexual behaviour, pedo-
philia, is in a class unto itself. Most of those people do not get cured.
It is true that most of those people, it is sad to say, have endured
sexual abuse, violent or otherwise, themselves. That is a profound
tragedy and we have great sympathy for those individuals. However
it does not exonerate them from committing acts of violent sexual
abuse against others during their lives.

Therefore it is our responsibility here in the House to ensure that
our justice system, our courts and our police have the tools to not
only protect civilians, but also to ensure that to the best of our ability
we can give the individuals who committed those offences as much
treatment as possible to ensure that when or if they get out we can be
confident that they will not reoffend again.

Herein lies the problem. The court system gives individuals a
sentence. They finish their sentence and then they are released. We
are fairly confident that some of those people will not reoffend but,
having worked in jails, I can tell the House that a lot of those people,
whether they are sexual predators or violent offenders, are being
released with the full knowledge and awareness that they will
commit that type of offence again. Those who work in our penal
institutions, those who are part of our court system and those who
are part of our police forces are aghast, appalled, saddened and often
demoralized by the fact that our system does not at the end of the
day, at its heart, protect our society from those individuals who
commit the most violent, appalling and egregious offences against
innocent civilians.

Government Orders
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These people are predators. I will provide an example. Friends of
mine, a couple, were living in Vancouver. An individual moved in
beside them and befriended them. He came over with gifts and food.
One day the wife of this friend of mine was at home and suddenly
found their next door neighbour in their home, uninvited, with
candies for their daughter, who was seven years old at the time.
Subsequent to that they found out that this individual, their
neighbour who they thought was perfectly fine, had a long history
of violent sexual abuses against children. He was and is a predator
and was an individual who was trying to sexually abuse their seven
year old daughter.

When this friend of mine went to the police, the police said they
could do nothing about this since the person had not committed a
crime. What do we have to wait for? Do we have to wait for that
individual to rape that seven year old girl so the police can say they
have a crime and therefore can incarcerate that individual?

Certainly a crime has to be committed before someone is
incarcerated, to be sure, but on the other hand, does that family
not have a right to know that the person living next door to them is
an individual with a long history of violent sexual abuses, an
individual who the police know is fully expected to reoffend? Does
that family not have a right to know that its next door neighbour has
a very high chance of sexually abusing another child? The hands of
the police were tied in that case, as they are tied in other cases
around the country.

We understand and are fully cognizant of the fact that all
individuals have rights, but at the end of the day the rights of a child
have to trump the rights of a sexual predator. That has to happen.
That is what we in our party are trying to do. We are trying to change
the laws of the land to ensure that children are not going to be preyed
on by pedophiles who have a long history of these actions and, by
and large, as I said before, are incurable. Some can be controlled and
should be allowed out after serving their sentences, but those who
cannot should be kept in jail until such time as the judicial system is
confident that these individuals will not reoffend.

We also know that on the international stage there are pedophile
tours. These adults, working underground, get together to go on
tours to Colombia and southeast Asia where they are taken to
brothels and children are presented in front of them so that they can
rape them. That is what is happening now. It is an underground
system. The international judicial system is aghast and appalled that
collectively we have been unable to prosecute these individuals who
go on these tours to sexually abuse the children of people in faraway
countries.

I know that the Thai government and the Malaysian government
are aghast because many of these pedophiles selectively go there to
sexually abuse children. This cannot be allowed to happen. Our
Minister of Justice must work with other ministers of justice and
international policing organizations to develop a system for the
identification and prosecution of individuals who actively go after
children on these international sex tours.
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My colleague has mentioned the issue of child porn. I will not
belabour the issue because my colleagues have spoken eloquently
about it. Suffice it to say that we are not talking about some
individual who accidentally pulls something off a computer. We are
talking about individuals who have a long history of pulling up and
using child pornography. What adults do among themselves is adults'
business, but when people are actually buying child pornography,
attached to that must be victims, and the victims are children who
had absolutely no say whatsoever in being part and parcel of those
movies or photographs that show them being sexually abused by
adults.

As for solutions, we have spoken about heavier penalties and
minimum sentencing for people convicted of pedophilia. Release
should be conditional upon the knowledge that individuals who are
pedophiles, and I would extend this to people who commit rape, are
violent sexual offenders. We must be certain that those individuals
and people who commit pedophilia and sexual and violent offences
are not going to reoffend. That category of offences is very different
from others because at the end of the day the victims of those
offences are individuals who have to sustain and endure terrible
penalties that they have to live with for the rest of their lives.

® (1045)

Dangerous offender status should be more liberally applied to
those individuals who are pedophiles. As I said before, it is an
incurable problem.

I know my time is up, but I hope the government listens to the
constructive solutions my party has put forward. We are very willing
to work with the government to implement a constructive Bill C-20
that will protect our children from predation by violent sexual
offenders.

Mr. Monte Solberg (Medicine Hat, Canadian Alliance): Mr.
Speaker, it is my pleasure to rise and debate Bill C-20 today. I want
to say at the outset that members of the Canadian Alliance have
spoken out forcefully on this and that is because we reflect where our
constituents are at. Many of us have received petitions on this issue.
People are very concerned about court rulings that seem to indicate
some kind of a tolerance for child pornography in some form.

However, I want people who are watching today to understand
that the Canadian Alliance feels it is completely wrong to give any
kind of nod of approval to any form of child pornography, any form.
I want to underline how pervasive the attitude is, at least among
some people, that it is okay to tolerate some kinds of child
pornography by pointing to something that was said in this place
back at the end of January by a member of the NDP. This is what the
member for Palliser said:

Mr. Speaker, in response to the member's specific questions, the position that I

take, and I believe would be shared by a majority if not all of my caucus
colleagues—

These are his colleagues in the NDP.
—is that if it has not specifically hurt a minor in the production of it, if it is
created by people's visual imaginations and if the main purpose of it is not simply
about pornography and sexual exploitation, then under the laws people do have a
right to their own imaginations and thoughts, however perverse the member and I
might think they are.

My concern, which I think is shared by police officers across the
country, is that if we open the door a crack to allowing these

“artistic” versions of child pornography or what the courts have
ruled are stories that may have artistic merit, then really we give the
seal of approval to child pornography.

We want to shut that down. We are saying that there is no such
thing as child pornography having any kind of public good. That of
course is what is at the heart of the debate over Bill C-20 and we
want to make it very clear that our party is completely opposed to
that notion.

This is such a broad subject and there are so many different
aspects to it, but suffice it to say that the Alliance believes that child
pornography in Canada today is a scourge. We know that there has
been a lot of publicity about this issue recently. There has been a
worldwide crackdown by police forces on child pornography.

One of the things that concerns us, beyond the flaws in Bill C-20,
is the fact that the police are not given adequate resources to deal
with the issue of child pornography. When we had the recent
crackdown around the world, which resulted in people being charged
in the United States, Great Britain and some in Canada, we found
that in Canada we had a woeful lack of resources when it came to
having enough people to go out and check on people who initially
were caught with child pornography, to check and make sure that we
actually had enough evidence to prosecute them.

That is a concern. If the government maintains, and I think that it
would, that the protection of children has to be the highest possible
priority of a police force and a justice system in Canadian society,
then they have to have adequate resources to do that. They need to
have good laws and they need to have adequate resources. I am
afraid to say that we have neither in Canada today.

The idea of artistic merit as a defence for child pornography, or
even now the idea of public good as Bill C-20 states, I think to most
people is contrary to common sense.

The government has not just failed when it comes to those issues,
but it has failed in other ways as well, which are related to this. Some
members already have spoken about the government's failure to
adopt legislation that would raise the age of consent for engaging in
sexual relations. Right now the age is 14, which I think would strike
most people as being too young. We are talking here about relations
between adults and children as young as the age of 14 and that is
what concerns us.

©(1050)

Last year when we brought this forward as a motion in the House
of Commons [ was surprised, in fact, very frustrated, that the
government voted against our motion to raise the age of consent
from 14 to at least 16. The government trotted out all kinds of red
herrings that it had not been able to get the provinces onside and that
it was working with the provinces. That is a red herring because it is
the federal government alone that sets the Criminal Code. The
provinces administer it, but it is the federal government that has sole
responsibility for changing the laws when it comes to the Criminal
Code of Canada. We are concerned about that.
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Another indication that the government does not take these issues
seriously enough is its ridiculous sex offender registry which it is
now proposing to bring in. The sex offender registry would only list
people as of now who have committed a sexual offence. They would
be the only ones who would be listed.

If somebody had been guilty of all kinds of sexual offences in the
past, they would not be listed in the sex offender registry. That calls
into question the government's commitment of ensuring that the
public's protection is put ahead of the protection of privacy for
people who have records as sexual offenders. To me that is simply
wrong.

We are concerned that the government is not taking seriously
enough what should be the first priority of any government which is
the protection of its citizens. Why were governments formed? They
were formed to protect the rights and freedoms of citizens and one of
those freedoms is the freedom to not be interfered with, sexually. The
government has not addressed these issues in a serious enough
manner. There have been thousands of names on petitions that have
come into the House. These people say they want these sorts of laws
strengthened.

For reasons that are not apparent to me, the government drags its
heels at every turn and comes up with all kinds of excuses for not
doing it. I think that is simply wrong.

I want to make reference to an article that a previous member
mentioned that was written by a Winnipeg lawyer who talked about
the artistic merit defence and the new legislation, Bill C-20. He
argued that the artistic merit defence, or the old legislation governing
child pornography, was actually stricter than the new legislation that
the government is bringing in. He pointed to all kinds of possible
ways that the government could put some strict limits on child
pornography to ensure that the next time this law is challenged it will
not be thrown out again by the courts.

I would argue that if the government is not prepared to listen to the
opposition then it should listen to people like David Matas, a
Winnipeg Lawyer. He has provided some common sense suggestions
for ways to limit the current definition of child pornography to
ensure that we do not have to go through this again and that Canada's
young people are protected.

About a year and a little bit ago my colleague from Lethbridge and
I went down to the Canada-U.S. border and spent some time with
customs officials on both sides of the border. One thing that came up
on both sides of the border was how they have to be so vigilant today
to ensure that when young people are travelling across the border
with an older person, that they are not doing so because they have
been lured by older people for the purposes of sexual exploitation.
The impression they left with me is that this is not just a problem, it
is a crisis.

We hear Toronto police officers talking about the crisis that they
are facing now with respect to child pornography. We hear people
talking today about the fact that Canada is becoming somewhat of a
destination for sex tourism.
® (1055)

This is a serious issue and I am concerned that the government is
not taking its responsibilities for protecting young people seriously.

S. 0. 31

We have laid down a number of examples today of how it is failing
in those responsibilities. Not only does it have to do with Bill C-20,
but it has to do with its inability to summon the courage to raise the
age of sexual consent from 14 to 16 and it is has to do with bringing
in a sex offender registry that captures on that registry people who
have committed sexual offences in the past and not just as of today.

I will conclude by urging the government to consider these
remarks and to change this legislation.

STATEMENTS BY MEMBERS
[English]

ENERGY

Mr. Julian Reed (Halton, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, as the House is
well aware, | have been interested in renewable energy for many
years. The war in Iraq, the potential danger to our environment by
nuclear waste, and the challenge of climate change compel me today
to offer a vision for Canada.

A future where Canada has a secure supply of energy, where fossil
fuels are just one source, and the supply is diverse, using a
combination of proven technologies, like water power, together with
renewable and sustainable forms of energy that we are starting to use
today, like alternative fuels, wind power, solar power, and sources of
energy we have not even thought of yet.

We must support our scientists and commercial enterprises by
investing in their research and development so we can have high tech
jobs for our Canadian youth, clean air to breathe, and security for our
energy future.

® (1100)

FISHERIES

Mr. Andy Burton (Skeena, Canadian Alliance): Mr. Speaker, it
is common knowledge that Canada's east coast fishery is in trouble.
The resident population of some six million to seven million seals,
each destroying a tonne of fish annually, clearly contributes
significantly to this problem. The annual commercial harvest of
350,000 animals is a balanced approach.

Not common knowledge is that the west coast has a similar
problem. Salmon populations have been significantly reduced by
huge seal populations.

I believe that a seal hunt on a commercial basis will introduce a
badly needed new economy on the B.C. coast and will also aid in the
revival of healthy returns on salmon and trout.
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I would like to encourage the minister to seriously consider
establishing a commercial seal hunt on the west coast of Canada.

* % %

CIS HOCKEY

Hon. Andy Scott (Fredericton, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I am proud to
rise today to congratulate the new Atlantic conference hockey
champions, the University of New Brunswick Varsity Reds, on their
dramatic 4-3 win over St. FX last weekend.

UNB has been playing extremely well of late which brings me to a
matter of a friendly challenge that I have put to two of my
colleagues. I have challenged the members for Edmonton West and
Thunder Bay—Superior North that when UNB wins the University
Cup this weekend in Fredericton, the member for Edmonton West
will provide the Varsity Reds with a steak dinner and will come to
Fredericton to serve it, and the member for Thunder Bay—Superior
North will do the same but with a pickerel dinner. Should Alberta or
Lakehead win I will provide them with a lobster dinner and go to
Edmonton or Thunder Bay to serve it.

Mr. Speaker, in case you are concerned about the possible expense
to me in providing lobster dinners to two entire hockey teams, do not
worry about it. Go Varsity Reds.

* % %

RACIAL DISCRIMINATION

Mr. Mark Eyking (Sydney—Victoria, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the
United Nations chose March 21 as International Day for the
Elimination of Racial Discrimination.

On this day in 1960, anti-apartheid demonstrators conducted a
peaceful demonstration in Sharpeville, South Africa, and were shot
and killed by police. In 1989, Canada became the first country in the
world to have a national March 21st campaign to raise awareness
about racism, and to encourage individuals and organizations to take
steps to eliminate discrimination.

Around the world, Canada has gained the reputation of being a
country that places high value on social justice, diversity and
equality. We need to be vigilant to ensure that racism has no place in
our society or in the world. The campaign is an annual reminder that
every one of us has a role to play in putting an end to racism.

Let us renew our commitment to work with all Canadians to create
a society where every citizen contributes to the equality of all.

E
[Translation]

HUMAN RESOURCES DEVELOPMENT

Mr. Mark Assad (Gatineau, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, thanks to a
winter skills project, Mission Compétence Hiver 2003, 16 young
people between the ages of 17 and 30 in the Saint-Hyacinthe area
will be able to acquire the skills sought by today's employers in a
work experience setting.

Human Resources Development Canada is proud to provide
$15,000 in financial assistance to Gilles Poulin Consultant, a
company that plans and carries out activities to assist the young
people in that region in entering the work force. The project sponsor

has a proven track record of successfully coordinating such projects
in the past.

Good luck to all these young participants.

% ok %
[English]

IRAQ

Mr. Jason Kenney (Calgary Southeast, Canadian Alliance):
Mr. Speaker, today I held a news conference with members of the
Iragi-Canadian community who detailed the long nightmare of
Saddam Hussein's regime, which human rights groups call one of the
most brutal dictatorships of the last 50 years.

Saddam is responsible for the deaths of over a million people,
both in wars of aggression he launched, and torture and execution of
his own people. He is guilty of genocide against the Kurds, Marsh
Arabs and Shiites, killing tens of thousands through the use of
poison gas and mass execution. His preferred methods of torture
include: eye-gouging, electric shock, raping women in front of their
families, acid baths, and feeding dissidents to wild dogs.

We hope that allied forces will soon bring him to justice. But if
Saddam is captured alive, I believe that he and his henchmen should
be prosecuted for crimes against humanity at a special international
criminal tribunal created for that purpose.

Following question period I will seek unanimous consent for a
motion calling for such a tribunal. I hope that all members will agree
that the time has come for justice to be done for the Iraqi people.

* % %

® (1105)
[Translation]

CANADA GAMES

Ms. Raymonde Folco (Laval West, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, a few
days ago, in all parts of Canada, young athletes were returning home
from the 19th Canada Games.

One young athlete, Alexandre Tremblay of Lachenaie, brought
two golds home, one of them won in badminton doubles partnered
with Mathieu Laforest.

I extend my congratulations and those of all the people of
Terrebonne—Blainville to the athletes who competed so ably in the
19th Canada Games.

I hope Alexandre Tremblay will be able to continue excelling in
his sport for many years to come, and I am sure that one day his
Olympic dream will come true.

* % %

CLAUDE ROY

Mr. Gilles Duceppe (Laurier—Sainte-Marie, BQ): Mr. Speak-
er, we want to pay tribute today to a great advocate for social
housing, Claude Roy, an urban planning advisor with the Société
d'habitation du Québec.
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Honoured by one of the leading American housing associations,
Claude Roy was awarded the John D. Lange award for the
international impact of his work.

The first Quebecker and non-American to receive such an award,
this man of conviction does far more than perform his role as a
manager. Over the past 15 years, he has advocated the promotion of
a healthy living environment and emphasized the need to recognize
the connection between housing and the social needs of the
disadvantaged, including the homeless.

On behalf of my colleagues from the Bloc Quebecois, I want to
commend Mr. Roy on his social commitment and express our deep
gratitude to him for his commitment to the advancement of wellness
in our society.

E
[English]

RACIAL DISCRIMINATION

Ms. Judy Sgro (York West, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, today is
International Day for the Elimination of Racism.

I rise today to remind all Canadians about the meaning of
tolerance and respect for one another. Particularly in these troubling
and difficult times, when war and fears of terrorism are ever present,
the issue of racial discrimination has become even more prominent.

Canada proudly stands as a model for diversity and openness,
which has been a fundamental part of the Canadian mosaic since its
beginning. Our national identity is linked to our cultural and
linguistic heritage, where people from all backgrounds and cultures
make Canada their home.

Threats to the physical and emotional safety of individuals cannot
be allowed if we are to maintain the principles of acceptance that
defines the spirit of our great nation. No one's identity or cultural
heritage should be compromised.

I ask that all members of the House join with me to promote the
fundamental belief that all Canadians are equal.

* % %

RACIAL DISCRIMINATION

Mrs. Betty Hinton (Kamloops, Thompson and Highland
Valleys, Canadian Alliance): Mr. speaker, today we join citizens
around the world in declaring our support for the noble effort of
eliminating racism.

Racial and religious discrimination have been the cause of too
many wars and too much human suffering and any effort, be it by the
United Nations or by individuals, to eliminate those two scourges
should be applauded.

We pride ourselves in Canada on our ethnic racial diversity and
tolerance, and well we should. Canada should continue to hold itself
up as a shining example of what racial and religious tolerance should
be like.

I am proud that in my constituency there are people from every
corner of the earth and we live peacefully together and enjoy our
differences.

S. 0. 31

I salute the United Nations and suggest the motto for Canada
should be, “It does not matter where we came from as individuals.
What does matter is where we are going together as Canadians.”

* % %
[Translation]

RACIAL DISCRIMINATION

Mrs. Marlene Jennings (Notre-Dame-de-Grace—Lachine,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I would like to call your attention to the fact
that today, March 21, is the International Day for the Elimination of
Racial Discrimination.

The Secretary of State for Multiculturalism and the Status of
Women will be presenting the young winners of the “Racism. Stop
It!” national video competition with their awards.

[English]

This year we honour 10 teams of 12 to 18 year old students: from
Quebec, le Collége Jean de la Mennais et le Cégep du Vieux-
Montréal; from Ontario, Norwich District High School and Glendale
Secondary School; from Manitoba, Shaughnessy Park School; from
Alberta, Amiskawiy Academy and Southview Community School;
from Nova Scotia, Bedford Junior High School; and from the
Northwest Territories, Sir John Franklin High School.

I would like to congratulate these young people for their stand
against racism and for expressing their view with such great
creativity.

* % %

RACIAL DISCRIMINATION

Ms. Libby Davies (Vancouver East, NDP): Mr. Speaker, on this
International Day for the Elimination of Racism, we remember the
memory of those ant-apartheid protestors who were so brutally
slaughtered in 1960 in Johannesburg, South Africa.

This March 21st is especially important as the grievous and
devastating consequences of war on Iraq begin to unfold. State
instituted racial profiling at the Canada-U.S. border crossings,
harassment, interrogation, new visa requirements by the U.S. based
on country of origin and targeting of members of the Canada Arab
and Muslim communities and other minority groups are intolerable
violations of human rights.

Federal New Democrats will continue to speak out against this
racism fuelled by a war and anti-terrorism agenda that has even seen
innocent people incarcerated.

We call on the Canadian government to uphold human rights, both
internationally and here at home.
% % %
®(1110)
[Translation]

WORLD WATER DAY

Mr. Bernard Bigras (Rosemont—Petite-Patrie, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, tomorrow, March 22, has been proclaimed World Water
Day by the United Nations.
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It is an opportunity to remember that water is not something we
can take for granted. It is frightening to think that, in this day and
age, some people do not have access to drinking water. On this day,
countries are invited to organize activities to raise public awareness
of the importance and value of water.

This week, the Third World Water Forum was held in Kyoto. At
the forum, which is also an important event in the International Year
of Freshwater, the United Nations presented the World Water
Development Report.

Each of us must do our part to preserve water quality. We must
also realize that climate change, too, could have a serious impact on
water levels. So, if the level of the St. Lawrence drops, pollutant
levels will rise and water quality could be compromised.

Water is like the air we breathe; we need it to survive. Help us to
preserve it.

[English]
EXCHANGE STUDENTS

Mr. Mac Harb (Ottawa Centre, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, today [ have
the pleasure to welcome to Ottawa students from Guilford Park
Secondary School who travelled here all the way from Surrey,
British Columbia. They are in Ottawa this week on an exchange with
students from D'Arcy McGee Secondary School.

These students have been given a wonderful opportunity to visit
another part of our great country while practising their abilities in the
secondary language.

I hope that they have a great stay here in Ottawa and I thank them
for the great Vancouver weather that they clearly brought along with
them.

* % %

FISHERIES AND OCEANS

Mr. Loyola Hearn (St. John's West, PC): Mr. Speaker,
government giveth and government taketh away. In the budget the
government bragged about all the money it was giving out for the
various departments. While this was unfolding, it was asking
departments to cut a billion dollars from existing programs.

The Department of Fisheries and Oceans has been asked to find
between $15 million and $20 million. This means significant cuts to
small crafts and harbours, the science branch and the Coast Guard,
all divisions currently in dire need of funding.

This is inconceivable. The Department of Fisheries and Oceans at
present cannot afford to deliver existing programs and further cuts
will be devastating.

Putting money into one's pocket with one hand is always popular
but taking it out with the other is only an action the government
would take. Government giveth and government taketh away at its
own risk.

[Translation]

PRIX MONTFORT

Ms. Carole-Marie Allard (Laval East, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
yesterday evening, the first Prix Montfort gala was held to honour
outstanding contributions to the Francophonie. All the award
winners deserve our thanks.

The Canadian Francophonie can certainly point to a remarkable
trail of achievements. Consider the winner of the Prix Montfort for
cultural diversity, Rwandan-born singer Corneille, who fled the
genocide, who reminded us how war destroys the dreams of
thousands of children.

Consider Antonine Maillet, winner of the Prix Montfort for
literature, who constantly nurtures our hope for a better Canada.

The creator of the Festival Juste pour rire, Gilbert Rozon, who
won the Prix Montfort for event of the year, expressed his great
admiration for all of humanity in these troubled times.

And what about the mayor of Moncton, winner of the Montfort of
the Year award. He reminded us of our ability to meet the challenges
of bilingualism.

I want to thank all the artists who helped make this evening a
success.

[English]
IRAQ

Mr. Peter Goldring (Edmonton Centre-East, Canadian
Alliance): Mr. Speaker, as we speak, Saddam Hussein's Iraq is
under siege. The “Butcher of Baghdad” has scant days left to his evil
rule.

Saddam has for too long been a harbourer of terrorists, a killer of
his own citizens and a user and purveyor of weapons of mass
destruction. Saddam personifies the new world's most evil threat,
post-September 11.

While Great Britain, the United States and Australia together do
their part to rout Saddam, we do not stand with our allies today. We
stand in the shadow of the United Nations' failure to act. We stand
aside because of a Prime Minister who failed to help. We stand aside,
due to a Prime Minister interested more in personal popularity polls
than safe, secure world order.

Shamefully, our Prime Minister is more ready to continue the
“Butcher of Baghdad” and his evil threats, than to accept and help
the most and the best of the free world marching to end Saddam's
reign. God save the Queen and God bless America.
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ORAL QUESTION PERIOD

®(1115)
[English]

IRAQ

Mr. Grant Hill (Macleod, Canadian Alliance): Mr. Speaker,
France has been one of the countries most opposed to military
intervention in Iraq. It has said, however, that if Saddam uses
chemical or biological weapons, it would change its position.

If Saddam uses chemical or biological weapons, will that change
Canada's position?

Hon. Bill Graham (Minister of Foreign Affairs, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, we will analyze any situation of any change of any kind in
the future and we will take action in the light of Canada's interest,
bearing in mind our responsibility for peace and security, dealing
with our allies and the preservation of the international framework
and system that we have worked so hard to date to build. We will
take action as is required in the light of all of those considerations.

Mr. Grant Hill (Macleod, Canadian Alliance): Mr. Speaker,
France did not have to analyze a thing. It was able to put its position
out plainly for everyone to see.

I attended a state visit to Mexico with the Prime Minister three
weeks ago. While there he said to give credit to the Americans and
that any movement on disarmament by Saddam Hussein was a result
of their troops at the border.

Why is that message not being spoken loud and clear here in
Canada?

Hon. Bill Graham (Minister of Foreign Affairs, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, the message is being spoken loud and clear but it is very
difficult to get a message through to people who are ideologically
disposed not to listen to it.

Mr. Grant Hill (Macleod, Canadian Alliance): The arrogance is
incredible, Mr. Speaker. Of the 10 missiles fired at Kuwait, 2 have
now been identified as Saddam Hussein's scuds. He said to
everyone, he said to the world, “But I don't have them. They've
all been destroyed”.

Does that change Canada's position? Does Canada now regret
abandoning our allies, when the evidence is there that Saddam
Hussein had scuds all along?

Hon. Bill Graham (Minister of Foreign Affairs, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, it may well demonstrate that the work of Dr. Blix should
have been continued and all these things would have been found out.
We can draw many conclusions on what is taking place at this time.
That is not the point.

It is that the United States has engaged itself in action today, and
what we believe is we would like to see this action terminated as
quickly as possible with as few casualties as possible. That is the
important consideration at this time.

Mr. Stockwell Day (Okanagan—Coquihalla, Canadian Alli-
ance): Mr. Speaker, a number of nations are now calling for the
expulsion of Saddam's representatives from allied countries. This
would further diminish Saddam, it would demoralize his licutenants
and raise the possibility of defections or maybe even early surrender.

Oral Questions

The Liberals have decided to do nothing militarily to help disarm
Saddam or to liberate the people of Iraq, but it is not too late to help
diplomatically.

Why will the government not do the right thing and expel
Saddam's front men from our country?

Hon. Bill Graham (Minister of Foreign Affairs, Lib.): The first
point, Mr. Speaker, is we have received no request from the United
States to expel the one—

Ms. Carol Skelton: Where is your backbone?

Mr. Stockwell Day: Are you waiting for marching orders from
the U.S.?

Some hon. members: Oh, oh.

The Speaker: Order, please. The hon. member for Okanagan—
Coquihalla will have a chance to ask a supplementary question in
due course, but we have to be able to hear the answer to the first one.
I urge all hon. members to pay some attention to the member who
has the floor, in this case the Minister of Foreign Affairs.

Hon. Bill Graham: Mr. Speaker, there is one Iraqi diplomat in
Canada today. Earlier in December of last year, we had a diplomat
removed at our request. We will of course monitor the situation and
make a decision in respect of Canada's interest and whether it is in
the best interest in these circumstances to take that action.

® (1120)

Mr. Stockwell Day (Okanagan—Coquihalla, Canadian Alli-
ance): Mr. Speaker, the U.S. government seized $1.74 billion in
foreign assets of Saddam's regime, money which will now be
committed to the humanitarian needs of the Iraqgi people. This type of
action will ensure that neither Saddam nor his henchmen can run off
with the money, the wealth of the Iraqi people.

Why will our government not show true compassion to the Iraqi
people by seizing the assets of Saddam's regimes that may be parked
right here in Canada? Why will it not at least do that?

Hon. Bill Graham (Minister of Foreign Affairs, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, we will not take any immediate action to do that because
we already did it many years ago.

Canada has had it in place since 1990, if the member will listen to
the answer, under the United Nations Iraq regulations which impose
a freeze on Iraqi assets in Canada. Pursuant to UN security council
resolutions, there is already a freeze on Iraqi assets in Canada.

[Translation]

Mr. Gilles Duceppe (Laurier—Sainte-Marie, BQ): Mr. Speak-
er, the prompt restoration of peace in Iraq is legitimate, justified and
desirable, as opposed to the war, which is not. In addition to the
humanitarian dimension, we need to prepare for the post-war period
now.

There will be a regime change, but Iraq must not become an
American protectorate. It is up to the UN to set up a provisional
administration.
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Can the Minister of Foreign Affairs tell the House what diplomatic
action has been taken by Canada to ensure that the reconstruction of
Iraq will be carried out under the auspices of the UN?

Hon. Bill Graham (Minister of Foreign Affairs, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, obviously this is an extremely important question. Canada's
position is that Iraq's post-war administration should be established
by the United Nations.

We will be working toward this with all of the other countries
involved.

Mr. Gilles Duceppe (Laurier—Sainte-Marie, BQ): Mr. Speak-
er, the war in Iraq will not only be hard on Iraqi civilians, but it will
poison an already tense situation throughout the entire Middle East.

Can the Minister of Foreign Affairs tell us if Canada will support
an international conference on the Middle East, as proposed by
France?

Hon. Bill Graham (Minister of Foreign Affairs, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, this is obviously a proposal. We are studying all of the
proposals made by France with the respect they deserve.

Accordingly, we are considering whether such a conference would
be appropriate in the coming days. However, obviously we have to
study this kind of proposal very carefully. We will do so from the
perspective that we have already mentioned in the House, in terms of
international interest, with a view to resolving this crisis as soon as
possible.

Mr. Stéphane Bergeron (Verchéres—Les-Patriotes, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, the U.S. has seized Iraqi assets in U.S. banks and has also
decided to allocate this money to humanitarian aid.

Will the Minister of Foreign Affairs agree that it would be much
better to leave it up to the UN to determine how this money should
be used, rather than letting the U.S. be the sole arbiter?

Hon. Bill Graham (Minister of Foreign Affairs, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, all I can say is that the freeze on Iraqi assets in Canada,
which has been in place—as I just mentioned to the House—since
1990, is in accordance with UN regulations.

Naturally this will continue to be the case and we will handle any
such assets in accordance with Security Council regulations and
Canadian law.

Mr. Stéphane Bergeron (Verchéres—Les-Patriotes, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, several organizations will join in the humanitarian effort in
Iraq.

Does the minister agree that again, the UN is the best placed to
coordinate all the humanitarian work in Iraq?

Hon. Bill Graham (Minister of Foreign Affairs, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, obviously we intend to promote this point of view, namely
that it would be appropriate and even preferable for the adminis-
tration of humanitarian aid and the reconstruction of Iraq to be
carried out under an international mandate rather than the mandate of
one single power.

We are trying to convince our American friends that it would be in
their best interest to adopt a UN-type system. I think they will see
our point of view.

[English]

Ms. Alexa McDonough (Halifax, NDP): Mr. Speaker, it is clear
that Canadian ships are escorting ships involved in an illegal war,
without authorization from Parliament. My question is for the
Minister of National Defence. He has authorized Canadian ships to
escort warships as far north as Kuwait, involving us in this war.
Could he assure Canadians that our sailors have the same level of
protection as the sailors they are escorting?

® (1125)

Hon. John McCallum (Minister of National Defence, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, one must always be extraordinarily cautious in releasing
information that may involve the security of our men and women at
sea. As they say, loose lips can sink ships.

However, I am able to inform the House that all of our sailors are
equipped with protective equipment to defend themselves against
biological and chemical attack. Not only that, but our ships have the
capacity to seal themselves in the event of a biological or chemical
attack. I am pleased to be able to inform the House of these facts
today.

Ms. Alexa McDonough (Halifax, NDP): Mr. Speaker, Canadian
surveillance planes are supplying data to the U.S. fifth fleet. Our
ships are escorting warships. Yet supposedly Canada is not involved
in Bush's war. To ensure that we are not involved, could the defence
minister tell us where Operation Apollo ends and Bush's war begins
for our 1,300 armed forces personnel in the gulf?

Hon. John McCallum (Minister of National Defence, Lib.): |
just mentioned security concerns, Mr. Speaker, and I am certainly
not going to reveal to the world exactly where our ships are
operating, but I would say that the NDP does not seem to get it. We
had a resolution on this matter from the Bloc which was defeated
overwhelmingly yesterday. The fact of the matter is that there is
absolutely no way Canada is going to withdraw from the war against
terrorism, to cut and run at a moment when our allies are at greatest
risk. Indeed, we are fully committed to the war against terrorism and
are proud of what we are doing in the gulf.

Right Hon. Joe Clark (Calgary Centre, PC): Mr. Speaker,
before last night the government was able to argue that Canada
would not participate in Iraq at this time. Canada was as flexible as
France. But the Prime Minister and his government last night voted
in favour of a much more categoric resolution that absolutely shuts
the door on any subsequent United Nations action. Either that vote
means nothing or Canada is not now free to respond to Saddam's use
of weapons of mass destruction. Which is it?

Hon. Bill Graham (Minister of Foreign Affairs, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, it is not our view that the vote last night, which clearly was
the opinion of the House, was that we should not be sending troops
to be a part of this intervention. It would determine all future
possibilities for all future time and no Parliament seeks to bind its
government in such a way. The government will take its
responsibility and take the actions that are necessary for the
protection of the Canadian people and the establishment of
international peace and order, as it has always done in the past
and will continue to do in the future.
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Right Hon. Joe Clark (Calgary Centre, PC): Mr. Speaker, the
minister sucks and blows at the same time. That means that in his
view the vote he cast last night means absolutely nothing at all.

I am pleased to hear that he is finally talking about reconstruction
after ignoring that for the first several days of this debate. He knows
that the United Nations has authority to deal with humanitarian
actions but that it needs a new resolution to deal with reconstruction.
Is Canada acting actively to have a new resolution drafted and, more
importantly, to build the kind of consensus that would ensure such a
resolution would be adopted by the Security Council?

Hon. Bill Graham (Minister of Foreign Affairs, Lib.): To be
fair, Mr. Speaker, I must say that I appreciate the hon. member's
interest in the issue of reconstruction, but it is not correct to say we
have taken no interest in this up until now. We have been extremely
aware of it, but the question is, how does one act reasonably and in a
way that is going to make a positive contribution to this issue?

The Prime Minister made it clear that before the intervention took
place talk of reconstruction might have caused other political issues
to arise. That is now there. We will do our part. We are acting at the
United Nations. We agree with the members of the House that this
would be best managed through a United Nations process and we
will actively pursue that agenda.

* % %

CANADA-U.S. RELATIONS

Mr. Monte Solberg (Medicine Hat, Canadian Alliance): Mr.
Speaker, a new poll says that 52% of Canadians are worried about
the damage to our relationship with the United States created by the
government's self-indulgent anti-American ranting. Now even the
cabinet is getting into the act.

Does the foreign affairs minister understand that the steady stream
of poison coming from his own caucus cannot help but undermine
our relationship with our best friends in the United States?

® (1130)

Hon. Bill Graham (Minister of Foreign Affairs, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, 1 have always taken the position and the government's
position has always been that the United States is acting in these
circumstances in a review of its own sovereign interest, the
protection of its citizens and the establishment of peace and order
as it sees it. We have chosen to take another path, but that does not
mean that we criticize the path chosen by our American colleagues.

I accept what all members of the House accept, which is that we
will act in this way, in a way to preserve the friendship with the
United States, the access across the border and the best relations we
have. I am confident that we will be able to do it. I urge the hon.
members opposite not to envenom—

The Speaker: The hon. member for Medicine Hat.

Mr. Monte Solberg (Medicine Hat, Canadian Alliance): Mr.
Speaker, the fish rots from the head down. What we have seen from
the caucus across the way is the Prime Minister giving tacit approval
to what some of his caucus members are saying by not taking them
to task for it. Very often the Prime Minister will dress down his
members when they hurt his party. When is he going to start to dress
them down when they are hurting his country?

Oral Questions

Hon. Bill Graham (Minister of Foreign Affairs, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, I hope that the hon. member will agree with me that the
Prime Minister's comportment in this matter has been very careful
and very wise. This is not a wisdom that comes from anything except
a respect for our United States colleagues, a respect that he owes
President Bush, that I owe Secretary Powell, that the Deputy Prime
Minister owes Mr. Ridge, and right through the system to Mr.
Ashcroft and the good relations we have both with the administration
and the American people.

I promise the House that the government will continue to be
guided in that light. We have good relations with the United States.
We will continue to have good relations with the United States.

E
[Translation]

IRAQ

Ms. Caroline St-Hilaire (Longueuil, BQ): Mr. Speaker, since the
war in Iraq began, the Minister of National Defence keeps saying
that maintaining Canadian troops in the Persian Gulf region is
essential to the fight against terrorism. Yet, yesterday in the House,
he confirmed that the Canadian ships escorting the allied ships
would have to respond if any of them were attacked.

Does maintaining troops in the region not contradict Canada's
stated anti-war position?

Hon. John McCallum (Minister of National Defence, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, I said that the NDP does not get it, and it seems that neither
does the Bloc Quebecois. What happened last night is that the Bloc's
amendment, seeking to pull out our ships, was very soundly
defeated. As I said several minutes ago, we are proud of the role our
ships continue to play in the Gulf in the fight against terrorism. We
are proud that we are there to protect our allies from potential
terrorist attacks.

Ms. Caroline St-Hilaire (Longueuil, BQ): Mr. Speaker, the
Minister of National Defence must realize that his message is
extremely ambiguous. On one hand, he talks about working for
peace, and on the other, he says that he will defend his belligerent
allies if they are attacked.

How can the Minister of National Defence reconcile two such
contradictory approaches?

Hon. John McCallum (Minister of National Defence, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, contrary to what the Bloc Quebecois says, our message is
extremely clear, and it is based on two principles.

First, we respect the right of the United States, but we also have
the right to decide for ourselves. That is what we have done in
deciding not to participate in the war. But the second principle,
which is just as important, is that Canada has been a full partner in
the war against terrorism since September 11. The risk is greater than
ever before, and our efforts continue.
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NATIONAL DEFENCE

Mr. Leon Benoit (Lakeland, Canadian Alliance): Mr. Speaker,
yesterday the defence minister dismissed the concerns of Sea King
crews about the danger of flying Sea Kings without proper night
vision equipment while at the same time he is looking at buying a
new building for head office staff.

Good government is about setting priorities, about knowing what
is important and what is not as important. Does the minister think it
is good government to purchase a new building for headquarters
staff while he will not buy night vision equipment which could
improve the safety of our Sea King crews?

Hon. John McCallum (Minister of National Defence, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, I did not dismiss the concerns of helicopter pilots yesterday.
I dismissed the unwarranted comments of the member across the
way. Indeed, I said that I had received assurances regarding safety
from the Chief of Defence Staff, a former helicopter pilot, and I had
spoken to three helicopter pilots myself in the morning who assured
me of the safety. It is also the case that we have equipment to provide
night vision. Our new helicopters will have superior equipment and
we are in the process of developing improvements in that area.

®(1135)

Mrs. Cheryl Gallant (Renfrew—Nipissing—Pembroke, Cana-
dian Alliance): Mr. Speaker, post-9/11 the downtown Ottawa
Department of National Defence headquarters location became a
security risk, according to the minister, yet the minister is insisting
on moving the Emergency Preparedness College from Arnprior,
outside Ottawa, where it was designed to serve an alternate disaster
operations centre, to Ottawa. Since the national capital has been
identified as a potential target for terrorists, why is the government
moving the logical alternate command centre site from Arnprior to
ground zero?

Hon. John McCallum (Minister of National Defence, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, I must say I have a little difficulty following that
convoluted logic, but my first responsibility is to ensure the
preparedness of first responders to potential terrorist attack. That
responsibility has if anything augmented as a consequence of events
in Iraq and, as the member well knows, the facilities in Arnprior
were not appropriate to carry out those fundamental responsibilities
of the government. It is for that reason that the decision to move was
taken.

[Translation]

IMMIGRATION AND REFUGEE BOARD

Ms. Madeleine Dalphond-Guiral (Laval Centre, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, according to yesterday's Toronto Star, the Minister of
Citizenship and Immigration is preparing to make some major
changes to the Immigration and Refugee Board. It would appear that
he is, in fact, contemplating replacing the board members, currently
appointed by the governor in council, with Citizenship and
Immigration Canada officials.

Can the minister explain why he wants to abolish an independent
system and replace it with one in which public servants would be
simultaneously judge and jury?

[English]

Mr. Sarkis Assadourian (Parliamentary Secretary to the
Minister of Citizenship and Immigration, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
the hon. member read the article like everybody else. The minister
did not propose anything. He just suggested ways to improve the
deal we had in 1989. Anything that can improve on that system I
think is a job to look forward to. I hope in the future the hon.
member supports the streamlining of refugees so we can make it
easier, faster and cheaper.

[Translation]

Ms. Madeleine Dalphond-Guiral (Laval Centre, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, in its 2000 election platform, the Bloc Quebecois proposed
replacing the present political appointment process for Immigration
and Refugee Board members with a transparent appointment
procedure based on candidates' professional qualifications and
experience.

Can the minister explain to us why he has not gone with an option
that would ensure an appointment process based, not on political
connections, but professional qualifications and experience?

[English]

Mr. Sarkis Assadourian (Parliamentary Secretary to the
Minister of Citizenship and Immigration, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
the assumption is totally wrong. Every appointment the government
has made in the last nine and a half years has been fantastic, based on
the ability of the person, nothing more, nothing less.

CHILD PORNOGRAPHY

Mr. Vic Toews (Provencher, Canadian Alliance): Mr. Speaker,
the Liberal government may talk about protecting children, but it
does exactly the opposite.

Prominent human rights lawyer David Matas has recently stated
that Bill C-20, the proposed child pornography legislation, goes in
exactly the wrong direction. Instead of narrowing the defence of
artistic merit, indeed it broadens the defence.

When will the government finally find the courage to protect
children, rather than siding with the interests of child pornographers?

Mr. Paul Harold Macklin (Parliamentary Secretary to the
Minister of Justice and Attorney General of Canada, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, on the issue of child pornography, clearly we have brought
forward a bill that we believe will be very effective in dealing with
the concerns that were raised by the Sharpe case. We believe that
eliminating the artistic merit defence will in fact be in the best
interests of the children of our community. We are very interested in
maintaining the priority of children as part of the government's
process of making sure that children are safe within our community.
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SEX OFFENDER REGISTRY

Mr. Kevin Sorenson (Crowfoot, Canadian Alliance): Mr.
Speaker, the snail's pace at which the national sex offender registry
bill is proceeding through the House speaks volumes about the
priority the government places on the safety of our society and of our
children. At this speed, it is very likely that we will not have the sex
offender registry before next Christmas, or even before the next
election.

I ask the Solicitor General, will he immediately ensure that Bill
C-23 is made a priority and is brought before the House sooner
rather than later?

Hon. Wayne Easter (Solicitor General of Canada, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, maybe the member has not looked at the projected order of
business, but the fact of the matter is it is before the House today.

First, we had to bring the provinces on side in terms of the sex
offender registry. We have done that. We are pushing it with due
haste. If we get the right kind of cooperation from the members on
the other side rather than playing games, we would get the bill
through the House so it can do what it is intended to do, which is to
protect children in this country.

* % %

CHILD CARE

Mrs. Judi Longfield (Whitby—Ajax, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, last
week the Minister of Human Resources Development successfully
negotiated Canada's first ever national child care program. Her
provincial and territorial colleagues agreed to her plan to allocate
some $900 million to regulated child care spaces across the country.

Can the minister tell the House what this means in practical terms
for working parents?

Hon. Jane Stewart (Minister of Human Resources Develop-
ment, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, last week I was thrilled to reach agreement
with provinces and territories on a national plan to improve the
quality and accessibility of regulated early learning and child care in
Canada.

Provinces and territories have agreed to invest the $900 million
announced in the recent federal budget to create new spaces in
regulated child care centres, private homes and nurseries, to increase
subsidies that assist parents in meeting the costs of this care, or to
increase compensation for givers of regulated care.

This is another example of the Government of Canada's
commitment to make sure that our youngest citizens have the very
best possible first start in their lives.

* % %

IRAQ

Ms. Libby Davies (Vancouver East, NDP): Mr. Speaker, the
finance minister is very good on so-called sovereign decisions, but
not so hot on international law, judging by what he said yesterday
and reiterated again today in the House. Yesterday in speaking about
Bush's war, he said, “We have made our decision. They have made
their sovereign decision. We respect that”.

Oral Questions

When Iraq invaded Kuwait in 1990, that too was a sovereign
decision. Surely the point of international law is to stop sovereign
decisions that are illegal.

I ask the minister again, does Bush's war violate international law,
yes or no?

Hon. Bill Graham (Minister of Foreign Affairs, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, I am not in a position to give a legal opinion on behalf of
the United States of America, but Secretary Powell and the British
government have been saying that their intervention in these
circumstances is fully justified under a series of Security Council
resolutions, terminating with Security Council resolution 1441.

We would have preferred a different political solution, but I think
that is an interpretation which we have to respect and recognize that
it is in their sovereign right to take action based on their analysis of
the legal opinion such as they see it.

Ms. Libby Davies (Vancouver East, NDP): Mr. Speaker, maybe
the minister should take a refresher course at law school.

Yesterday he said, “They are taking steps in self-defence which
are authorized under UN resolutions which they have cited”. Clearly
the UN has not authorized Bush's war. It is in fact pre-emptive and
not self-defence.

Mr. Bush can cite whatever he wants. The very simple question is,
does the minister think that his citations are correct, yes or no? Is the
war legal or illegal in the minister's view? Why will he not answer
that question?

Hon. Bill Graham (Minister of Foreign Affairs, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, I read the declaration of the attorney general of the United
Kingdom. I read the legal opinion and listened carefully to what
Secretary of State Powell said. They referred to a series of
resolutions. Those resolutions I believe were correct, the resolutions
they referred to.

The fact that the hon. member draws a different conclusion from
them, maybe she and I and all of us should go back for refresher
courses at law school.

I think what we are trying to achieve here is a political issue which
is of great importance to the future of the world. This government
will continue to be motivated by its determination to work in the best
interests of Canada and of Canadians and the world in finding the
right solutions.

E
® (1145)

FISHERIES

Mr. Loyola Hearn (St. John's West, PC): Mr. Speaker, while an
all party committee from Newfoundland and Labrador was
developing a plan to make sure the cod fishery in the region was
maintained and enhanced, the federal government was planning also.
Instead of assisting the province, the federal government, without the
involvement of DFO, was having HRDC and ACOA make plans to
address the fallout of another fishery closure through EI extensions
and make work programs.
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Why did the government go behind everybody's back and pull the
rug out from under its own fisheries minister and the all party
committee in Newfoundland and Labrador?

Hon. Robert Thibault (Minister of Fisheries and Oceans,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, perhaps the member should go back and talk to
the government of his province. It would indicate to him that in
discussions with the provincial government, it was agreed that we
would get together federally and provincially to see what the impact
of potential closures would be and to see what kind of measures we
could take at the federal level and at the provincial level to assist
those communities in the event of such an action.

* % %
[Translation]

THE ECONOMY

Mr. Peter MacKay (Pictou—Antigonish—Guysborough, PC):
Mr. Speaker, according to recent Statistics Canada figures, the
outlying regions of this country appear to be in a major demographic
and economic decline. I saw this for myself during recent trips in
Quebec and other parts of Canada.

Last November, the young people of Abitibi—Baie-James—
Nunavik were demanding to see the Prime Minister. Will he go to
Abitibi-Témiscamingue in order to see for himself the economic
problems besetting that region?

Hon. Allan Rock (Minister of Industry, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, we
are very proud of our regional economic development program, not
only in Quebec but elsewhere in Canada as well. We are working
hard with caucus and the provincial governments to ensure the fair
and equal distribution of economic opportunities throughout Canada.

% % %
[English]

SEX OFFENDER REGISTRY

Mr. Gerry Ritz (Battlefords—Lloydminster, Canadian Alli-
ance): Mr. Speaker, last week a convicted child molester was turned
loose on the streets of my riding. Dennis Richard Gladue preys on
young girls. His victims range in age from 11 to one and a half years.
Can you believe that, Mr. Speaker? This predator's name will not
show up on the minister's phony new sex offender registry.

Like the justice minister, Gladue shows no remorse for his actions
either. Why does the Liberal government refuse to put these existing
monsters in a national registry so we can protect our children and
keep this scum off our streets? Why will it not—

The Speaker: The hon. Solicitor General.

Hon. Wayne Easter (Solicitor General of Canada, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, | have explained in the House actually several times in the
past how the new sex offender registry will improve safety on the
streets in this country.

As 1 said earlier, we have talked with the federal, provincial and
territorial ministers of justice and others about this legislation. They
are quite supportive of the legislation. If we could have the members
on the other side of the aisle cooperate with us, we could get that
legislation through the House of Commons faster. The legislation is
designed to make the streets safer and it will.

Mr. Richard Harris (Prince George—Bulkley Valley, Cana-
dian Alliance): What nonsense, Mr. Speaker. The fact is that not one
single name of a person who has committed a sex offence prior to the
passing of the legislation will be on the sex offender registry.

There comes a time when people have to stand up for what they
believe in. I ask the government and the minister, why have they
chosen to stand on the side of sex offenders and against the victims
of these despicable crimes?

Hon. Wayne Easter (Solicitor General of Canada, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, the member opposite has it all wrong. He clearly has it
wrong. When we designed the legislation we wanted to ensure that it
could not be challenged by the courts and tossed out.

When we put legislation in place, we want it to do its job
effectively. That is why the legislation is designed the way it is, to
improve safety on our streets and put those people on the sex
offender registry so that police can do a better job in keeping the
streets safe.

[Translation]

STATISTICS CANADA

Ms. Monique Guay (Laurentides, BQ): Mr. Speaker, the
interviewers at Statistics Canada are misunderstood by their
employer, which is denying them a fair and equitable contract.
Their working conditions are unacceptable and the minister must
intervene.

Will the Minister of Industry break his silence and ask the
authorities at Statistics Canada to negotiate in good faith so that these
employees can have decent working conditions?

® (1150)

Hon. Allan Rock (Minister of Industry, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the
parties involved are in the process of reconciling their differences.
We will wait for the results.

Ms. Monique Guay (Laurentides, BQ): Mr. Speaker, can the
minister assure us that the authorities at Statistics Canada are going
to show some understanding and treat these workers fairly?

Hon. Allan Rock (Minister of Industry, Lib.): Of course, Mr.
Speaker, but the process has to be allowed to follow its course. We
will see results shortly. I am sure of it.

E
[English]

G-8 SUMMIT

Mr. Myron Thompson (Wild Rose, Canadian Alliance): Mr.
Speaker, a total of 10 businesses from the Canmore and Kananaskis
area have submitted claims to the government for revenues lost
during the G-8 summit last summer. Their claims have been denied
or severely reduced and they have been told that they do not have
any recourse. There is no appeal process for them. However, they
were promised prior to the summit that a mechanism for dispute
would be put in place. Why is this not happening?
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Hon. Ralph Goodale (Minister of Public Works and Govern-
ment Services, Minister responsible for the Canadian Wheat
Board and Federal Interlocutor for Métis and Non-Status
Indians, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, it is my understanding that each one
of these claims has been very carefully examined against the
guidelines that were published before the G-8 summit.

If any of these individuals believes that the guidelines have been
misapplied or not applied in the proper way, they are certainly free to
draw their point of view to my attention and I will look into it. I am
determined to make sure that the guidelines are properly adminis-
tered as they were published in advance of the G-8 summit. I am
happy to see that this in fact turns out to be the case.

Mr. Myron Thompson (Wild Rose, Canadian Alliance): Mr.
Speaker, I have gone over the compensation package and it is very
apparent that these claims decisions are discretionary and subjective
and in the hands of the bureaucrats.

These constituents are being confronted with a take it or leave it
attitude from the bureaucrats. They are not having the opportunity to
be in touch with the minister's department whatsoever.

All T want to know and what they want to know is whatever
happened to a fair review hearing that was promised to them prior to
the summit? It should be a right for these individuals to be heard.
Why are they not getting it?

Hon. Ralph Goodale (Minister of Public Works and Govern-
ment Services, Minister responsible for the Canadian Wheat
Board and Federal Interlocutor for Métis and Non-Status
Indians, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, if any such individual has a problem
with the process, if they think they are being dealt with unfairly, then
they need merely to write to the Minister of Public Works and
Government Services, House of Commons, Ottawa, K1A 0A6, and 1
will reply.

* % %

HUMAN RIGHTS

Ms. Raymonde Folco (Laval West, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, my
question is for the Minister of Industry.

A human rights complaint has been launched against the
government claiming that women are being unfairly shut out of
the program to fund 2,000 Canada research chairs.

What is the government doing to ensure that women at Canadian
universities have an equal chance at these prestigious positions?

Hon. Allan Rock (Minister of Industry, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, it is
important to let the complaint proceed before the tribunal as it will.

Let me point out that the Canadian research chairs program has
drawn international attention as an innovative and effective way of
keeping the best and the brightest on the campuses of this nation.

It is important that both men and women fully participate in this
program. At the moment there is an insufficient number of women
being nominated for the chairs. The Government of Canada is
determined to do its part to make sure that is addressed.

We have, among other things, asked the secretariat to strictly
enforce rules on the distribution of the chairs to both genders. We

Oral Questions

have asked universities to nominate more women. We will continue
with those efforts.

* % %

SOFTWOOD LUMBER

Mrs. Betty Hinton (Kamloops, Thompson and Highland
Valleys, Canadian Alliance): Mr. Speaker, the government was
warned by the Canadian Alliance years ago that the softwood lumber
crisis was looming. Forestry workers are now struggling to pay their
mortgages and feed their families. The government promised
forestry workers a compensation program. To date there has not
been one thin dime.

Workers continue to be denied access to these funds. Why?

Hon. Jane Stewart (Minister of Human Resources Develop-
ment, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, as I have said on a number of occasions,
the department is following very closely the issues that are facing
workers in the softwood lumber industry, particularly as a result of
the dispute with the United States.

The hon. member would be interested to know that a recent
Statistic Canada labour force survey indicates that in the Province of
British Columbia lumber job levels increased by 14% between
January 2002 and January 2003. The number of EI claims in B.C.
continue to be lower than in the previous year.

That being said, we are there with programs through employment
insurance and working to ensure that the workforce is supported
through this difficult time.

E
® (1155)

ORGANIZED CRIME

Mr. Chuck Cadman (Surrey North, Canadian Alliance): Mr.
Speaker, last week the Solicitor General was in my riding. He had
refused my request to participate in his education about crime in
Surrey North. Perhaps he is afraid to be held accountable for his
future inaction.

I do know what the RCMP told him about marijuana grow ops
and related violent crime in Surrey. I know he is aware that the police
lack the resources and the legislation to properly address these
threats to public safety. Many in Surrey suspect his little grow op
photo op is nothing more smoke and mirrors.

Will he take immediate action based on what he was told by the
Surrey RCMP?

Hon. Wayne Easter (Solicitor General of Canada, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, in fact, I went to the member's riding because of some of
the concerns he raised in the House.

He would understand that given the way the House of Commons
operates | could not have him in on a meeting where we are talking
about operational police matters. That would be the wrong thing to
do.
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I can tell the member that marijuana grow operations on the
ground in British Columbia in the area of Surrey is a serious matter.
However I can tell the member that I am extremely proud of the
efforts the RCMP.

E
[Translation]

TOBACCO FARMERS

Mr. Pierre Paquette (Joliette, BQ): Mr. Speaker, Rothmans,
Benson & Hedges has just ended a 25-year partnership with the flue-
cured tobacco farmers of Quebec, citing reasons of climate. Oddly,
Ontario tobacco farmers are stuck with a 50 million pound surplus of
tobacco that they are trying to dispose of at a lower price. Some 97%
of Quebec's flue-cured tobacco farmers are located in the Lanaudicre
area. | am extremely concerned.

Can the Minister of Agriculture implement an alternate enterprise
program immediately in order to help these farmers, who now have
to find a new livelihood?

Mr. Claude Duplain (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister
of Agriculture and Agri-Food, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the member for
Joliette asks a very relevant question. Several members from Quebec
and Ontario have been made aware of the tobacco farmers' situation.

I can assure you that officials are currently working with tobacco
farmers and their office and I quote:

—to work within the available programs on ways to facilitate the readjustment
and possible transition of the tobacco farmers.

I can assure the member that the minister is very aware of the
situation.

E
[English]

NATURAL RESOURCES

Mr. Andy Burton (Skeena, Canadian Alliance): Mr. Speaker,
the natural resources minister is scheduled to visit Washington, D.C.
next week to discuss energy trade issues with his U.S. counterparts.
Given his recent disgusting comments about President Bush not
being a statesman, what sort of reception does the minister expect to
receive in Washington? Can he honestly expect any real results from
this visit?

Hon. David Collenette (Minister of Transport, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, this is a highly inflammatory question.

The Prime Minister made his views known on this yesterday in
question period. He has every confidence in the Minister of Natural
Resources. He certainly expects everyone on the government side to
be very sensitive to the pressures facing the government and the
people at this time in view of what is happening in the Middle East.

%% %
[Translation]

TAXATION
Ms. Jocelyne Girard-Bujold (Jonquiére, BQ): Mr. Speaker, in
her last budget, the Quebec's finance minister announced a tax credit
for public transit users in Quebec. This measure will increase the
number of people who use public transit, thereby reducing

greenhouse gas emissions and traffic jams, while allowing highway
infrastructure to last longer.

Does the Minister of Finance plan on applying similar measures at
the federal level?

[English]

Hon. Maurizio Bevilacqua (Secretary of State (International
Financial Institutions), Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I thank the hon.
member for her question. I am sure she read our budget and previous
budgets very carefully and probably noticed the great investments
we made on infrastructure, as well as key investments in
environmental programs exceeding $3 billion. That to me shows
that the government understands Canadians' priorities.

* % %

ARTS AND CULTURE

Ms. Wendy Lill (Dartmouth, NDP): Mr. Speaker, this week a
coalition of 50,000 TV writers, directors, actors and technicians
released a report on the crisis in English language drama.

The relaxing of CRTC Can. con. rules in 1999 for private
broadcasters has caused production levels of English Canadian
drama to plummet. Private broadcasters are producing and showing
less Canadian drama and increasing their expenditures on U.S.
programming by 15%.

Will the government toughen up Canadian content policy so we
can see our stories on TV, or is it fully committed to an
Americanized survivor strategy for Canadian culture?

® (1200)
[Translation]

Ms. Carole-Marie Allard (Parliamentary Secretary to the
Minister of Canadian Heritage, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, [ would like to
reassure the House that the Government of Canada is very concerned
about Canadian content on television.

However, the CRTC is an independent body that operates
according to its own rules, therefore it is not up to us to interfere
with its decisions.

E
[English]

HEALTH

Mr. Greg Thompson (New Brunswick Southwest, PC): Mr.
Speaker, international events have overshadowed some deadly
events in Canada. Of course I am speaking of the deadly pneumonia
strain SARS. The transmission of this unknown pathogen has many
Canadians concerned.

What is the minister doing? Has she met with her provincial
counterparts in terms of a strategy? Specifically, what is the
department doing to reassure Canadians that everything will be
okay?
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[Translation]

Mr. Jeannot Castonguay (Parliamentary Secretary to the
Minister of Health, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I thank the hon. member for
his question. At this time, no one really knows what this virus is.
Officials suspect that it is, indeed, a virus, called a paramyxovirus,
that is related to the viruses that cause measles and the parainfluenza
viruses.

What are we doing in Canada at this time? We know that it is not a
real threat because the virus has been traced back to Hong Kong.
There have only been a few cases in Canada that have come from
there.

We must ensure that we closely monitor people arriving from
Hong Kong. That is what we are currently doing at the Pearson and
Vancouver airports.

Obviously, it is very—

The Speaker: I am sorry to have to interrupt the hon.
Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Health, but we must
now move on to routine proceedings.

* % %
[English]
POINTS OF ORDER
ORAL QUESTION PERIOD

Right Hon. Joe Clark (Calgary Centre, PC): Mr. Speaker, [ am
raising a point of order with respect to an answer given today by the
Minister of National Defence and the answers which he gave to me
yesterday on the same question.

Yesterday I put the following question to the Minister of National
Defence:

Do all Canadian troops on ships in the gulf have gas masks and chemical suits to
protect them against potential chemical or biological attacks? Yes or no.

The minister answered that he had already answered the question.
Then he went on to say “I do not think it is appropriate for me to deal
with such issues in public”, and he offered to meet me privately. That
is what he said yesterday.

Today he provided to the House of Commons, in public, the
information which he deliberately denied to me yesterday in the
House of Commons.

I am raising this for a variety of reasons. First, | am obliged to
raise this at the most timely occasion. Second, the issue was
obviously one of grave importance. We would not want Canadians in
the gulf to be exposed to potential chemical weapons attacks without
adequate provision.

My concern is that the minister was trying to hide behind a rule set
out in Beauchesne's. I draw your attention to Beauchesne's 6th
edition, page 123, citation 416(1) and (2) which says:

(1) A Minister may decline to answer a question without stating the reason...
(2) An answer to a question cannot be insisted upon if the answer be refused by
the Minister on the ground of the public interest; nor can the question be replaced on

the Notice Paper. The refusal of a Minister to answer on this ground cannot be raised
as a matter of privilege.

Routine Proceedings

Clearly what the minister was attempting to do yesterday was
claiming that this was a matter that could not be responded to on the
ground of the public interest.

Yesterday the public interest in his interpretation said he could not
reply. Today the public interest in his interpretation said he could
reply. I believe that is a breach of the rules of order of the House. We
have a right to count upon the veracity and completeness of the
answers of ministers in the House.

I would appreciate your judgment on this, Mr. Speaker.
® (1205)

Hon. John McCallum (Minister of National Defence, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, as I said in my response today, one must always be
extraordinarily cautious to not release information that could
jeopardize the safety and security of our sailors when they are in a
difficult situation. Therefore I wanted to make sure there was nothing
that would jeopardize their security in this matter.

I checked with the military people to make sure and I was assured
that this could be appropriate to release. I gave the right hon.
gentleman the courtesy, if I were not able to release it publicly, of
telling him privately, given his history.

However, having been informed by the military that it was not
jeopardizing the security of our people I was very happy to release
what was essentially good news in the House today.

The Speaker: I do not think there is need for any further
interventions on this point. I am sure the right hon. member for
Calgary Centre is thrilled to get the information today that he did not
get yesterday, even though it was a day late and even though it was
not delivered privately. I could tell that in his remarks earlier.

Regardless of that situation, I think he is also aware that answers
given one day because of certain circumstances may change on
another day. I think the minister's explanation in the circumstances is
entirely satisfactory. Therefore in my view there is no point of order
here.

We will now proceed to tabling of documents.

ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS
[English]

GOVERNMENT RESPONSE TO PETITIONS

Mr. Rodger Cuzner (Parliamentary Secretary to the Prime
Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, pursuant to Standing Order 36(8) 1
have the honour to table, in both official languages, the government's
response to seven petitions.

* % %

COMMITTEES OF THE HOUSE
CITIZENSHIP AND IMMIGRATION

Mr. John O'Reilly (Haliburton—Victoria—Brock, Lib.):
Madam Speaker, I have the honour to present, in both official
languages, the second report of the Standing Committee on
Citizenship and Immigration on supplementary estimates (B),
2002-2003.



4538

COMMONS DEBATES

March 21, 2003

Private members Bills

Mr. Dale Johnston: Madam Speaker, there have been consulta-
tions between parties and in order to facilitate and conduct private
members' business under the new rules adopted last Monday, my
colleagues from Calgary—Nose Hill and Macleod have two bills on
notice today. I believe, Madam Speaker, if you were to seek it, you
would find unanimous consent for these bills to be introduced today.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bakopanos): Is there unanimous
consent?

Some hon. members: Agreed.

Some hon. members: No.

Mr. Dale Johnston: Madam Speaker, as a result of the
unavoidable absences of those two members I would seek
unanimous consent for me to introduce those bills on their behalf.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bakopanos): Is there unanimous
consent?

[Translation]
Some hon. members: Agreed.
Some hon. members: No.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bakopanos): There is no consent.
[English]

Mr. Jason Kenney: Madam Speaker, following consultations that
I have had with all of the parties, I rise to seek unanimous consent
for the House to adopt the following motion, that in the opinion of
this House the government should endorse the formation of an
international criminal tribunal for the purpose of prosecuting
Saddam Hussein and all other Iraqi officials who are responsible
for crimes against humanity, including unlawful use of force, crimes
committed in contravention of the Geneva convention, and the crime
of genocide.
® (1210)

Hon. Don Boudria: Madam Speaker, I am sure this is well
intentioned, but I had not been made aware of this until shortly
before question period. The House leaders have not been consulted
about this in the usual manner.

1 say to the member that we will refuse consent at this time. If he
wants to provide time for House leaders to consult early next week
or if it is his wish to put it in his opposition day motion on Tuesday,
of course, he has the privilege of doing so. Meanwhile, I cannot
agree to this today because there has been no prior consultation
among House leaders.

Mr. Jason Kenney: Madam Speaker, I rise on a point of order. I
have consulted with the hon. Minister of Foreign Affairs on this
matter. I am simply—

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bakopanos): Order, please. That is not
a point of order.

Mr. Ken Epp: Madam Speaker, notwithstanding that the House
leader for the government stood up, my colleague did ask for you to
ask for unanimous consent and we would request that you do that.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bakopanos): The hon. member
obviously did not hear the Chair. I did ask for unanimous consent.
Unanimous consent was not given by the House. It was denied. It is
on the record.

INTRODUCTION OF PRIVATE MEMBERS'
BILLS

[English]

Mr. Dale Johnston (Wetaskiwin, Canadian Alliance) Madam
Speaker, there may have been a change of heart. I would ask once
again, due to the unavoidable absence of my colleagues, that you
seek unanimous consent for the following motion. I move:

That the member for Wetaskiwin be permitted to introduce the private member's
bills on behalf of the members for Calgary—Nose Hill and Macleod.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bakopanos): 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)

* % %

CHIEF ACTUARY ACT

Mr. Dale Johnston (for Mrs. Diane Ablonczy) moved for leave
to introduce Bill C-421, an act respecting the establishment of the
Office of the Chief Actuary of Canada and to amend other acts in
consequence thereof.

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

* % %

FOOD AND DRUGS ACT

Mr. Dale Johnston (for Mr. Grant Hill ) moved for leave to
introduce Bill C-422, an act to amend the Food and Drugs Act.

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

* % %

PETITIONS
CANADIAN EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS COLLEGE

Mrs. Cheryl Gallant (Renfrew—Nipissing—Pembroke, Cana-
dian Alliance): Madam Speaker, on behalf of the people in eastern
Ontario, particularly Fitzroy Harbour, Stittsville, Pakenham and
Rockland, I am asking Parliament to recognize that the Canadian
Emergency Preparedness College is essential to training Canadians
for emergency situations, that the facility should stay in Arnprior,
and that the government should upgrade the facilities, as promised,
in order to provide the necessary training to Canadians.

* % %

QUESTIONS ON THE ORDER PAPER

Mr. Rodger Cuzner (Parliamentary Secretary to the Prime
Minister, Lib.): Madam Speaker, the following questions will be
answered today: Nos. 139 and 140.
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[Text]
Question No. 139—Mr. Scott Brison:

Since the creation of the Firearms Registry, on what dates and in what amounts
has the Treasury Board authorized funding for or loans to the said registry, and which
members of the Board were in attendance at each of these meetings?

Hon. Lucienne Robillard (President of the Treasury Board,
Lib.): Treasury Board meeting agendas and decisions are
confidences of the Queen’s Privy Council and are exempt from
release under section 69 of the Access to Information Act. We
therefore cannot provide the dates of Treasury Board meetings nor

with a list of members in attendance.

The following charts detail the funding provided for the Canadian
firearms program, CFP, in the main and supplementary estimates by

fiscal year.

Main Estimates
Fiscal Year
1995-96
1996-97
1997-98
1998-99
1999-2000
2000-01
2001-02
2002-03
Total

Supplementary Estimates

Fiscal Year
1995-96 — Supps B
1996-97 — Supps A
1996-97 — Supps B
1997-98 — Supps B
1998-99 — Supps A
1998-99 — Supps C
1999-2000 — Supps A
1999-00 — Supps B
2000-01 — Warrants
2000-01 — Supps A
2001-02 — Supps A
2002-03 — Supps B
Total

Question No. 140—Mr. André Bachand:

Amount
$ 11,824,000
$ 15,258,000
$ 12,649,000
$ 41,451,000
$ 34,353,000
$ 34,637,000
$ 34,637,000
$ 35,795,000
$220,604,000

Amount

$ 5,518,971

$ 16,000,000
$ 2,758,973

$ 41,236,696
$ 87,466,593
$ 13,704,493
$ 35,000,000
$ 46,221,600
$ 96,148,400
$ 49,830,319
$ 113,886,666
$ 59,447,377
$ 567,220,088

‘What internal audits or evaluations have been conducted since January 31, 2002
on the Technology Partnerships Canada (TPC) programme and what is the expected
completion date for any planned or on-going audits or evaluations?

Hon. Allan Rock (Minister of Industry, Lib.):

The approved

2002-03 audit and evaluation plan called for an internal audit and an
evaluation to be carried out of Technology Partnerships Canada,
TPC. Both projects have commenced and are expected to be
finalized during the first quarter of the 2003-04 fiscal year. In
addition, as part of its approved audit plan, the audit and evaluation

Private members Bills

branch, AEB, of Industry Canada is conducting a department-wide
audit of grants and contributions, advances, loans, receivables and
unamortized discounts to provide assurance of the integrity of the
amounts reported in the departmental financial statements. This
audit, which includes a sample of related transactions for TPC, is
also expected to be finalized during the first quarter of 2003-04.

E
[English]

QUESTIONS PASSED AS ORDERS FOR RETURNS

Mr. Rodger Cuzner (Parliamentary Secretary to the Prime
Minister, Lib.): Madam Speaker, if Questions Nos. 101 and 132
could be made orders for returns, these returns will be tabled
immediately.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bakopanos): Is it agreed?

Some hon. members: Agreed.
[Text]
Question No. 101—Mr. John Cummins:

With regard to Indian fisheries policies and the effect of the government’s
responses to the Marshall decisions, the van der Peet decision and the Sparrow
decision of the Supreme Court of Canada regarding special aboriginal rights to fish:
(a) what Indian Bands and other related organizations have been authorized to
undertake a so-called Sparrow food fishery in each of the years 1990, 1991, 1992,
1993, 1994, 1995, 1996, 1997, 1998, 1999, 2000, 2001 and 2002; (b) what were the
species and quantities authorized for each such fishery named in (a) and what was the
value of the fish harvested for each year; (c¢) what was the amount of the grant or
contribution to each Indian Band or other related organization in each year for the
fishery named in (a); () what were the costs or expenditures by the Department of
Fisheries and Oceans to manage and monitor the fisheries named in (a); (e) which
Indian Bands and other related organizations and which fisheries identified in (a)
meet the test established in Sparrow and van der Peet for the recognition of such an
aboriginal food fishery; (f) which Indian Bands, communities and other related
organizations have received fishing licences, vessels, other equipment and grants and
contributions as part of the government’s response to the Marshall decisions in each
of the following years, 1999, 2000, 2001 and 2002; (g) what were the species
involved and what were the quantities harvested by each Indian Band, community or
related organization in (¢) and what was the value of fish harvested for each species
in each year; (7) what was the cost of licences transferred to each Indian Band,
community and related organization in (e); (/) what was the cost of vessels transferred
to each Indian Band, community and related organization in (e); (/) what was the cost
of other fishing and related equipment received by each Indian Band, community and
related organization named in (e); (k) what was the value of all grants and
contributions to each Indian Band in (e); and (/) which Indian Bands, community and
other related community organization named in (e) meet the tests established by the
Marshall decisions (for example, having regard to having signed a treaty in 1760-61,
having a traditional fishing area, having fished these species in their traditional
fishing areas prior to or at the time the so-called Halifax or Marshall treaties were
signed in 1760-61, and that such a fishery was in the reasonable contemplation of the
parties that signed the treaty)?

(Return tabled.)
Question No. 132—Mr. Ken Epp:

For each year from 1993 to 2001 what was the total amount billed to the
government and it agencies by EKOS Research Associates?

(Return tabled.)
[English]

Mr. Rodger Cuzner: Madam Speaker, I ask that all remaining
questions be allowed to stand.

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

* % %

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE

Ms. Marlene Catterall (Ottawa West—Nepean, Lib.): Madam
Speaker, discussions have taken place among the parties and there is
an agreement pursuant to Standing Order 45(7) to further defer the
recorded division scheduled for 6:30 p.m. Monday, March 24 on
second reading of Bill C-26 until the end of government orders on
Tuesday, March 25, 2003.
® (1215)

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bakopanos): Is it agreed?

Some hon. members: Agreed.

GOVERNMENT ORDERS
[English]
CRIMINAL CODE

The House resumed consideration of the motion that Bill C-20, an
act to amend the Criminal Code (protection of children and other
vulnerable persons) and the Canada Evidence Act, be read the
second time and referred to a committee, and of the amendment.

Mr. Richard Harris (Prince George—Bulkley Valley, Cana-
dian Alliance): Madam Speaker, in February 2002, Mr. Justice
Shaw of the Supreme Court of British Columbia, using whatever
logic or rationale that may have prevailed on that particular day,
ruled that the written works of acknowledged pedophile Robin
Sharpe, which depicted young children in various sexual poses,
depicted young children as victims of sexual violence, and depicted
young children being brutally exploited sexually by adults, “had
artistic merit” and acquitted Robin Sharpe of the charges of
possession and distribution of child pornography.

This came as an absolutely unbelievable court decision to millions
of Canadians. It fuelled the fires of doubt about whether their justice
system was working for society. It fuelled the storm of protests over
the decisions that we see coming out of our justice system. It fuelled
the storm of protests over the mounting judicial activism that has
been happening in our country for the last 10 years because
governments, such as the Liberal government, do not have the guts
to make controversial law and legislation in this Parliament, but
rather they would take the cowardly way out and leave it to the
judges to make these decisions and expect Canadians to just sit back,
abide by some very sick decisions, such as this one here, and accept
that because it came from the courts it must be right.

This has not happened by accident. I believe that the push to get
controversial or publicly sensitive legislation out of Parliament
started way back when Pierre Elliott Trudeau was the Prime Minister
of Canada. He and his government put through legislation and he led
the charge through the Charter of Rights and Freedoms so that
Parliament would never have to make controversial decisions that
would make it uncomfortable or nervous. It would be left in the
hands of the courts to decide.

The government now brings in Bill C-20 that is supposed to fix
this. The defence that it is trying to fix is that the representation or
written material has artistic merit or is for educational, scientific or
medical purposes. It was certainly the defence used in the case of
Robin Sharpe, which Chief Justice Shaw accepted, for whatever
insane reason, and certainly, not for the good of society.

® (1220)

Now instead of using the artistic merit, educational, scientific or
medical purposes defence, the new bill, which is supposed to fix this
thing, proposes that this defence be repealed and replaced by the
defence that the material alleged to constitute child pornography
serves the public good. This is amazing.

Every sane person in the country could understand that we simply
could not attach the phrase “serving the public good” to materials
that depict the sexual exploitation of children or the brutality of
children by sexual predators either in drawn form or written word.
My God, how can we imagine that Canada could accept that a
defence could be used that could describe child pornography as
serving the public good?

Only a Liberal government that has failed Canadian on so many
justice issues since 1993, could come up with a bill like this.

They are not alone. The Liberals on the other side who support the
bill, will stand up and say that we have to be careful and that we
have to try to determine that maybe there might be some public good
in child pornography. They will stand up and vote for the bill. They
will be joined by their friends in the NDP party. The member for
Palliser has already given notice on this. January 27, the member for
Palliser said, and he believed that his colleagues shared his opinion,
that:

—if it has not specifically hurt a minor in the production of it, if it is created by
people's visual imaginations and if the main purpose of it is not simply about
pornography and sexual exploitation, then under the laws people do have a right
to their own imaginations and thoughts, however perverse...

That reflects the opinion of the member for Palliser and as he said,
“I believe it will be shared by a majority”, of whom, I do not know. It
is certainly not rational thinking Canadians but maybe that does not
include supporters of the NDP party. However it will shared by a
majority if not all of his colleagues. Therefore we are talking about
not rationally thinking Canadians.

Mr. David Matas of Winnipeg wrote an opinion on child
pornography and artistic merit. Apparently this person is a Winnipeg
lawyer. He argued the Sharpe case in the Supreme Court of Canada
for an organization called Beyond Borders, which is a leading fighter
against child pornography in Canada. He is a very knowledgeable
person.

Mr. Matas said that the defence of artistic merit, which is in the
legislation now and in the court system now, needed to be narrowed
so that only in the case of police officers using child pornography
that was drawn or written as evidence in a case against the child
pornographer or cases like that could it be allowed. Certainly not the
possession by some of these perverts that are running around our
country preying on our children.
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I am absolutely disgusted at the lack of knowledge that the Liberal
government has about how society feels about child pornography. It
is a disgusting lack of leadership by the government and we certainly
cannot support the bill.

® (1225)

Speaking of disgusting acts, I cannot sit down before I tell the
House about something that happened the last two nights in the Bell
Centre in Montreal. Some of the fans were booing the American
national anthem and booing the presence of American based teams
playing in Canada. This as one of the most disgusting and
embarrassing things I have ever seen Canadians do. One has to
wonder where their priorities are—

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bakopanos): I apologize to the hon.
member but 10 minutes does go by fast.

Mr. Greg Thompson (New Brunswick Southwest, PC): Madam
Speaker, I am delighted to speak to Bill C-20. I want to thank my
colleague from Pictou—Antigonish—Guysborough, our justice
critic, for his help on this issue. As members know, he is now
campaigning to become leader of our party, which I hope he does. I
do want to put some comments on the record on his behalf and on
behalf of my party.

Bill C-20 is basically the Liberal answer to the John Robin Sharpe
case, the pornographic case which became famous in Canada.

There are some aspects of the bill which we take some comfort
from in terms of what it will do. For example, clause 5, which
amends section 161(1) of the Criminal Code to expand the definition
of those convicted or discharged on the conditions prescribed in a
prohibition order, can be seen as a positive step. We do not dispute
that.

We also believe that positive amendments have been brought
forward with regard to sections 151 and 152 maintaining the
indictable offence maximum of 10 years while increasing the level of
punishment under summary conviction by directing the court to
incarceration not exceeding 18 months.

Fundamentally, this debate and this legislation must centre around
the harm caused to those most vulnerable in our society, our
children. Underlying this, we must give thought to the role of the
court in the context of judicial policy making as it pertains to the
supremacy of Parliament. We must show how this new legislation
will eradicate child pornography. It is our belief that the new
legislation will not do that.

We are talking about eradicating child pornography within the
context of the artistic merit defence. Unfortunately for Canadians,
the legislation does not go far enough and could once again be
subjected to judicial interpretation putting our children at risk. There
will definitely be constitutional challenges under Bill C-20 if it is
passed.

There is an inherent danger to society as a whole when we fail to
recognize the detrimental effect child pornography can have at a base
level. No one is suggesting that the literary works of Nabokov, who
is the author of Lolita or Plato's Symposium, be removed from
circulation based on the promotion of sexual contact with minors.
Indeed the charter of rights provides sufficient protection for
freedom of thought and expression. However the question of what

Government Orders

constitutes a reasonable limit is central to this debate and to Bill
C-20.

Clause 7(1) of Bill C-20 amends subsection 163(1) of the
Criminal Code, defining child pornography to include any written
material, the dominant characteristics of which is the description for
a sexual purpose of sexual activity with a person under the age of 18
years of age.

While the addition of a clearer section for the purpose of
specifically defining what constitutes child pornography is welcome,
I suggest that the definition be altered to remove foreseeable
subjectivity.

As a definition, child pornography should not be open to
interpretation through intent or any other means. The thought
process behind the writing and whether or not the work was
produced for a sexual purpose should be of no consequence. We
need simply state the definition of what is acceptable and what is
not. With this clear definition, the judiciary is removed from the
public-private nature of the debate. As a remedy to that, a clause was
placed in the bill, within section 163, saying that:

® (1230)

No person shall be convicted of an offence under this section if the acts that are
alleged to constitute the offence, or if the material related to those acts that is alleged
to contain child pornography, serve the public good and do not extend beyond what
serves the public good.

We understand the intent of the minister's legislation. I fear the
manner in which it is presented will not be sufficient to protect the
abhorrent creation of pornographic material depicting children. The
public, along with child advocacy groups and members of the
House, have called upon the government to produce a clear, concise
piece of legislation which would remove completely the chance that
materials of this nature would see the light of day. Once again the
minister has left open to interpretation by the courts a matter that
strikes at the very heart of our democracy.

The intent of this bill is to protect children from all forms of
exploitation, including child pornography, sexual exploitation, abuse
and neglect. Unfortunately, the definitions of public good will be
vague and no level of objectivity exists which will allow a court to
decide what is pornographic and what is not. Once again it will be a
question of acceptability to the individual. Obviously, an argument
as to what constitutes the public good will predominate leaving our
children once again vulnerable.

We ask the minister why it has taken so long, and how the legion
of lawyers has produced yet again an obviously flawed piece of
legislation. This bill has been laying around this place for a long time
but they have yet to get it right.

The overall effect of the Sharpe decision by Mr. Justice Shaw had
many in society recoiling with dismay. We have heard that today in
the House. That a learned judge would in fact open the door to
potential pedophiles and those who take advantage of youth, who
denigrate images and engage in writings that have a very corrosive
effect on social norms, is a travesty.
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Works of this nature go against the very fabric of what is
acceptable in a moral and just society. There can be no denial that a
direct correlation exists between the fantasies of sick individuals and
the harm created to children. Why risk the potential danger, when the
collective will of the people would see this material stricken from
existence?

In handing down the Sharpe decision, Justice Shaw effectively
broadened the interpretation of the current exemption or defence of
artistic merit.

To remind members, section 1 of the Charter of Rights and
Freedoms guarantees the rights and freedoms, “subject only to such
reasonable limits prescribed by law as can be demonstrably justified
in a free and democratic society”. The contention that section 1
limits are justifiable in this case are correct when weighed against the
potential harm to children and the intent of Parliament to protect the
rights of those most vulnerable. Simply put, it is my belief that the
Supreme Court erred when it favourably interpreted the Shaw
decision. Unfortunately I do not think the minister's lawyers
understand that.

The Progressive Conservative Party has been supportive in the
past of the law enforcement community victims' groups and child
advocates who are constantly tasked and constantly struggling with a
lack of resources available to them. We desperately need legislation
that will protect children. We believe that this legislation is not
strong enough. I urge the government and the minister to consider
some of the arguments being put forward in the House today.

Again, the objective of this new bill is to protect children. It does
not do that. Please allow some of the amendments suggested by this
side of the House to be considered by the government. Do not just
categorically deny the opposition that simply because we are the
opposition.

The Government of Canada is here to protect children and that is
what we want it to do.

® (1235)

Mr. Ken Epp (Elk Island, Canadian Alliance): Madam Speaker,
I have a couple of things to say on the bill. I think it would be
appropriate for me to begin by making a very important
announcement.

One hundred and seventy-five hours ago we saw another Epp
baby come into the world. I am a grandfather for the fifth time. I will
use a term which is unparliamentary but not offensive, it is my name.
In the Epp tradition, the baby came into the world just perfectly. He
even had a little hair over his ear to match grandpa's, which was very
nice.

This grandchild is little Micah. He is the baby brother of Noah and
Hannah. When I see him and his older sister and brother I cannot
help but think how totally deplorable and depraved it would be for
anyone to engage in any activity of a sexual nature with these
innocent, young, beautiful children. Nor can I can understand how
anyone would get any pleasure whatsoever from depicting, either by
written words, by pictures. cartoons or whatever, that type of
activity.

I find that totally deplorable. In fact, I do not know of any words
in the English language or in either of my other two languages that
come anywhere close to describing the absolutely horrific nature of
such an activity.

Along come the Liberals and they say that they will introduce Bill
C-20. It is a Criminal Code amendment designed to safeguard
children from sexual exploitation. It is a very hapless title. It reminds
me of the days when I drove a truck. I used to haul big loads with a
big rig on the highway. Every once in a while we did not have a back
haul. I would be driving the big truck empty simply to get to another
destination. I had no load.

That is what the bill is. It has a fancy title but the bill is empty. It
does not begin to address the issues that are before us as a society
and as lawmakers in this country.

I want to be very specific because I know this is actually a bill that
was brought forward to make political hay. The Liberals brought
forward the bill with nothing in it to protect children so that we in
opposition will have no choice but to vote against it. We will vote
against it because it is ineffective. The bill does not do anything to
protect children.

In the next election we probably will have brochures in our ridings
asking why people would vote for that Canadian Alliance member
when he voted against the protection of children. That will be the
Liberals' messaging. I find that almost as offensive as the bill itself. I
have seen this happen in previous election campaigns.

For the Liberals to use children in such a blatant way shows how
really empty they are of any principles at all. I am really distressed
about this.

We have, for example, in the bill a move that is supposed to make
it easier to actually convict child pornographers. How will we do that
if we stand in front of the same judges trying to make the case? In
the past we went there and said that something was bad that the
person should be convicted of a crime. The defence would argue, no,
that this was in keeping with community standards.

©(1240)

It turned out that community standards basically allowed almost
anything to go through because it is very difficult to define
community standards. They changed that in the bill calling it “public
good”. That may be a little more difficult to prove. Maybe
community standards sometimes are contrary to public good but,
as | see it, they are almost identical in the eyes of a judge in a law
court.

The public good could be argued to be served if we simply fail to
stop somebody from writing this junk. They would say “that is the
public good”, and they would be arguing free speech. I am not
against free speech but limitations to a certain degree are valid. In
my humble opinion, when it comes to protecting our beautiful,
innocent, young children, we stop at nothing.

I would be totally content to say that to depict child pornography
in any form whatsoever, written, hand drawn, definitely photographs
or films or videos, but even the written stuff and the hand created
cartoon stuff, if it depicts children being abused, it is wrong.
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We ought to have a law in this country that says that no one can do
it. 1T would even go so far as to write into the legislation
“notwithstanding anything in the charter” so that defence could
not be used. I would say “notwithstanding anything in the charter,
this bill provides that no one may produce or possess, in any form
whatsoever, any form of child pornography”. Then perhaps we could
stand tall and say that we are doing something tangible to protect our
children.

I cannot let my time slip by without making a comment on a
glaring omission in the bill, and that is the age of consent. I do not
know how it happened in our country that we allowed the age of
consent to slip down to 14.

Our goddaughter had a birthday yesterday if I am not mistaken. I
know she just turned 12 but that means she finished her twelfth year
of life and she is into her thirteenth year. Again, there is absolutely
no justification anywhere, anytime for anyone to talk a child of that
age into sexual activity. It just is wrong.

Here we have a bill that says we are going to protect children but
does nothing with the age of consent. I need to explain this for
anyone who may not know what it means. It means that an adult
cannot stand up in court and say “I am innocent because she agreed
to it”. That is all it means. No one cannot persuade a 13 year old in
this country to have sex and get away with it because that is not
permitted, but if she is 14, they can. I say that is way too low. The
very serious omission in the bill is that it does not address that
problem.

We could talk about many other things in the bill but I guess I will
have only time for one more in my last minute and that has to do
with minimum and maximum sentences.

In the bill the maximum sentences have been increased. Fine, but
will the courts use them, or will they continue to give continual
sentences?

I had a letter from an individual who actually chastised me for
calling for minimum sentences. She said that she did not want
minimum sentences for those creeps. She said that she wanted
maximum sentences. I wrote to her and told her I understood what
she was saying. She wants to punish them to the max, which is right,
but, unfortunately, if a maximum sentence is given in the law it
prohibits a judge from giving any sentence greater than that. A
minimum sentence means that a sentence must be given of at least a
set amount.
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We should have minimum sentences in a bill that purports to
protect children but it is not in the bill. Therefore I will be voting
against the bill and my reason is that I truly want to protect children.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bakopanos): I am sure that I speak on
behalf of all members in congratulating the hon. member for Elk
Island for his new grandchild. Thank you for letting the House know.

Mr. Darrel Stinson (Okanagan—Shuswap, Canadian Alli-
ance): Madam Speaker, I rise today to debate Bill C-20 and the
amendment to the bill. I also want to congratulate the hon. member
who just spoke on his new grandchild.

Government Orders

T have a big problem with what exactly the government is trying to
do with regard to the bill. We all know, or should know, and maybe
the problem is that we do not all know, that the government's first
and foremost responsibility is the protection of its law-abiding
citizens. However it seems that the government has decided to take
an easy way out of this. I should explain this to the people at home.

We now have in Canada what is known as judge made laws. The
government has allowed that to take place because it lets the
government off the hook. Governments are supposed to make laws,
judges are to interpret them and lawyers are to debate them. It is
easier now for the government to say that it did not intend something
to happen in a law and that it was the judge who was at fault for
giving that type of sentence.

Therefore, as a member of Parliament, the government in its own
stupidity—I cannot put it any other way—decided to give me an out
as a member of Parliament when I go home and have to face some
tough questions from my constituents, such as the Sharpe decision in
regard to child pornography. I can now go home and say that it was a
judge who made that decision, not the government.

The fallacy is that we can now lay the blame on the judges, even
though the government appoints most of them, because they are not
accountable. They do not have to come up for re-election. They do
not have to be voted in. They do not have to explain to the
population why a decision was made.

An hon. member: They're unelected.

Mr. Darrel Stinson: They're unelected and it lets the government
off the hook. Some people call it smoke and mirrors but I call it total
deception by the government.

An hon. member: Cowardice.

Mr. Darrel Stinson: Yes, cowardice is a very good word for what
the government has allowed to happen.

The function of government is to create the laws. If a judge
interprets a law in a way that the government did not mean for it to
be interpreted, it takes only a matter of a day or so in this supposed
Chamber to change the law so it can no longer be interpreted in that
way. However, the government, in its cowardly acts, decided it
would not do that because it might be controversial and it did not
want to take any type of heat in case it impacted upon it in a coming
election.

An hon. member: Let the judges take the heat.

Mr. Darrel Stinson: Let the judges take the heat and let the
lawyers be called the dogs of the day for arguing the cases. The fact
of the matter is that when we hire lawyers we want our lawyers to
represent us to the best of their ability, and then the judge makes the
decision.

However, when the decision goes against the good of children, of
all people, certainly the government should have the intestinal
fortitude or the guts to make the change to protect our children, but it
does not. It goes along and tries to pass another bill, which I am sure
it will get through, Bill C-20.
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Bill C-20 fails to set a clear standard on the issue of the age of
consent for adult-child sexual relationships. In other words, we allow
our 14 year old children to be bought and paid for by some 60 year
old, and we do nothing about it. We have become known in the
world as protectors of the child sex trade.

©(1250)

I have had the unfortunate opportunity of seeing some of these
programs that the police are so concerned about. Fourteen is at the
high end of the age spectrum. These videos show three year olds and
four year olds. They are sick and they are sickening. Yet time after
time when we find these people and law enforcement collects
enough evidence and is finally allowed to bring these people to
court, they are let off with a slap on the wrist and we say that we can
change these people or the way they do business in regard to child
pornography.

I have heard the excuse of artistic merit. Nobody with any
reasoning is going to argue about a drawing in a doctor's office, for
God's sake, yet I have heard members, and I even have heard the
minister, stand up and say that is reason the government wants to
have this in the bill. What a load of garbage. It is a doctor's office.
We know that doctors have drawings and pictures of body parts, so
that does not wash with the public out there.

What does get the public angry is that when these people are
sentenced they can go right through the whole system without
treatment and be allowed to go back onto the street. They are
allowed back onto the street to ply their trade, and that is all it is.
These people are in it for the money and are using our children to
make the money. They go through the prison system without even
having to sit one day to understand what is wrong with their trade.

An hon. member: Before they ever get to prison.

Mr. Darrel Stinson: Yes, many times before they ever get to
prison.

Then they are pushed out the door to again go after the children, to
be part of our so-called neighbourhood that the government is so
worried about.

There are things going on in this country. If the government really
wants to know what is going on in the country, it should get its head
out of where it has it stuck.

An hon. member: They use legal aid lawyers too.
Mr. Darrel Stinson: They use and they use, Madam Speaker.

I cannot believe that we have allowed this to go on for so long. I
remember standing up in 1994 in the House arguing about the same
thing, the exploitation of our children in this country. I am not
speaking as a father because I do not have children. I have not had
the good fortune to have grandchildren. I am speaking as someone
who has gone with members from this side, the member for Wild
Rose and the member from Bulkley Valley, to see the devastation
this has created in our cities across Canada.

There is nothing worse than talking to a girl who is 12, 13 or 14
years old and whose life has been totally ruined through this. They
are taken in by gangs and forced into these types of acts. They are
forced and we sit here and we do nothing about it. Then I am

supposed to go home, along with the other members of the House,
and say that I am proud to represent Canada.

Let me say that many times I am not proud to represent Canada
because of what we allow to take place in Canada. It is time the
government decided to give back to parents the right to start raising
their children. The government has to get out of the family business
and start protecting those who need protection. It is time, long past
time, and sooner or later we are going to reap what we sow.

Why do we have an overabundance of child drug addicts and
sexual diseases among children in the country? This is why: The
government decided it would be a parent. The trouble is that the
government does not understand or realize what being a parent is
about. It could care less. This is what is going on in our country. It is
going on in our schools and our streets and still the government will
turn a blind eye and say it is justified under artistic merit.

That is the guts this government has. It will hide behind judges
and it will hide behind interpretations such as artistic merit and say
when this happens that it had no idea that this could take place and
that the law will be made this way and will be interpreted this way
by a judge.
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Yet time after time on this side of the House members have stood
up and told the government exactly what is going to happen. It has
still turned a deaf ear to it and decided it will pass it on by. That is a
disgrace. Not only is it a disgrace for the House, it is a disgrace for
the country.

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

Some hon. members: Question.

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

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

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bakopanos): All those in favour of the
amendment will please say yea.

Some hon. members: Yea.

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

Some hon. members: Nay.

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

And more than five members having risen:
The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bakopanos): Pursuant to Standing

Order 45, the division stands deferred until Monday, March 24,
2003, at the ordinary hour of daily adjournment.
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Ms. Marlene Catterall: Madam Speaker, I rise on a point of
order. Discussions have taken place among all parties and there is an
agreement pursuant to Standing Order 45(7) to further delay the
recorded division scheduled for 6:30 p.m., Monday, March 24, until
the end of government orders on Tuesday, March 25.

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

Some hon. members: Agreed.

%* % %
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SEX OFFENDER INFORMATION REGISTRATION ACT

The House resumed from February 21 consideration of the motion
that Bill C-23, an act respecting the registration of information
relating to sex offenders, to amend the Criminal Code and to make
consequential amendments to other Acts, be read the second time
and referred to a committee.

Mr. Kevin Sorenson (Crowfoot, Canadian Alliance): Madam
Speaker, I rise today to take part in this important debate, which has
been a long time coming. Although this issue has been debated
numerous times in the House, every time initiated by the Canadian
Alliance, the official opposition, it is the first time an actual bill, Bill
C-23, an act respecting the registration of information relating to sex
offenders, has been the topic of discussion.

I stood in the House more than two years ago in support of a
Canadian Alliance motion requesting the establishment of a national
sex offender registry. Two years ago, that motion resulted in the
government committing to the establishment of a registry. At that
time, members opposite stood unanimously in support of their
government's commitment to establish a national sex offender
registry by January 30, 2002.

Quite obviously the government again has failed to meet another
commitment. It failed to meet its commitment of having the sex
offender registry up and running by January 2002. I am confident
that had we not pushed and prodded the government, it never would
have met that commitment on its own accord. The time it has taken
to force the government to bring Bill C-23 before the House clearly
demonstrates to all Canadians and all parliamentarians the priority,
or the lack thereof, that it places on the protection of our children in
this country.

Ontario established a registry three years ago. Christopher's law,
or Bill 31, received royal assent in April 2000. That bill established a
registry to enhance public safety by providing law enforcement
agencies with a modern, reliable and effective electronic tool to
support services to track sex offenders in our communities and to
improve the investigation of crimes of a sexual nature.

Despite the efforts of Ontario and other provincial governments,
the Liberal government has failed to protect Canadian children from
sexual predators.

This will be the third time that I have stood in the House quoting
from a document that was produced by the Liberal Party of Canada,
produced before the 1993 election. Before the election, their
promise, their commitment and their vision sounded pretty good in
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the red book. I quote this today because it is absolutely imperative
that we point out the clear justification for a national sex offender
registry as recognized not just recently but 10 years ago by those
who now sit across the way in government. Yet the government has
moved very slowly. It has done absolutely nothing to this point but
fail to once again make good on a promise. It has failed, and that is
this government's record. It has a record of failure.

In 1993 the Liberals fully supported the establishment of a
national sex offender registry of convicted child abusers. Their
rationale, quoting directly from their own document, was this:

Sex offenders represent almost 20 per cent of the incarcerated population and 10
per cent of the conditionally released population.

Repeat sex offenders are more than twice as likely to commit further sex offences,
much more likely to violate conditional release conditions and more likely than other
offenders to reoffend... However, treatment programs for sexual offenders are sorely
lacking.

®(1305)

The Liberal government recognized the chances of reoffending. It
recognized that they were a threat. All those it recognized. These
facts were highlighted three years prior to the publication of the
Liberal document.

A 1990 report by a working group established by the Department
of the Solicitor General concluded that offender treatment programs
have shown limited results. The report said that they gauged and
looked at the programs that were in place, followed them through,
did an evaluation and the programs showed limited results. The
report showed that practitioners in the field of sex offender treatment
do not claim to cure sex offenders. The Solicitor General's
department in 1990, in a previous government, recognized that they
cannot simply claim to have 100% cured the sex offender, but rather
the treatment strategy is to manage the risk of reoffending.

That document says that although they will put them in a program,
although they will give them treatment, at the end of the day they
recognize that basically the best they can do is risk manage. I am not
sure as a parent that I am quite satisfied with the response the report
brought out, although it is true. As a parent it causes me some
concern that people who recognize that programs are not working
and recognize the recidivism rate are saying they are going to risk
manage pedophiles and sex offenders back into the communities.

The report also said that there were not enough experts to meet the
demand for sex offender treatment and the limitations of treatment
were recognized. This research based information, produced by the
Department of the Solicitor General, clearly demonstrated well over
10 years ago why Canada needed a national sex offender registry.
Yet the government and its predecessor failed to establish such a
registry despite recognizing the risks, despite the ample justification
to do so.

The question must be asked, recognizing the rights, recognizing
the risk, why would it fail to meet such a requirement? The only
plausible answer in my mind to that question is that the government
has and continues to place the rights of the offender before the rights
of the victim. It has continuously placed the rights of the offender
above the concerns of the protection of our society. We have seen
this over and over and over again.
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This is evident in almost all of the justice legislation the
government has brought forward in the last few years, including
the establishment of the DNA database. Enacted in 1998, Bill C-3,
an act respecting DNA identification, created a new statute
governing the establishment and the administration of a national
DNA bank. It also amended the Criminal Code to permit a judge to
make a post-conviction order authorizing the taking of bodily
substances from a person found guilty of a designated Criminal Code
offence in order to include the offender's DNA profile in the national
DNA database.

The DNA data bank was officially opened on July 5, 2000. My
party, the Canadian Alliance Party, is firmly committed to restoring
confidence in our justice system by providing law enforcement
officers and law enforcement agencies the latest technological tools
to quickly detect and apprehend criminals. The attempt to amend Bill
C-3 was unsuccessful.
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We live in a day and age where every sector of society is looking
for the newest technology available to enhance their way of life, to
enhance their business, to enhance their safety perhaps, every aspect,
every area of society.

Look at some of the things that are happening in health care and
the new technologies that are available. It has only been for a few
years that we have been able to have laser surgery done on our eyes
to repair loss of vision. That is old technology now. Now health care
has the technology to do many things.

We demand high technology in travel. There are vehicles now
with global positioning systems that can detect when there has been
an accident. When the air bag is inflated a signal is sent
automatically by satellite to an office and medical attention is called
without ever making a 911 call.

Our society has moved to a place where we accept and want the
latest in technology. We see it. We have turned the television on in
the last few days and we have seen the latest technology in the war
on Iraq. We have seen missiles being sent from hundreds of miles
away. We have seen the latest in laser guided missiles.

We see it in health sciences with research and development. We
want the newest in technology. However, when it comes to law
enforcement, when it comes to dealing with crime, when it comes to
dealing with criminal offences and offenders, the Canadian Alliance
argued that DNA identification, if used to its full potential, could be
one of the newest technologies. We argued that DNA identification
could be one of the greatest resources in fighting crime since the
introduction of dusting for fingerprints.

To deny the police agencies the full use of this technology, as Bill
C-3, did was reprehensible. It was unacceptable, inasmuch as it
maintains an unnecessary level of risk to the lives and safety of our
citizens. We have the technology. We have the ability to fight crime.
When it comes to giving those resources to our law enforcement
agencies, we handcuff them and then tell them to go out and do their
job. Shame on the government.

There are literally hundreds of unsolved rapes. Hundreds of
murders are outstanding in the country. There are victims across the

nation where one event, one criminal offence has changed their life
forever.

I have looked into the faces of mothers whose children have been
murdered, some who have been murdered in prison. The twinkle in
their eye is gone forever. When we talk with a parent whose young
child has been sexually molested or raped, it not only leaves a scar
on the primary victim, the child, it scars that family and the extended
family forever.

Many dangerous offenders remain on our streets because of the
government's failure to deploy the DNA tool properly as requested
by police across the country. Bill C-3 did not allow for the taking of
DNA samples at the time of the charge. The bill did not permit
samples to be taken retroactively from incarcerated criminals, other
than designated dangerous offenders or multiple sex offenders or
multiple murderers.

However, Bill C-3 did provide a dangerous and an unnecessary
exemption that could be authorized by judges not to issue a warrant
for the taking of a sample if they believed that in doing so it would
impact on an individual's privacy and security. Here again we see
where the courts have the ability to disallow the taking of a DNA
sample if that individual's privacy or security could be jeopardized.
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This misplaced consideration for the privacy of offenders is more
than apparent in the bill we are debating today. It is more than
apparent in Bill C-23.

Sex offenders may be excluded from the registry, according to
Criminal Code section 490.03(4) as set out in clause 20, if the court
is satisfied:

—that the person has established that, if the order were made, the impact on them,
including on their privacy or liberty, would be grossly disproportionate to the
public interest in protecting society through the effective investigation of crimes
of a sexual nature, to be achieved by the registration of information relating to sex
offenders.

While not all sex offenders will be successful in exempting
themselves from the registry, this one thing we can be sure of: many
will delay having their names put on that registry and many will not
register their whereabouts, arguing in court that with regard to their
privacy, their liberty and their freedom, it would be too negative an
impact for them to handle. One thing we can be sure of is we will see
a log jam in the court system like we have never seen before. The
lawyers across the way sit back and wipe their hands and lick their
chops. This becomes a lawyer's dream.

If they are not successful in convincing the judge that their names
should not be on the registry, we can be sure they will take their
cases to the Supreme Court of Canada and they will string out those
cases for just as long as they can.

In the papers just two days ago, one headline read, “Rapist asks
Supreme Court to strike down DNA law. Lawyer argues sampling
bodily substances violates constitutional rights”. The article went on
to say:
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An Edmonton man convicted of raping and impregnating a 14-year-old girl has
made the first Supreme Court of Canada challenge to laws allowing police to take
DNA from suspects....The case being argued involves a man whose name is subject
to a publication ban, who was boarding during the week with the victim and her
family at their Hinton, Alberta trailer....The man had sex with her against her will for
30 minutes....Four months later she realized she was pregnant....The girl, described as
intellectual delayed, told her mother what had happened and was taken for an
abortion....Police seized the fetal tissue as evidence. In January, 1997, RCMP officers
armed with a search warrant, pricked the man's finger for a blood sample to make a
DNA comparison with the tissue [that they had taken]....He was found guilty of
sexual assault and sentenced to six years in prison. In 2001, the Alberta Court of
Appeal ruled two to one to uphold the conviction. Mr. Anderson, whose client is free
on $5,000 bail, wants the Supreme Court to overturn that decision.

The defence is contending that the DNA legislation breaches the
Charter of Rights and Freedoms, that it hinders the protection of his
personal security and that it should be banned because it was an
unreasonable search.

The convicted rapist's lawyer is not arguing his client's innocence.
He is not arguing in a court of law that there has been a miscarriage
of justice, that the individual was innocent of the charge that was put
against him. He is arguing against how the police obtained the
evidence to prove that he was guilty. He is arguing a technicality.
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While the wheels of justice grind slowly or they grind to a halt,
our sons and daughters may be victimized all because the
government continues to stack the deck in favour of the offender
and the offence over the protection of society.

A number of years ago the Supreme Court of Canada in a 5 to 4
decision held that privacy rights under the charter demanded that
police obtain a warrant prior to entry into a dwelling house to arrest a
suspect. The decision in response to the Feeney case resulted in
evidence being thrown out because the police did not have a warrant
when entering his premises. Feeney's blood soaked shirt which had
been obtained by the police, and blood all over the place where this
individual lived, clearly proved his guilt to the first degree murder
charge. That shirt or that blood was not allowed as evidence.

In her dissenting opinion, Supreme Court Judge L'Heureux-Dubé
said that while the rights of the accused people are certainly
important under the Charter of Rights and Freedoms, “they are not
all the equation”. I like what the judge said. The judge did not
question whether someone who was charged had rights under the
charter. She did not question whether someone who was a suspect by
the police force and who had a charge levied against them had rights.
She did not question whether the Charter of Rights and Freedoms
applied. She said that it was only one part of the equation and not all
the equation.

That quote should be a wake-up call to the government. That
quote should be a wake-up call to those who are continuously
looking only at the rights of the offenders with the rights of the
victims forgotten.

The judge cautioned her colleagues not to automatically exclude
even illegally obtained evidence without considering the conse-
quence for victims, the protection of society and the reputation of the
justice system. She stated:

When an attacker or a murderer is acquitted in the name of the regularity of the
criminal process, it is not only past victims who are ignored, but also future victims
who are sacrificed.
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The Supreme Court judge boldly suggested that it was time to
reassess the balance the court has struck between protecting the
individual rights of the accused and preserving society's capacity to
protect its most vulnerable members and to bring and to expose the
truth. 1 challenge the government today to strike the necessary
balance because as Judge L'Heureuz-Dubé said:

—perhaps it is time to recall that public respect and confidence in the justice
system lies not only in protection against police abuse, but also in the system's
capacity to uncover the truth and ensure that, at the end of the day, it is more
likely than not that justice will have been done.

I emphasize this, “it is more likely than not that justice will have
been done”.

She is saying that when someone goes through the system, the
public wants to look and have the faith that justice has been served.
When we read about offenders back on the street because of
technicalities, the public begins to question if justice was served. Did
they come to justice? Although they are very seldom ever satisfied
when the offender is caught, the public questions if there a degree of
closure that can be brought to the victim because justice has been
served. That is the question. That is the secondary part of the
equation that needs to be considered.

The only way we can ensure that justice is done is to ensure that
police officers in Canada have all the investigative tools necessary to
do their jobs effectively and to uncover the truth through the
bringing together of all the evidence that they can gather.
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It will indeed be an injustice if the DNA warrant provisions are
found unconstitutional. It will indeed be an injustice if it severely
restricted the use of DNA as evidence.

More than 10 years ago six year old Punky Gustavson was
kidnapped, sexually assaulted and then murdered. The story
captivated all the country, certainly my province of Alberta. It was
a story that, not only in Edmonton where it happened but throughout
the province, horrified people as when they heard about little Punky
Gustavson going missing.

It happened over 10 years ago. Less than a week ago, Punky
Gustavson's murderer was finally charged. In November of last year,
an Alberta provincial court ordered that DNA sample be taken from
Clifford Mathew Sleigh, who is a prisoner in the Bowden Institution.
That sample was matched with a very small sample of DNA that was
taken in 1992 when Punky's body was found.

As 1 stated earlier, only three types of prisoners who were found
guilty prior to June 2000, when the DNA data bank was created,
were eligible to be included. The first were those who were listed as
being dangerous offenders. The second was multiple murderers. The
third was multiple sex offenders. Across Canada 2,000 such
offenders were identified. Three hundred of them were in Alberta
prisons. The Alberta court however had to obtain court orders for the
seizure and inclusion of DNA from the 300 inmates as it was not
automatic.
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The Canadian Alliance Party has argued that DNA samples should
be automatic, should be retroactive and should be taken from all
convicted offenders. Similarly, we have argued, not so successfully
apparently, to have all convicted sex offenders retroactively entered
into the registry. However we will continue to push for the inclusion
of all past and current sex offenders to be listed on the registry with
absolutely no exceptions.

The retroactively part of the bill is of huge concern to Canadians.
The fact that the government boasts of a registry with no names on it
and the fact that the government boasts of a registry that for many
years down the road will not help law enforcement is wrong. It is
wrong for the minister to stand up in front of the House or in front of
any television camera across the country and brag about how the
registry, as soon as it is brought into legislation and is passed, will
help. Without retroactivity on that list, absolutely nobody will
benefit.

We will push to have any sex offender who fails to comply with
an order to register to be held liable for a significant terms of
imprisonment. Currently, clause 20 of Bill C-23 adds subsection
490.09(1). It states:

Every person who knowingly contravenes an order...is guilty of an offence and
liable

(a) in the case of a first offence, on summary conviction, to a fine of not more than
$10,000 or to imprisonment for a term of not more than six months, or to both.

It is absolutely outrageous and a complete insult to law-abiding
firearm—
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The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bakopanos): The hon. member will

have another 10 minutes and 25 seconds when we resume debate on
the bill.

It being 1:30, the House will now proceed to the consideration of
private members' business as listed on today's Order Paper.

PRIVATE MEMBERS' BUSINESS
[English]
CANADA PENSION PLAN

The House resumed from January 30 consideration of the motion.

Ms. Wendy Lill (Dartmouth, NDP): Madam Speaker, it is my
pleasure to speak on behalf of my colleague for Churchill, and her
excellent Motion No. 197, which reads:

That, in the opinion of this House, the government should amend the definition of

“pensionable employment” in the Canada Pension Plan to include worker's
compensation payments.

The motion is designed to allow injured workers who have had to
take temporary leave from their workplace to, on retirement, get the
same level of CPP that they would have received had they not had to
leave for a certain period of time because of injury.

The idea is very simple and I believe it is very sensible. I really
cannot understand why the government has not already implemented
this small but significant change to the CPP.

To understand what the motion does, we have to look at the
problems that injured workers face relating to the pension system.

At present, worker's compensation is not considered pensionable
employment for CPP purposes. Since a retiree's CPP eligibility is
based upon months of pensionable employment, each month of work
a person misses due to injury counts against them when the CPP
eligibility is calculated upon retirement.

In cases of severe injuries that require lengthy rehabilitation
periods, such as amputations, severe burns and electrocution, these
lost months of CPP eligibility can dramatically reduce an
individual's retirement income or leave them ineligible for any
CPP benefits at all. This is in essence a second injury.

The CPP program was created to provide Canadian workers with a
secure retirement income. There is no intention in the design of the
public pension plan that workers would lose their pension simply
because they had the bad fortune to be injured on the job. This
problem is in fact significant in size.

In the nine provinces covered by the CPP, there were over 800,000
claims via worker's compensation in 2000. The fact that these people
could potentially lose or see a reduced retirement pension is, I
believe, unacceptable. After all, worker's compensation systems are
designed to get people back into the workforce, and most treat their
clients as workers temporarily on leave from their jobs. That is of
course how we should treat them.

These people want to work and they strive to work. With the
proper accommodation and support, most will work. The problem is
with systems the governments have in place, like the CPP, that seem
to treat injured workers as individuals who have deliberately opted
out of the workforce and then reduce their retirement benefits
accordingly.

As the critic for persons with disabilities for the New Democrats, 1
see courage and determination every day and every week from
people who have had to leave work due to a disability, including a
workplace injury.

What is most frustrating to these people is not that they face life
with a disability but that the public support systems that most
Canadians take for granted, things like the CPP, public transit, health
supports and income supports further penalize them on a systematic
and repeated basis.

We should have a public pension plan which acknowledges that
injured workers are simply on a temporary leave and therefore
should not suffer a financial penalty of a reduced pension due to their

injury.

Since worker's compensation programs are provincially adminis-
tered, implementation of the motion would require agreements with
the provinces. Passing Motion No.197 would therefore only be a first
step. It would nevertheless be an important first step as it would
signal to the federal and provincial executive branches that there is a
legislative support for the principle that injured workers should not
have to suffer the loss of pension benefits.
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This is not a huge problem because the provinces already meet
with the federal government over CPP issues regularly and the
provinces understand injured workers better than the federal
government does.

I should note that the motion would have no impact on Quebec
where a separate program administered by the Quebec government,
the Quebec pension plan, takes the place of the CPP which exists in
the rest of Canada.

®(1335)

While I wholeheartedly support the motion, I want to also take the
opportunity to discuss a parallel problem and situation: another
group that suffers a similar penalty under the CPP, as injured workers
currently do, and that is the group of caregivers.

On March 10 in The Toronto Star there was an article by Carol
Goar about a woman named Marie Taylor. I will quote a bit from Ms.
Goar's succinct and well written article about Ms. Taylor's situation:

She worked all her life as a legal secretary. Her husband was head of security at
the Lennox generating station in eastern Ontario. They spent their spare time building
a comfortable home in Napanee to share in their retirement years.

Twice during Taylor's career, she took leaves of absence. The first was to look
after her gravely ill stepson. The second was to care for her dying mother.

She had no idea how costly these acts of compassion would turn out to be.
Shortly after retiring, Taylor lost her life partner. Now she's struggling to hang on
to her home.

The reason her finances are so precarious is that her Canada Pension is smaller
than she anticipated. The government chopped her entitlement by 20 per cent
because of the two interruptions in her working life.

Ms. Taylor was not ill herself but she was caring for others who
were ill. She is in the same situation that injured workers face and
that Motion No. 197 is trying to address, namely, losing retirement
benefits under the CPP because of temporary interruptions in a
career. But in the case of Ms. Taylor, her workplace interruption was
not because she was injured or ill, but because she became a
caregiver during the terminal illnesses of her stepson and mother. If
she had been callous and had left her family's care to the
inadequacies of the Ontario health care system, then she would
not have suffered this financial penalty. Instead, she did the right
thing and therefore lost 20¢ on the dollar of her retirement income.

Because of caring for loved ones, she is currently at the CPP
appeals tribunal fighting for sufficient income so she can stay in her
modest home and keep from sliding into poverty. Most shamefully,
the federal government is fighting her all the way with its lawyers
through its appeal system. The federal government should stop
harassing this woman and intervene so she and other caregivers do
not face penalties for caring for a dying relative.

In fairness, the government has started to see that caregivers
deserve support, not punishment. I acknowledge that baby steps
were taken on the employment insurance front in the budget, but our
overall social safety net, both federally and provincially, has to be
looked at so we can take away the barriers that persecute caregivers.

We need to look at welfare and disability programs, CPP and
private insurance programs, and compassionate leave systems in the
workplace. We need to institute a national home care and respite care
program and reform our overly bureaucratic, financially unfair and
almost incomprehensible income tax system. Other countries already
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have brought in these common sense, compassionate policies
without causing economic problems. Some have even started to
directly compensate caregivers, including Britain, Norway, Sweden
and Australia, so a rethinking of our overall policy for both injured
workers and for caregivers is not only doable but long overdue.

In summary, I say that injured workers need our support, not our
punishment, that caregivers need our support, not our punishment,
and that we should reform the CPP program in order to do this.
Caregivers and injured workers do not deserve to be punished.

I once again thank my friend from Churchill for this visionary
motion and I call upon the government and all members to support
the motion and start the journey to a more compassionate society.

® (1340)
[Translation]

Mr. Jeannot Castonguay (Parliamentary Secretary to the
Minister of Health, Lib.): Madam Speaker, I welcome this
opportunity to address this motion asking that the government
amend the definition of pensionable employment in the Canada
pension plan to include worker's compensation payments.

First, I commend the hon. member who sponsored this motion on
her concern for Canadians who are prevented from working by a
disability or a serious illness.

I want to point out that this is an issue that the Government of
Canada takes very seriously.

Since coming into office, we have endeavoured to find new and
improved ways to help people with disabilities so that they can
adequately support themselves and their families.

We have developed programs to help workers with disabilities
acquire the skills and training necessary to re-enter the labour force.

For example, we have introduced the Opportunities Fund under
which, every year since 1997, $30 million was used to help persons
with disabilities take their place in the labour force.

We have introduced and enhanced tax relief measures for persons
with disabilities and their families.

In 1998, we introduced the Canada study grants for persons with
disabilities, and increased the amount of the grants in 2001.

In budget 2003, we renewed a transfer of $193 million a year for
the employability assistance for people with disabilities program.
This money will be transferred to the provincial and territorial
governments to fund programs and services designed to help
Canadians with disabilities overcome employment barriers.
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In addition, the Minister of Human Resources Development and
her colleagues are working closely with their provincial and
territorial counterparts to make sure there is a coordinated approach
to meeting the needs of people with disabilities, one that will provide
them with the best possible services and eliminate duplication.

Of course, one of the most important programs is the Canada
pension plan disability benefits program, which provides an income
to contributors who are unable to work because of a serious long-
term illness or disability.

The Canada pension plan is the most significant income program
for people on long term disability. During fiscal year 2000, the
Canada pension plan paid out $2.6 billion to 280,000 contributors
with disabilities, and $245 million to the 97,000 children of these
contributors. No fewer than 55,000 applications are received each
year.

The Canada pension plan offers more than just disability benefits.
It also provides retirement pensions, death benefits, survivor
benefits, and child benefits. Almost all Canadian residents contribute
to the Canada pension plan and will eventually receive benefits from
it.

Clearly we must ensure that the Canada pension plan is able to
continue this important work over the coming years.

This means that we must ensure that it is financially viable and
can count on the necessary assets to provide future generations of
workers and their families with the same level of protection that their
predecessors are now enjoying.

One way to do this is to ensure that the rules governing eligibility
for benefits are relevant, clear and easy to administer and that they
allow for the right balance between providing enough support to
those who are entitled to the benefits and ensuring healthy
management of Canadians' contributions.

A very good example that illustrates this principle is the clear and
precise definition of “pensionable employment” contained in the
Canada pension plan and intended to be used in determining
eligibility for benefits and the amount thereof.

This definition, which excludes compensation for workplace
accidents, employment insurance benefits, social assistance and
other benefits of this kind, has struck the right balance and shown
that it is here to stay.

This definition was upheld by the Supreme Court in 2000, when
an applicant claimed that the workplace accident compensation he
received should have been considered income for the purposes of
eligibility under the Canada pension plan.

The Court's decision was very clear: Part I of the Canada pension
plan is adequate and corresponds to the objective that was set out by
Parliament.

There are other reasons that suggest that the proposed change is
not relevant.

First, implementing such a change would lead to increased
Canada pension plan contributions for both workers and employers.

This would place an additional burden on many workers already
having trouble making ends meet.

® (1345)

It might also act as a disincentive for some employers to hiring
new workers, something no member of this House would want to see
happen.

Moreover, this measure would have a negative impact on many
workers' compensation recipients, because CPP would have to be
deducted from their benefits, thus reducing their already pretty
modest incomes still further.

Are these results we would want to see? I think not.

Extension of CPP coverage to workers' compensation recipients
might seem unfair, particularly to injured self-employed people who
would not be entitled to it.

Finally, if such a change were approved, it might have
repercussions on such provincially administered programs as social
assistance and worker's compensation.

The long term disability plans offered by private insurers would
also be impacted.

The provincial and territorial governments might refuse to consent
to such a change, and this would greatly complicate implementation.

All of this points to the fact that the change proposed in this
motion would not be as desirable as it might seem at first glance.
Worse yet, it might end up doing harm to those it seeks to help.

That is why I cannot support the motion as presented, but I do
congratulate the hon. member for her efforts and her determination to
help disabled workers and their families.

I say again, this is an important matter which the government is
determined to address, but everyone must do his or her part in this.

I am therefore calling upon each and every member of this House,
regardless of political affiliation, to work with us in our efforts to
ensure that programs are put in place that can provide disabled
persons and their families with the support they require to cope with
their most challenging circumstances.

This is the only way we will be able to find a satisfactory solution
to this situation, and to provide Canadians with the help they need
and deserve.

[English]

Mr. Monte Solberg (Medicine Hat, Canadian Alliance):
Madam Speaker, it is a pleasure to address Motion No. 197 put
forward by the member for Churchill. I wish to congratulate her for
bringing this forward. Clearly, her intention is to help people who are
facing difficult situations and this is admirable.

By the nature of the motion, being a motion, there is not a lot of
detail attached to it. We are talking about an intent when we talk
about this. Many questions are raised as a result of this proposal and
in order for it to work those questions must be answered.
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One of the questions that I have yet to hear the mover of this
motion or the previous speaker address has to do with CPP
premiums themselves. For example, a logical question to ask would
be whether moving WCB benefits would be counted as a salary to
calculate Canada pension plan benefits? Would that mean that people
would pay 4.95% of their WCB cheque into the Canada pension plan
initially? That important question needs to be addressed.

The obvious follow up question would be, if not, where would the
money come from? Right now, the Canada pension plan is running
very close to the line. Some people argue it is actually in deficit.
Where would that money come from? Where would the money come
from on the employer side? Would provincial governments be
expected to pay it? If people were in business and drawing a salary,
then they would pay 4.95% of their salary and the employer would
pay 4.95% of the salary into this plan. Those are some of the
questions that need to be addressed.

What would we do about other types of benefits people receive
where the same sort of arguments could be made? Canada pension
plan disability is a good example. If someone is on CPP disability,
that money is not counted as a salary and therefore it would lower
the overall Canada pension plan that the individual might be eligible
for. Do we then apply the same remedy for CPP disability as applied
to WCB? The same thing would apply to private insurance because
that is also not counted as a salary for the purpose of calculating
Canada pension plan.

These are all important things that need to be addressed. In order
for me to support this motion I would like to at least hear how these
sort of things could be addressed.

Another issue that is important and one that we need to talk about
to make it clear is the fact that a remedy is already in place to some
degree for people whose Canada pension plan is lowered because at
some point they were injured on the job and had to go on workmen's
compensation. When people hit retirement they do not just have
access to the Canada pension plan because there are other safety nets
in place, including old age security and the guaranteed income
supplement for example.

If individuals have a low income in their retirement then these
safety net programs supplement that income and take into account to
some degree the lower Canada pension plan they might receive as a
result of being injured on the job, going on workmen's compensa-
tion, and for a period of time at least, not contributing into their
Canada pension plan and building up a level of benefits. I do not
think we should understate that because it is an important point to
make.

If we go to all of this trouble, we may find out that people who all
of a sudden enjoy better benefits from Canada pension plan may
ultimately see it eroded or they may end up being no better off in the
end because the benefits they would have received from old age
security and/or the guaranteed income supplement may actually go
down.

® (1350)
That is an important point to make. It requires a little bit of study

in maybe a number of different scenarios to identify what would
happen to these people who earn different amounts of income based
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on this change that is being proposed by the member for Churchill.
We need those kinds of scenarios to have a good idea of whether or
not in the end this would leave people materially better off, because
that is obviously the goal here.

I do not think this can be overemphasized, but another problem we
have and should address, which is something that would leave
people better off generally, is that if people would pay lower taxes
throughout the course of their lives, not only would it leave them
better off in that moment, but it would allow them to save more for
their retirement. It would allow them to save more in the event that
they become disabled and save more to purchase their own disability
insurance. | always hasten to add that aspect when we are talking
about social programs to help people because often that gets
discounted as a way of helping people out a lot.

It disturbs me today that in Canada people can have very low
levels of income and still pay hundreds or even thousands of dollars
in taxes. Perhaps we should be looking at ways to raise those basic
exemptions higher so that people who are already pinching pennies
to survive do not have to send the government a big chunk of the
benefits that they may receive through Canada pension plan, old age
security or whatever. This is something that I would like all
parliamentarians to consider. There is a way to help people beyond
just providing better social programs. One of those ways is to lower
the level of taxes that we all pay. If we were to do that people would
be better off in a number of ways.

I appreciate the intention of the motion very much. I know the
member for Churchill is a big-hearted person and she wants to help.
That is admirable, but if we are serious about ever having this
passed, the provinces, for instance, and certainly the federal treasury
would want to have some of the answers to those questions I have
raised with respect to how these payments would be treated. Would
the CPP premium come off these payments? Who would pay the
other half of the CPP premium, would it be the provinces, et cetera?
Those things must be addressed before this motion can get proper
consideration.

® (1355)
[Translation]

Mr. Pierre Paquette (Joliette, BQ): Madam Speaker, I would
like to congratulate the member for Churchill for her initiative. As
my colleague, the member for Laurentides already said, the Bloc
Quebecois supports Motion No. 197, which I will read again for the
benefit of those who are listening.

Motion No. 197 reads as follows:

That, in the opinion of this House, the government should amend the definition of
“pensionable employment” in the Canada Pension Plan to include worker's
compensation payments.

We believe that this is a simple question of justice. Why should
victims of accidents at work and occupational illnesses be punished
when they have already been victimized by negligence in the
workplace? Under the CPP, workers can already subtract 15% of
their employment period as leave. This makes it possible to increase
the average earnings and the pension that will be collected at
retirement.
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However, for many workers who have a workplace accident or an
occupational illness, this period is not enough. I think that in the
interest of justice we must rectify this situation that currently exists
in the Canada pension plan and render justice to those who, as I
already mentioned, have already been punished because of poor
working conditions.

The attitude of the government and the parliamentary secretary, in
his comments, is completely unacceptable. The Liberal government
is acting as though people who have workplace accidents or
occupational illnesses are responsible for their own plight. The
government is penalizing them again by refusing to recognize
workers' compensation payments as though they were employment
income.

In Quebec, there has been consensus among employers, the
government and workers and their organizations since 1920 that the
employer is responsible for workplace accidents and occupational
illnesses. People who have workplace accidents and occupational
illnesses are not responsible for their accident or their illness. It is the
employer.

It is up to the employer to pay and that is how it has been since
1920 in Quebec. People who have workplace accidents and
occupational illnesses are not punished because they suffered as
the result of problems in their workplace, in terms of workplace
health and safety.

But this is not the only social program where the federal
government believes that the victims are responsible for their
situation. Just as the Canada pension plan penalizes injured workers
or workers with an occupational illness, employment insurance
penalizes people laid off by their employer due to an economic
downturn—be it in the company, the industry or the whole economy
—by imposing a waiting period, as if they were responsible for what
has happened to them. The same backwards attitude applies to both
this situation and the Canada pension plan.

As a result, the federal government is encouraging prejudice
against injured workers or workers with an occupational illness. The
government inundates us with propaganda and is constantly telling
us that discrimination is a no-no. It is guilty of discrimination in this
case, as in the case of the unemployed.

It is essential, therefore, that the federal government fix this
situation if it wants to do more than just pay lip service, to prove that
injured workers and those with occupational illnesses are not
responsible for their situation and, therefore, should not be penalized
with regard to their pension under the pretext that they have suffered
as a result of a workplace accident or an occupational illness.

The reason given—which was unfortunately taken up by the hon.
member for the Canadian Alliance—is that this will increase
premiums. This is the first time I have seen the federal government
worry about the effects of a payroll tax on employment.

For a number of years now, with regard to employment insurance
premiums, we—not just the Bloc Quebecois, but Quebec employers
and unions—have been telling the government that the premium rate
is much too high. The federal government has never reacted. I know
that the Minister of Finance likes to boast that the rate has been

lowered ten times already. Yes, it has been lowered ten times, but it
is still too high.

When the actuary did an assessment of the premium rate needed to
ensure employment insurance coverage, he told us that it would take
$1.75 per $100 of insurable earnings. Currently, the government is
still taking $2.10, and the Minister of Finance announced in his
budget that he was going to lower it to $1.98.

® (1400)

Even at $1.98, the government is still collecting too much to ask
from workers and employers in employment insurance premiums.

Employment insurance premiums need to be lowered to
correspond to the coverage in the plan. We know that out of ten
workers who contribute, four are eligible for benefits and six are not,
because of extremely strict rules imposed by this government. Let us
lower employment insurance premiums and, if necessary, increase
CPP contributions to do justice to people who are victims of
workplace accidents or occupational illness.

The same argument is being made to us that was made 10 or 15
years ago when we were told that pay equity for women was
unattainable. We were told that, in theory, this discrimination was
unjustifiable, but that there was no money to do anything about it.
That is what employers are telling us and today the federal
government is saying the same thing. Unfortunately, the Canadian
Alliance is stuck in its backward mentality.

If we had listened to the federal government and used the
arguments it is using today, we would not have gotten anywhere in
the pay equity situation. It really dug in its heels, just as it is doing
now in this and other situations.

If the federal government is sincere in its concern that an increase
on payroll taxes or on contributions may have a negative impact on
employment, it must, since it has the means to do so, lower EI
contributions to do justice to those who are injured while at work
and to those who suffer from occupational diseases.

The government is using another argument that is just as
unjustifiable when it says that self-employed workers may feel left
out. One does not justify an injustice with another injustice. It is true
that self-employed workers should be covered when it comes to
social insurance. It is true that the government should be more
innovative.

In Quebec, Pauline Marois set an example in her most recent
budget by granting a tax credit for parental leave to self-employed
workers.

However, the federal government says that it would not be fair to
self-employed workers to include injured or sick people, since they
themselves are not covered. There is an injustice here, but the
government will create another one by penalizing those who are
injured at work or who suffer from an occupational disease. This
reasoning is faulty.
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I am extremely disappointed to hear the parliamentary secretary
say, “We think that the initiative of the hon. member for Churchill is
a good one, but she is going about this the wrong way”. Let the
parliamentary secretary suggest other ways to achieve the same
objectives.

Until proven otherwise, the motion by the hon. member for
Churchill is the right way to correct the injustice done to those who
are injured while at work and to victims of occupational diseases. I
am convinced that this fair measure would cost very little to
Canadian society, and nothing to Quebec society, since we are not
affected by this discriminatory and unfair situation.

The parliamentary secretary also claims that the Supreme Court
issued a ruling to that effect. In Canada, do we live, as a number of
people think, in a democracy run by judges, or is it elected
representatives who are responsible for lawmaking? I do hope that it
is still this Parliament, this House that has the last word regarding the
vision and the structures that we want for our society, particularly at
the legislative level.

When it suits its needs, the federal government does not hesitate to
retroactively amend an act.

I give the example of school bus transportation. We will get to
examine ways and means motions. In one instance, with respect to
school bus transportation, the federal government changed the rules
after losing in court. It decided this change would be deemed to have
come into effect on December 17, 1990. It does not bother the
government when it comes to grabbing money that is intended for
school boards in Quebec and Ontario.

Do not make us laugh. If the federal government were serious
about wanting to correct this injustice, it could correct it; instead, it is
hiding behind the courts. I hope that it will be equally consistent in
the ways and means motion and remove the GST retroactivity for
school boards.

None of the arguments we have heard from the government side
hold water. Simply put, in this case, as with the guaranteed income
supplement and the tax credit for persons with disabilities, this
Liberal federal government does not care about the people. This is a
heartless government.

Like all hon. members in this House, I hope, the Bloc Quebecois
will be voting in favour of the motion put forward by the hon.
member.
© (1405)

[English]

Ms. Alexa McDonough (Halifax, NDP): Madam Speaker, I am
very pleased this afternoon to have an opportunity to speak briefly in
support of the bill that is before the House, a bill introduced by my
colleague from the federal riding of Churchill, which I might remind
all members is the NDP province of Manitoba. I congratulate the
member for Churchill for having taken this important initiative to
remedy what clearly is an injustice and a sort of double injury to
workers who are injured or diseased on the job.

I do not think it is an accident that the member for Churchill has
taken this initiative. Not only is she a health care worker who has
seen injured and diseased workers being discriminated against in a
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very particular way, but she also represents a riding that is very
heavily dependent upon resource industries.

It is a well-known fact that a great number of workers are injured
in the course of doing their jobs in the mining sector for example,
and in the forestry sector. I believe the forestry sector has the highest
incidence of worker injuries of any economic sector. She of course
has seen the amount of hardship that is imposed on people's lives
through any discriminatory measures that are inherent in our current
public policies. I congratulate her for bringing the concerns forward.

Of course it is self-evident that if there is discrimination
economically against individual injured workers and a higher
incidence of injury in the workplace in a particular area, then it
becomes a matter that has a discriminatory effect economically on
the whole community. Therefore, it is first and foremost a bill that
attempts to address the negative economic impact, the double
penalty in effect, on injured workers for their Canada pension plan
benefits to be affected negatively in the future, but it is also an
attempt to remedy the fact that there is a discriminatory impact in
some cases on particular communities that are dependent upon
industries where there is a higher level of workplace injury or
disease.

I think members are very clear on the purpose of the bill. It is quite
a straightforward, simple remedy that is being proposed here. My
colleague from Dartmouth has reminded us that what is being sought
by the Churchill member's bill is an amendment to the definition of
what constitutes pensionable employment for purposes of determin-
ing one's future Canada pension plan benefits. This is really a matter
of simple justice. I do not think those of us in this corner of the
House like to use the terminology common sense as it conjures up
images of the Mike Harris government, but it really is a reasonable
measure that is fairly straightforward to deal with a form of
discrimination that exists now that rears its ugly head in one's
retirement years.

We have a Canada pension plan in the first place, something we
should be proud of, something for which the New Democratic Party
fought very long and hard in the early years to get into place and
continues to fight hard to ensure is maintained at adequate levels so
that seniors are lifted out of poverty, but also that it remains in the
public domain. This has not been an easy struggle in the current
climate.

On the other hand, I think there is reason to be optimistic that we
have turned the corner somewhat on a climate over the last 10 years
which has constantly eroded the value of our public provisions, like
the Canada pension plan.

This pension is in place because it recognizes that all workers
should have the opportunity and the responsibility to contribute to a
pension plan that will be in place for them in their senior years.
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The reality is that because pensionable income is not now defined
to include workers' compensation benefits, we have the situation
where workers, first, suffer the penalty of being injured or diseased
in the workplace, then second, find themselves unable to have their
workers' compensation benefits deemed to be pensionable so that
there is the double injury, and then third, when they reach the
retirement years, find their pensions are actually lower than they
would otherwise have been.

®(1410)

That clearly does not meet the intentions of the Canada pension
plan, nor is it simple justice.

I know that several other members who have spoken have taken
the opportunity, which is perfectly in order, to raise some concerns
about other aspects of our broad income security system, our
disability pensions and unemployment insurance provisions, all of
which have effectively been under assault by the government in a
number of different ways.

I think we need to be clear that with respect to this particular issue
we are talking about recognizing that workers who are injured or
diseased on the job, through no fault of their own, find themselves
unable to go to work and therefore the substitute income, which is in
place and to which they and their employer have contributed, should
be considered pensionable income for calculating the level of their
Canada pension plan benefits when they reach their retirement years.

I know the Alliance members never fail to take an opportunity,
and in this I guess we can say at least they are consistent. It is as if
every single problem that presents itself is best solved by lower
taxes.

However I think it is a ridiculous to go down that path when we
are talking about dealing specifically with a pan-Canadian Canada
pension plan and the very particular way in which workers'
compensation income is calculated, or, in this case, fails to be
calculated, for the purpose of determining the pension for which they
are eligible in their senior years.

It really is a matter of agreeing that there is an important principle:
workers should not be discriminated against in their retirement years
because they suffered a workplace injury or disease. It is not as
though we do not know how to do this.

I appreciate that the Alliance member said that he understood the
problem and that he was interested in knowing how it could be
solved but that a lot of questions needed to be addressed to solve it.
That is fair game. That is part of our jobs as members of Parliament.
If we are going to support a particular measure we should know how
the matter can be dealt with.

I take the opportunity to say, without hesitation, that one
fortunately can look at the Province of Quebec and say that it has
already addressed the problem. It is my understanding that the
Quebec government, in having availed itself of the opportunity to
opt out of the Canada pension plan, has put in place its own Quebec
pension plan to address the problem. It recognized the discriminatory
element in the current workers' compensation program in every other
province and it simply said that there ought to be the opportunity for
injured or diseased workers who are on workers' compensation to
maintain their level of contributions to the Canada pension plan.

The question was raised by government members as well. How
would it be paid for? I am not saying that the way in which the
Quebec government is now paying for this is the only way to do it
but I think it does show that the Quebec government has recognized
the double injury involved and said that through the CSST, basically
the health and social security commission, that provision will be
made to pay for those benefits. That in turn removes the
discriminatory element. Perhaps there are other ways in which it
can be done.

Let me reiterate a point that the member for Churchill and every
other member who has spoken from the NDP caucus in support of
this private member's bill have made, and that is that this is not a
simple matter of the federal government legislating a solution.
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This is a case of where there is a federal presence in the Canada
pension plan. There are provincial workers compensation programs.
Clearly, we would have to negotiate the way in which this would be
implemented. Quebec has already shown that where there is a will
there is a way. There is every reason for the provinces to be receptive
to this important improvement in the existing provisions for injured
workers who are being discriminated against under the Canada
pension plan.

I hope other members will continue to help us address the
problem. It is fundamentally a moral issue that has to do with
treating all Canadian workers equally.

Mr. Loyola Hearn (St. John's West, PC): Madam Speaker, I will
say a few brief words on this topic in support of the motion. Why I
say they will be a few brief words is that I think we talk too much
about issues such as this one and we do not do enough about them.
An issue such as this should not be one that we have to debate for
hours, days, weeks, months or years as has been happening. It should
be a cut and dried issue.

Canada is the type of country that leads to people being injured on
the job because Canada is a country of very rich resources.
Developing resources is always dangerous work, whether it is
working in the mines, working in relation to hydro developments,
working offshore or working in the fishery and I could go on and on.
All of these professions cause one to be working in dangerous
situations.

Even working in what we call ordinary everyday work can lead to
someone slipping and falling and injuring oneself. Often people can
be out of the workplace for quite some time. This means that the
total amount of Canada pension down the road is diminished
according to the number of years the person is out of work.

The person is still considered as an active person in the workplace,
not someone who has quit or was fired or whose job ran out. The
person not working in a specific position simply because he or she
has been injured. The person will return to the position whenever he
or she is fit and is cleared by the appropriate doctors to go back to
work.

In the meantime the time off, which unfortunately sometimes can
be considerable, is not factored in in relation to Canada pension.
Why?
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The only legitimate argument I hear is that the employer who is
involved will have to hire someone else to replace the person who is
off. That is understandable. It would be very unfair to ask the
employer to pay Canada pension premiums for the new worker who
is doing the job and pay Canada pension premiums for someone who
is listed as a worker in that factory or whatever, but is unable to work
or assist the employer because he or she is off on workers
compensation.

The question I ask is, why should the employer have to pay? I do
not think the employer should have to pay. There is no reason to
double the burden of the employers who are hit by two great
premiums in relation to Canada pension, and particularly in relation
to employment insurance.

There are two other options if premiums must be paid. Certainly,
one is the government and some will say, “Well, that is people again
doubling up on it”. A proper mechanism could be put in place in
consultation with the three parties involved, the employer, who I will
say up front I do not think should be handed any extra burden, the
government and the person who is directly involved. It would not be
unreasonable with the amount of money we are talking about here to
give somebody the option of having his or her time count toward
possible Canada pension benefits down the road and benefiting from
that provided they were willing to pay the double premium. It is
basically an insurance for the future.

It is not unreasonable whatsoever. It is not a major additional
burden on the individual who has been injured. What it does do is it
certainly enhances the income of that person down the road when the
days, months or years he or she is off on workers compensation are
now counted as time toward the drawing of Canada pension benefits.
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Somewhere in between there is an answer. Instead of arguing and
fighting and saying yes, it is hard, why do all parties involved not sit
down and find a solution? I am sure we can, and in an amount of
time similar to the time we have spent discussing this here in the
House, unless we bring in a pile of bureaucrats.

I solidly support this. I see a lot of people, particularly people who
are working in positions that do not have great pay, who are doing
very ordinary work and making a very ordinary wage and suddenly
find themselves trying to live on the 80% that some provinces pay, or
somewhere in that vicinity. It is difficult enough to be sick or hurt
and trying to live on less money. However we cut it, it is less money.
People might say that they do not have to pay any extra amount for
benefits and so on, but a lot of the benefits we pay into come back to
us one in way or another. If we are not paying in they are not going
to come back.

It is bad enough to be in that position, but let us look at people
who in 10 or 5 or maybe 2 years' time are finishing up work and
looking toward their meagre Canada pensions and who find that
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pension reduced significantly, especially if it was in their latter years
of work, because they were on workers' compensation. In reality,
they were not out of work through any choice of their own, because
of layoffs or because they quit or because they did not want to work.
They were out of work because they were injured. In reality, they are
really still on the lists of the unemployed as it affects the companies
with which they would have worked.

I certainly think there is a solution here, one that could be found
quickly if the will were there. Again, I and my party solidly support
this suggestion provided that it is done without the extra onus on the
employers, many of whom are small business people who are having
it tough enough with government red tape, bureaucracy and
regulations.

Maybe we could do two things here. Let us zero in on this matter
and, realizing how easily something like this could be solved, maybe
it will give government the incentive to look back and say to itself
that maybe it could solve a lot of problems negatively affecting the
people in our country if it would sit down and, with a bit of common
sense, deal directly with these problems. It could change or cut out
the foolish regulations in place that delay and procrastinate, or it
could implement new fine-tuned regulations that can cut quickly
through red tape and bureaucracy. Perhaps for a change we can get
down to one-stop shopping.

An issue came up the other day. It dealt with a relatively small
issue in fisheries. In order to deal with the topic, which we should be
able to do with a snap of our fingers, seven different departments had
to be consulted because there were seven different pieces of
legislation dealing with a very minuscule topic.

For instance, in relation to the development of the offshore in
Newfoundland and Labrador, and I am sure this is true in the
development of other resources in other places, if we want to do
some exploration, I understand, we must deal with either 13 or 14
boards, agencies and departments. From the time the first application
is initiated until a permit is issued, we are looking at at least two
years, if we are lucky. We can imagine the time and effort that
companies have to put in for two years, whereas in Norway they deal
with one organization. It is inconceivable the number of burdens that
we put on our people.

Let us take a lesson from that. Let us start right here and let us get
this one out of the way.
® (1425)

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bakopanos): The time provided for
the consideration of private members' business has now expired and
the order is dropped to the bottom of the order of precedence on the
Order Paper. This House stands adjourned until Monday next at 11 a.
m., pursuant to Standing Order 24(1).

(The House adjourned at 2:30 p.m.)
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Lunn, Gary .....oooniiiit it Saanich—Gulf Islands.......... British Columbia ........ CA
Lunney, James.........ooouuiiiiiiii i Nanaimo—Alberni.............. British Columbia ........ CA
MacAulay, Hon. Lawrence ...........ooooeeiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii ... Cardigan..............c.coeeeinnn. Prince Edward Island.... Lib.
MacKay, Peter.........ooiiiiiiii i Pictou—Antigonish—

Guysborough .................... Nova Scotia.............. PC
Macklin, Hon. Paul Harold.....................ccooooiiiiiiiiiii, Northumberland.................. Ontario ................... Lib.
Mahoney, Hon. Steve .........ooviiiiiiiiii i Mississauga West ............... Ontario .........ooeeeennns Lib.
Malhi, Hon. Gurbax, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Bramalea—Gore—Malton—

Human Resources and Skills Development ......................... Springdale .............co.eonl Ontario ................... Lib.
Maloney, JORN ........ooiuiiiiii e Erie—Lincoln ................... Ontario ................... Lib.
Manley, Hon. John........ ... Ottawa South.................... Ontario ................... Lib.
Marceau, Richard ... Charlesbourg—Jacques-Cartier Quebec ................... BQ
Marcil, HOn. Serge.......oouviieiiiiiiie i Beauharnois—Salaberry ........ Quebec .....vviiiiiiinn Lib.
Mark, InKy ..o Dauphin—Swan River.......... Manitoba ................. PC
Marleau, Hon. Diane, Parliamentary Secretary to the President of the

Treasury Board and Minister responsible for the Canadian Wheat

Board. ... ..o Sudbury.........oooiiiiiiiii Ontario ........coeeeennnns Lib.
Martin, Hon. Keith, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of

National Defence ..........ccoviiiiiiiiiiiiiii e Esquimalt—Juan de Fuca ...... British Columbia ........ CA
Martin, Pat. ... ..o Winnipeg Centre ................ Manitoba ................. NDP
Martin, Right Hon. Paul, Prime Minister........................o..... LaSalle—Emard................. Quebec ..., Lib.
Masse, Brian. ... Windsor West ................... Ontario ................... NDP
Matthews, Bill ... ..o Newfoundland and

Burin—St. George's ............ Labrador.................. Lib.
Mayfield, Philip ......c.ooviiii Cariboo—Chilcotin ............. British Columbia ........ CA
McCallum, Hon. John, Minister of National Revenue ............... Markham ........................ Ontario ................... Lib.
McCormick, Larry .......oo.ueiiiiiiii i Hastings—Frontenac—Lennox

and Addington .................. Ontario ................... Lib.
McDonough, AleXa ......ovviiiiiiii i Halifax.................oooonnn. Nova Scotia.............. NDP
McGuire, Hon. Joe, Minister of the Atlantic Canada Opportunities

ARNICY ottt e Egmont .................l Prince Edward Island.... Lib.
McKay, Hon. John, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of

FInance.........cooiiiiiii Scarborough East ............... Ontario ................... Lib.
McLellan, Hon. Anne, Deputy Prime Minister and Minister of Public

Safety and Emergency Preparedness.............ccoooeeeviiiiiinin. Edmonton West ................. Alberta ...........oooull Lib.
MeNally, Grant.........oouvieeiiiiee e eaineenns Dewdney—Alouette ............ British Columbia ........ CA
McTeague, Hon. Dan, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of

Foreign Affairs ... Pickering—Ajax—Uxbridge ... Ontario ................... Lib.
Meénard, Réal ... ..o Hochelaga—Maisonneuve...... Quebec .....ccvviinn... BQ
Meredith, Val ... ..o South Surrey—White Rock—

Langley .........coovviiniiiiin. British Columbia ........ CA
Merrifield, Rob ... ... Yellowhead ...................... Alberta ................... CA
Milliken, Hon. Peter, Speaker............ccoooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii ... Kingston and the Islands ....... Ontario .........ooeeennnns Lib.
Mills, BOD ..o RedDeer ......cccoooooooiiil Alberta ................... CA
MIIIS, DENNIS ..ottt Toronto—Danforth.............. Ontario ..........ccoune... Lib.
Minna, Hon. Maria. .........cooviiiiiiiiie i Beaches—East York ............ Ontario ............oo..... Lib.
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Mitchell, Hon. Andy, Minister of Agriculture and Agri-Food ....... Parry Sound—Muskoka......... Ontario ................... Lib.
MOOTE, JAMES . ...ttt Port Moody—Coquitlam—Port
Coquitlam ....................... British Columbia ........ CA
Murphy, Hon. Shawn, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
Fisheries and Oceans.............o.oviiiiiiiiiiiiiii e Hillsborough .................... Prince Edward Island.... Lib.
Myers, Lynn ... e Waterloo—Wellington .......... Ontario ..........c.oeen.... Lib.
Nault, Hon. Robert........cooviiiiiiiiiiiiii s Kenora—Rainy River........... Ontario ................... Lib.
Neville, ANIta......oeiit i e eas Winnipeg South Centre......... Manitoba ................. Lib.
Normand, Hon. Gilbert ... i, Bellechasse—Etchemins—
Montmagny—L'Islet............ Quebec ...oooivviiiinn... Lib.
Nystrom, Hon. LOme ..........ooiiiiiiiiiiiiiii i Regina—Qu'Appelle............ Saskatchewan ............ NDP
O'Brien, LaWIENCe ......oovviiiiiie el Newfoundland and
Labrador......................... Labrador.................. Lib.
O'Brien, Pat............ London—Fanshawe............. Ontario ................... Lib.
O'Reilly, JoOhn .......ooii e Haliburton—Victoria—Brock .. Ontario ................... Lib.
Obhrai, Deepak.......cooouuiiiiiii Calgary East..................... Alberta .............o.uel CA
Owen, Hon. Stephen, Minister of Western Economic Diversification
and Minister of State (Sport) ...........c.ooeiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiean.. Vancouver Quadra .............. British Columbia ........ Lib.
Pacetti, MasSImO ......o.uuuuiiiiiee et Saint-Léonard—Saint-Michel .. Quebec ................... Lib.
Pagtakhan, Hon. Rey ... Winnipeg North—St. Paul ..... Manitoba ................. Lib.
Pallister, Brian..........ccoooiiiiii Portage—Lisgar................. Manitoba ................. CA
Pankiw, JIm.....ooooi Saskatoon—Humboldt.......... Saskatchewan ............ Ind.
Paquette, Pierre........ooviiiiii i Joliette .........cooovvvneniii... QuebeC .....c..vviiii... BQ
Paradis, Hon. Denis............ooiiiiiiiiiiiii il Brome—Missisquoi............. Quebec ..., Lib.
Parrish, Carolyn .........coviiiiiiiiii i Mississauga Centre ............. Ontario ........ooeveennnns Lib.
Patry, Bernard ....... ..o o Pierrefonds—Dollard ........... Quebec .....ovviiiiiin Lib.
Penson, Charlie....... ..ot e Peace River...................... Alberta ................... CA
Peric, Janko.......oooiiiii Cambridge.........c.ovvveennn Ontario .........oceeeunnes Lib.
Perron, Gilles-A. ... e Riviére-des-Mille-iles............ Quebec ......vviiinn.... BQ
Peschisolido, JO€ ..o Richmond ....................... British Columbia ........ Lib.
Peterson, Hon. Jim, Minister of International Trade.................. Willowdale ...................... Ontario ...........cooue.t Lib.
Pettigrew, Hon. Pierre, Minister of Foreign Affairs .................. Papineau—Saint-Denis ......... QuebeC ..., Lib.
Phinney, Beth..........oooiiiiii Hamilton Mountain ............. Ontario ................... Lib.
Picard, Pauline ..............oooiiiiiiiii Drummond ...................... Quebec ..., BQ
Pickard, Hon. Jerry, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
INdUSHEY ..o Chatham—Kent Essex.......... Ontario ........ooeeeennnns Lib.
Pillitteri, Gary ..........ooiueiiiii i Niagara Falls .................... Ontario ............c.oee.. Lib.
Plamondon, Louis ..... ... Bas-Richelieu—Nicolet—
Bécancour ....................... Quebec .........oeennnnnn BQ
Pratt, Hon. David ... Nepean—Carleton .............. Ontario .........oeeeennne. Lib.
Price, Hon. David .........cooviiiiiiiii e Compton—Stanstead ........... Quebec ......cvvven.... Lib.
Proctor, Dick ... Palliser............cooooeeeei.. Saskatchewan ............ NDP
Proulx, Marcel, Deputy Chair of Committees of the Whole......... Hull—Aylmer ................... Quebec .......oiiiinll. Lib.
Provenzano, Carmen ..............oooviiiiiiiiiiiiiiee e, Sault Ste. Marie................. Ontario ................... Lib.
Rajotte, James ......o.oviiii i Edmonton Southwest ........... Alberta ................... CA
Redman, Hon. Karen ..., Kitchener Centre ................ Ontario ................... Lib.
Reed, Julian ... ... . Halton ........................... Ontario ................... Lib.
Regan, Hon. Geoff, Minister of Fisheries and Oceans ............... Halifax West .................... Nova Scotia.............. Lib.
Reid, Scott. . ..o Lanark—Carleton ............... Ontario ................... CA
Reynolds, John ....... ..o West Vancouver—Sunshine
COoaSt ..ttt British Columbia ........ CA
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Ritz, GeIry ..o Battlefords—Lloydminster ..... Saskatchewan ............ CA
Robillard, Hon. Lucienne, President of the Queen's Privy Council for

Canada and Minister of Intergovernmental Affairs ................. Westmount—Ville-Marie ....... Quebec ...l Lib.
Robinson, Svend ..........ooiiiiii Burnaby—Douglas.............. British Columbia ........ NDP
Rocheleau, YVes.....oooi Trois-Riviéres ................... Quebec ...l BQ
Rock, Hon. Allan .........coooiiiiii e Etobicoke Centre................ Ontario ................... Lib.
ROy, Jean-Yves .....o.ooiiii Matapédia—Matane ............ Quebec .....ooviiiiiiin BQ
Saada, Hon. Jacques, Minister of the Economic Development

Agency of Canada for the Regions of Quebec and Minister

responsible for the Francophonie....................coooci. Brossard—La Prairie ........... Quebec .....ooiiiiiiiin Lib.
Sauvageau, Benoit ..o Repentigny ...................... Quebec ......ccevviin..... BQ
SavOy, ANAY ..eeiiii e Tobique—Mactaquac ........... New Brunswick.......... Lib.
Scherrer, Hon. HEIEne ... i Louis-Hébert .................... Quebec ...l Lib.
Schmidt, Werner. ..........oooo i Kelowna ......................... British Columbia ........ CA
Scott, Hon. Andy, Minister of Indian Affairs and Northern

Development and Federal Interlocutor for Métis and Non-Status

INAIANS ..o Fredericton ...................... New Brunswick.......... Lib.
Serré, Benoft.........ooouiiiiii Timiskaming—Cochrane ....... Ontario .........c.......... Lib.
Sgro, Hon. Judy .....oooviiiii York West .......ooovvviininn.. Ontario ..........oeeenns Lib.
Shepherd, AlEX .....coiiiiiii e Durham.................oool. Ontario ........ooeeeennnns Lib.
Simard, Hon. Raymond, Parliamentary Secretary to the Deputy

Leader of the Government in the House of Commons, Minister

responsible for Official Languages and Minister responsible for

Democratic Reform ... Saint Boniface................... Manitoba ................. Lib.
Skelton, Carol ..........ooouiiiii i Saskatoon—Rosetown—Biggar Saskatchewan............ CA
Solberg, MONte .........viuuiit it Medicine Hat.................... Alberta ................... CA
Sorenson, Kevin...........oooiiiiiiii Crowfoot .........cooeeeeeeaa... Alberta ................... CA
Speller, Hon. Bob ..o Haldimand—Norfolk—Brant .. Ontario ................... Lib.
Spencer, Larry ......ooouuiiiii i Regina—Lumsden—Lake

Centre........coovvvvvvveennnnnnn. Saskatchewan ............ CA
St-Hilaire, Caroline............c.oviiuiiiiiiiieiie i eaas Longueuil...............ooeeeat Quebec ........ovvii.... BQ
St-Jacques, DIane ...........ccoooiiiiiiiiiiii e Shefford ...............c.oeit. Quebec .....ovviiiiiiin Lib.
St-Julien, GUY . ....oeiii e Abitibi—Baie-James—Nunavik Quebec ................... Lib.
St. Denis, BIent .........ooiiiiiii i Algoma—Manitoulin ........... Ontario ........ooeeeennnns Lib.
Steckle, Paul....... ... Huron—Bruce................... Ontario ................... Lib.
Stewart, Hon. Jane ............o i Brant................oooiiiinnn. Ontario ................... Lib.
Stinson, Darrel ........c.ooiiiiiiiiii e Okanagan—Shuswap ........... British Columbia ........ CA
Stoffer, Peter. .. .. Sackville—Musquodoboit
Valley—Eastern Shore.......... Nova Scotia.............. NDP

Strahl, Chuck, Deputy Speaker and Chair of Committees of the

WHOLE .o e Fraser Valley .................... British Columbia ........ CA
Szabo, Paul ... ... Mississauga South .............. Ontario .........ooeeenns Lib.
Telegdi, Hon. ANdrew ...........ccoviiiiiiiiiiiiiiii i Kitchener—Waterloo ........... Ontario .........oceeenes Lib.
Thibault, Hon. Robert, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of

Health ... West Nova..........oooevvenenn. Nova Scotia.............. Lib.
Thibeault, Yolande ............ccooiiiiiiii il Saint-Lambert ................... QuebeC .....c.vviii.... Lib.
Thompson, GIEE ......oouuuitiiiee et aaeeens New Brunswick Southwest..... New Brunswick.......... PC
Thompson, MYTON ..........oeiiuiitiiii i Wild Rose .......ocoevviiinen.. Alberta ................... CA
Tirabassi, TONY ... ...eeenit it Niagara Centre .................. Ontario .........oeeeeunnes Lib.
TOCWS, Vi .. i Provencher ...................... Manitoba ................. CA
TonKS, AlaN......coooiiii York South—Weston ........... Ontario ............eunn.. Lib.
Torsney, Hon. Paddy..........cooviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii i Burlington ....................... Ontario ................... Lib.
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Tremblay, SUZANNE .........oiiiit e Rimouski-Neigette-et-la Mitis.. Quebec ................... BQ
UL ROSE-MATIE ..ot Lambton—Kent—Middlesex... Ontario ................... Lib
Valeri, Hon. Tony, Leader of the Government in the House of

(0703 11971410 0T Stoney Creek.................... Ontario .........oceeennnns Lib.
Vanclief, Hon. Lyle ....... ..o Prince Edward—Hastings ...... Ontario .........oceeennns Lib.
Vellacott, MaUIICE . .......uuieeee et Saskatoon—Wanuskewin....... Saskatchewan ............ CA
Venne, Pierrette. .. ..o Saint-Bruno—Saint-Hubert..... Quebec .......vvvin..... Ind. BQ
Volpe, Hon. Joseph, Minister of Citizenship and Immigration ...... Eglinton—Lawrence ............ Ontario ................... Lib
Wappel, TOm ..ot Scarborough Southwest......... Ontario ................... Lib
Wasylycia-Leis, Judy .......oooviiiiiiiiiiiiiii i Winnipeg North Centre......... Manitoba ................. NDP
Wayne, EISIC......o.uiiiiii i Saint John ....................... New Brunswick.......... PC
Whelan, Hon. Susan ..............oooiiiiiiiiiiiii i, EsseX...oviiiiiiiie Ontario ................... Lib.
White, Randy ..........cooiiiiiii Langley—Abbotsford........... British Columbia ........ CA
White, Ted ... ... North Vancouver................ British Columbia ........ CA
Wilfert, Hon. Bryon, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of the

Environment ...........ooiiiiiii i e Oak Ridges.........c.ocevennne Ontario ................... Lib
Williams, JOhN. ... ... St. Albert ........................ Alberta ................... CA
Wood, BOb. ... Nipissing .......coovvevveennnn... Ontario .........ooeeeennns Lib
Yelich, Lynne .......ooooeiiiiioii e Blackstrap ...............oeell Saskatchewan ............ CA

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

- Progressive Conservative Party; Ind. - Independent
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ALBERTA (28)
ADIONCZY, DIANE ... .eeet e e Calgary—Nose Hill........................ CA
ANders, ROD ... o Calgary West ......oooviiiiiiiiiiiiinaan, CA
Benoit, Leom .. ..o e Lakeland..................ooooiiii, CA
Casson, RICK ...t Lethbridge .......coooviiiiiiis CA
Chatters, David ... Athabasca.................oooo CA
Clark, Right HON. JOE ..ottt e Calgary Centre .........covuveeiiiinieannnns PC
B, KOn .. s Elk Island.............ooooii, CA
GOldring, Peter. ... .ottt e e Edmonton Centre-East..................... CA
Grey, Deborah .. ...oii i e Edmonton North ........................... CA
Haner, ATt. .. ottt e e e Calgary Northeast.......................... CA
Harper, Hon. Stephen ..o Calgary Southwest .................o.ooeee. CA
Hill, Hon. Grant, Leader of the Opposition .............c.cccviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiniinn... Macleod ......covviiiiiiii CA
Jaffer, Rahim . ... ..o Edmonton—Strathcona .................... CA
Johnston, Dale ... ... Wetaskiwin ..............oooiiiiiiiinaaa... CA
S5 1181 20T ) & Calgary Southeast................coeeenn CA
Kilgour, Hon. David..........c.ooiiiiiiiiii i e Edmonton Southeast....................... Lib.
McLellan, Hon. Anne, Deputy Prime Minister and Minister of Public Safety and

Emergency Preparedness ..........o.ooueiiiiiii i Edmonton West ..............coooiiiiiin Lib.
Merrifield, ROD ... o Yellowhead ..................cooooiiiiial CA
MIlLS, BOD ... RedDeer ... ... CA
Obhrai, Deepak . .....oouuiiii e Calgary East.........ooooviiiiiiiiiiii, CA
Penson, Charlie .........ccooiiiiiiiii Peace River...............oooiiiiiiiiinnnn. CA
RaJOte, JAMES. ...\ttt et ettt e e Edmonton Southwest ...................... CA
SOIDEIE, MOMNLE ...ttt ettt et e et e e e et e e e e e eaeeanas Medicine Hat............................. CA
Sorenson, Kevin ........ooiii s Crowfoot........coovviiiiiiii e, CA
ThompPson, MYTON ...ttt et et eaeeeas Wild Rose ....oovvvviiiiiiiiii CA
Williams, JONN . ... o e St Albert ..o CA
BRITISH COLUMBIA (36)
ADDOLE, JIM. ..ot Kootenay—Columbia...................... CA
Anderson, Hon. David ... VICtOrIaA ..o Lib.
Burton, AndY ... Skeena ......coooiiiiiiiiiiii CA
Cadman, ChucCK ... ... e Surrey North .........coooviiiiiiiiiin... CA
Cummins, JORN . ... oo Delta—South Richmond................... CA
Davies, LiDDY ...ttt Vancouver East..................ooooiiiil NDP
Day, StOCKWELL. . ... e Okanagan—Coquihalla .................... CA
Dhaliwal, Hon. Herb ... e Vancouver South—Burnaby............... Lib.
Duncan, JONN ... oo Vancouver Island North ................... CA
Elley, REEd ...t Nanaimo—Cowichan ...................... CA
Forseth, Paul ...... ..o New Westminster—Coquitlam—Burnaby CA
Fry, Hon. Hedy ... Vancouver Centre ...........ceevvuueeennns Lib.
GOUK, JIM ..t e e e e Kootenay—Boundary—Okanagan........ CA
Grewal, GUITNANT . .....ooii e e Surrey Central .............coovvvviiinnn... CA

Harris, RIChard. ........c.ooiiii i e e eas Prince George—Bulkley Valley........... CA
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Hilly Jay e e Prince George—Peace River.............. CA
HInton, Bethy . ......oeiti i e Kamloops, Thompson and Highland
Valleys ...ovveviii i CA
Leung, SOPhia ......ouiii it Vancouver Kingsway ...................... Lib.
31033 R 1 N Saanich—QGulf Islands ..................... CA
Lunney, James ........ooinnniii e Nanaimo—Alberni......................... CA
Martin, Hon. Keith, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of National Defence ... Esquimalt—Juan de Fuca ................. CA
Mayfield, Philip......cooeuoii e Cariboo—Chilcotin ..........c.oooeeiiie. CA
McNally, Grant ...... ... e Dewdney—Alouette ....................... CA
Meredith, Val ... South Surrey—White Rock—Langley ... CA
MOOTE, JAIMES ... ettt e Port Moody—Coquitlam—Port
Coquitlam ..o, CA

Owen, Hon. Stephen, Minister of Western Economic Diversification and Minister of

LT (] 00 1 Vancouver Quadra ....................oeeel Lib.
Peschisolido, JOC. ... oo Richmond....................oii Lib.
Reynolds, JOhn ... West Vancouver—Sunshine Coast........ CA
RODINSON, SVENA ... .o e Burnaby—Douglas...................... NDP
Schmidt, Werner ... ..o Kelowna ...............ooooiiiiiiiiii. CA
StiNSon, DAITel .....onnet s Okanagan—Shuswap ...................... CA
Strahl, Chuck, Deputy Speaker and Chair of Committees of the Whole............... Fraser Valley ............ccoevviiiiiin... CA
White, RaNAY .....vviiiti i e e e e Langley—Abbotsford...................... CA
White, Ted ..o North Vancouver....................oooo.. CA
MANITOBA (14)
Alcock, Hon. Reg, President of the Treasury Board and Minister responsible for the

Canadian Wheat Board............ooiiiiiiii e Winnipeg South ... Lib.
Blaikie, Hon. Bill......oo i Winnipeg—Transcona ..................... NDP
Borotsik, RiCK ....... o Brandon—Souris.................o L PC
Desjarlais, Bev . .....oouuiiii s Churchill ... NDP
Harvard, Hon. JORn...... ..o e Charleswood St. James—Assiniboia...... Lib.
Hilstrom, HOWard. ..........oooiiiiiiii e Selkirk—Interlake.......................... CA
Mark, INKY . ..o Dauphin—Swan River..................... PC
Marting Pat ... Winnipeg Centre ..........ccevvvivnieennn. NDP
Neville, ANIta ..o Winnipeg South Centre.................... Lib.
Pagtakhan, Hon. Rey ........cooiiiiii Winnipeg North—St. Paul ................ Lib.
Pallister, Brian ........coouuiiiii e Portage—Lisgar..............cooooiiiil. CA
Simard, Hon. Raymond, Parliamentary Secretary to the Deputy Leader of the

Government in the House of Commons, Minister responsible for Official Languages

and Minister responsible for Democratic Reform .....................ol. Saint Boniface..............cooooe. Lib.
TOCWS, VIC ..ttt e e e Provencher.............cooiiiii CA
Wasylycia-Leis, JUdy .......oouiiii Winnipeg North Centre.................... NDP
NEW BRUNSWICK (10)
Bradshaw, Hon. Claudette, Minister of State (Human Resources Development) ..... Moncton—Riverview—Dieppe ........... Lib.
Castonguay, JEaNNOt ... ...ieiettt ettt ettt e e e e Madawaska—Restigouche................. Lib.
GOAIN, YVOI .o Acadie—Bathurst .......................... NDP
Herron, JORN ... Fundy—Royal............c.oooo PC
Hubbard, Charles ...t e Miramichi...................oiiiiii Lib.

LeBlanc, Hon. Dominic, Parliamentary Secretary to the Leader of the Government in
the House 0f COMMONS ......uutieittt ettt e eeee e eaaees Beauséjour—Petitcodiac................... Lib.
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SaVOY, ANAY ...ttt e Tobique—Mactaquac ...................... Lib.
Scott, Hon. Andy, Minister of Indian Affairs and Northern Development and Federal

Interlocutor for Métis and Non-Status Indians................c.ooooiiiiiiii, Fredericton ...........c..cooviviiiiiint. Lib.
ThOMPSON, GIEE ...ttt ettt ettt et e e e e e e e e e e e aaeens New Brunswick Southwest................ PC
Wayne, EISIC ...t Saint John ... PC
NEWFOUNDLAND AND LABRADOR (7)
Barnes, ReX ....oooiiii e Gander—Grand Falls ...................... PC
Byrne, Hon. Gerry, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Intergovernmental

ATaITS L Humber—St. Barbe—Baie Verte ......... Lib.
Doyle, NOMAN ...\ttt et ettt e e e et e e e e e e e aaeenns St. John's East.............................. PC
Efford, Hon. R. John, Minister of Natural Resources.................covviviiiinnn..n. Bonavista—Trinity—Conception ......... Lib.
Hearn, Loyola.......ooiiiii e e St. John's West ..................ooiiiinn. PC
Matthews, Bill .......ooi e Burin—St. George's.........ccovvuieiinnn. Lib.
O'Brien, LawrenCe . ........oooiiiiii i Labrador....................oiiiil Lib.
NORTHWEST TERRITORIES (1)
Blondin-Andrew, Hon. Ethel, Minister of State (Northern Development)............. Western Arctic .........ovvveveiiinieannnns Lib.
NOVA SCOTIA (11)
Brison, Hon. Scott, Minister of Public Works and Government Services ............. Kings—Hants ................cooii PC
Casey, Bill ... Cumberland—Colchester .................. PC
Cuzner, ROAGET . ....oo Bras d'Or—Cape Breton................... Lib.
Eyking, Hon. Mark, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of International Trade

(Emerging Markets) ........o.ooiuiiiiii i Sydney—Victoria ............cooeeiiiinn.. Lib.
Keddy, Gerald. ... ..o South Shore .............coociii. PC
Lill, Wendy ....oooneiiii e Dartmouth ... NDP
MacKay, Peter .......oooiniii Pictou—Antigonish—Guysborough ...... PC
McDonough, ALCXA. ....o.uuiti e Halifax ........ooooiiiiii NDP
Regan, Hon. Geoff, Minister of Fisheries and Oceans................ccooeeiiiine.. Halifax West..........oooiiiiiiiiiiinnn. Lib.
SO T, Peter ...ttt e Sackville—Musquodoboit Valley—

Eastern Shore................ocoi NDP

Thibault, Hon. Robert, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Health............ West Nova......ooviiiiiiiiiiiiii i, Lib.
NUNAVUT (1)
Karetak-Lindell, Nancy ...........oooiiiiiiiiiii e NUNAVUL. ..o Lib.
ONTARIO (106)
Adams, Hon. Peter, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Human Resources and

SKills DeVEIOPMENT ...ttt et et e e et e e e e e Peterborough ...l Lib.
Assadourian, SarkiS.............oiiiiiiiiii i Brampton Centre.............c.oovvvieennnn. Lib.
Augustine, Hon. Jean, Assistant Deputy Chair of Committees of the Whole......... Etobicoke—Lakeshore..................... Lib.
Barnes, Hon. Sue, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Indian Affairs and

Northern Development and Federal Interlocutor for Métis and Non-Status Indians London West ............................... Lib.
Beaumier, Colleen .....oooiiiiiiii Brampton West—Mississauga............. Lib.
Bélair, REginald..........c.ooiii i e Timmins—James Bay ..................... Lib.
Bélanger, Hon. Mauril, Minister for Internal Trade, Deputy Leader of the Government

in the House of Commons, Minister responsible for Official Languages and

Associate Minister of National Defence ..., Ottawa—Vanier ..............ccooeveenn. Lib.
Bellemare, EUZENe.........o.oiiiii i Ottawa—Orléans...................oooeee. Lib.
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Bennett, Hon. Carolyn, Minister of State (Public Health) .............................. St.Paul's........ccooiii Lib.
Bevilacqua, Hon. Maurizio .........oouiiiiiiiii i Vaughan—King—Aurora.................. Lib.
Bonin, Raymond........ ..o Nickel Belt ...ooovviiiiii i Lib.
Bonwick, Hon. Paul ... Simcoe—Grey......vvvvviiiiiiiiiinnae.. Lib.
Boudria, HON. DON ... e Glengarry—Prescott—Russell............. Lib.
Brown, BONNIE. ........ooiiiiii Oakville. ... Lib.
Bryden, JORN ... ... Ancaster—Dundas—Flamborough—
Aldershot ... Lib.

Bulte, Hon. Sarmite, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Canadian Heritage. Parkdale—High Park ...................... Lib.
Caccia, Hon. Charles .........oiiiiii i e i Davenport ...........ooiiiiiiiiii Lib.
Calder, MUITAY . . vvee ettt et e et ettt e e e et e e e e et e e e e e aeeens Dufferin—Peel—Wellington—Grey ...... Lib.
Cannis, JONN .. ... o Scarborough Centre........................ Lib.
Caplan, Hon. EINOT .......ooi e e e Thornhill..................ooiiiiiii Lib.
Carroll, Hon. Aileen, Minister of International Cooperation ........................... Barrie—Simcoe—DBradford................ Lib.
Catterall, Marlene. .........ooiuuuiii e e Ottawa West—Nepean..................... Lib.
Chamberlain, Hon. Brenda..............ooiiiiiiii e Guelph—Wellington ....................... Lib.
Collenette, Hon. David..........cooiiiiiii e Don Valley East.............cooviiiiiiiii Lib.
COMAITIN, JOC ..ttt e e Windsor—St. Clair......................... NDP
Comuzzi, Hon. Joe, Minister of State (Federal Economic Development Initiative for

NoOTthern ONtario) . ... ....ueee ettt et e ae e aaas Thunder Bay—Superior North............ Lib.
Copps, Hon. Sheila ..o e Hamilton East ... Lib.
Cullen, Hon. Roy, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Public Safety and

Emergency Preparedness .........o.oeieiiiiiii e Etobicoke North.................oooiiiiii Lib.
DeVillers, Hon. Paul, Parliamentary Secretary to the Prime Minister ................. Simcoe North ..o, Lib.
Dromisky, Stan ..........oouiiiii i Thunder Bay—Atikokan .................. Lib.
Eggleton, HON. ATt ..o York Centre .........ccoeviiiiiiiiiiiiiii, Lib.
Finlay, JOhn ... Oxford .....oooveiiiiii Lib.
Fontana, Hon. Joe, Minister of Labour and Housing ...................cooiiinnee. London North Centre...................... Lib.
Gallant, Cheryl.......ooiuiiiii e e e e e eee s Renfrew—Nipissing—Pembroke ......... CA
Gallaway, HOn. ROGEI......ooiiiiiii e e Sarnia—Lambton .......................... Lib.
Godfrey, Hon. John, Minister of State (Infrastructure and Communities)............. Don Valley West ...........coovivinnn.n. Lib.
Graham, Hon. Bill, Minister of National Defence .......................ooooiiia Toronto Centre—Rosedale ................ Lib.
GroSe, IVan ... .o Oshawa ........c.ooviiiiiiiiii e, Lib.
Guarnieri, Hon. Albina, Minister of Veterans Affairs.................................. Mississauga East........................... Lib.
Harb, Mac. ... ..o Ottawa Centre ..............cooviiiiinn.... Lib.
Ianno, Hon. Tony, Minister of State (Families and Caregivers)........................ Trinity—Spadina ... Lib.
JackSon, OVIA ... Bruce—Grey—Owen Sound............... Lib.
Jordan, Homn. JOe .. .o oo Leeds—Grenville .......................... Lib.
Karygiannis, Hon. Jim, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Transport ........ Scarborough—Agincourt .................. Lib.
Keyes, HOn. Stan .........oooiiiiii e e Hamilton West ................coooiin Lib.
Kilger, Bob, Deputy Speaker and Chair of Committees of the Whole ................ Stormont—Dundas—Charlottenburgh .... Lib.
Knutson, Hon. Gar ..........ooiiiiiii e Elgin—Middlesex—London .............. Lib.
Kraft Sloan, Karen...............ooiiiiiiii e York North ...........ooiiiiiiia. Lib.
Lastewka, Hon. Walt, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Public Works and

GOVEINMENE SETVICES .. vt eutt et ettt ettt et e e et e e et et enaeenas St. Catharines .............ccoceveeevnenn.. Lib.
L, DETCK ..ottt e Scarborough—Rouge River............... Lib.
Longfield, Hon. Judi ........oo.oiiiii Whitby—Ajax........cooeiiiiiiiiiinn.. Lib.
Macklin, Hon. Paul Harold ........... ... e Northumberland ............................ Lib.
Mahoney, Hon. SteVe ........oouiiiiii i Mississauga West .........ccevviuuiiannn. Lib.
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Malhi, Hon. Gurbax, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Human Resources

and SKills Development ..........o.uiieii e Bramalea—Gore—Malton—Springdale .. Lib.
Maloney, JONN ... e Erie—Lincoln ... Lib.
Manley, Hon. JONN ... e Ottawa South ...l Lib.
Marleau, Hon. Diane, Parliamentary Secretary to the President of the Treasury Board

and Minister responsible for the Canadian Wheat Board ............................. Sudbury.......oooiiiii Lib.
MaASSE, BIIam . ...t Windsor West ... NDP
McCallum, Hon. John, Minister of National Revenue............................oo0. Markham ............... ... Lib.
McCormick, Larry .........oooiiiiiiii i Hastings—Frontenac—Lennox and

Addington ... Lib.

McKay, Hon. John, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Finance .............. Scarborough East ......................... Lib.
McTeague, Hon. Dan, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Foreign Affairs... Pickering—Ajax—Uxbridge .............. Lib.
Milliken, Hon. Peter, Speaker ........ooouiiiiiiiiiiie i e eas Kingston and the Islands .................. Lib.
MILS, DENMIS. ...ttt et Toronto—Danforth......................... Lib.
Minna, HOn. IMIAIIa . .....vueeii et ettt Beaches—East York ....................... Lib.
Mitchell, Hon. Andy, Minister of Agriculture and Agri-Food ......................... Parry Sound—Muskoka ................... Lib.
MYEIS, LYNN ..o Waterloo—Wellington ..................... Lib.
Nault, Hon. RODEIT ..o e Kenora—Rainy River...................... Lib.
O'Brien, Pat ... London—Fanshawe........................ Lib.
OREIILY, JONN ...ttt e e e Haliburton—Victoria—Brock ............. Lib.
Parrish, Carolym. ... .....iiieiii ittt et e et Mississauga Centre .................oee... Lib.
Peric, JANKO ... Cambridge .......oovvviiiiiiiie s Lib.
Peterson, Hon. Jim, Minister of International Trade ....................coovivveeee..... Willowdale ....................ooiiiil Lib.
Phinney, Beth ... Hamilton Mountain ........................ Lib.
Pickard, Hon. Jerry, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Industry ............. Chatham—Kent Essex..................... Lib.
PAllIEr, GaTY ...ttt Niagara Falls ... Lib.
Pratt, Hon. David .......oooiiii Nepean—Carleton .................oeeene. Lib.
Provenzano, CarMen ............coooiiiiiiiiiiiiiii e Sault Ste. Marie............................ Lib.
Redman, Hon. Karen ...........oooiiiiiiiiii e e it Kitchener Centre ................covvnnnnn. Lib.
Reed, JULIAN . ..o Halton........cooooviiiiii i, Lib.
REIA, SCOtt ottt e Lanark—Carleton .......................... CA
Rock, Hon. ALLAn .. ... ... o Etobicoke Centre............ccccoeeeeii. .. Lib.
Serre, BEnodt .. ....oouuei i Timiskaming—Cochrane .................. Lib.
Sgro, Hon. JUAy ...o..ooinii York West ....ooooviiiiiiiiiiii Lib.
Shepherd, ALEX ... s Durham ... Lib.
Speller, Hon. Bob ... Haldimand—Norfolk—Brant.............. Lib.
St. Denis, BIent. . .......ooii i Algoma—Manitoulin ...................... Lib.
Steckle, Paul .. ... Huron—Bruce...............ooooiiiinnnnn. Lib.
Stewart, HON. Jane. .......oooiiiiiiiii i Brant ........ccoooiiiiiiii Lib.
SzZabo, Paul. .. ... Mississauga South ......................... Lib.
Telegdi, HON. ANAICW ......onutiie e e Kitchener—Waterloo....................... Lib.
TIrabassi, TOMY ... .ottt e Niagara Centre ............cooevvieiiineinn. Lib.
TONKS, ALAN .. ...t York South—Weston ...................... Lib.
Torsney, Hon. Paddy .........coooiiiii e Burlington ... Lib.
L8] A AT 1 TR Lambton—Kent—Middlesex.............. Lib.
Valeri, Hon. Tony, Leader of the Government in the House of Commons............ Stoney Creek ........coovvvviiiiiiiia.n. Lib.
Vanclief, HOn. Lyle.......ooiiuiiiiii e e e eeae e Prince Edward—Hastings ................. Lib.
Volpe, Hon. Joseph, Minister of Citizenship and Immigration......................... Eglinton—Lawrence ....................... Lib.
Wappel, TOM ...ttt et e e Scarborough Southwest.................... Lib.
Whelan, Hon. SUSaN. .........coooiiiiiiii i ESSeX i Lib.
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Wilfert, Hon. Bryon, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of the Environment... Oak Ridges................cccoooeiiiini... Lib.
WO0O0d, BOD ... NIPISSING. .+ e eeveeeeeiieeeie e Lib.
PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND (4)
Easter, Hon. Wayne, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Agriculture and Agri-

Food (Rural Development)..........ouveuuiieiiiteeiiit et eiee e eieeenns Malpeque ...o.vveeeiieiii et Lib.
MacAulay, HOn. LaWIenCe. .......ovuuiieitit ettt eeiee e aaeenns Cardigan ..........cooevviiiiiiiiiinannn... Lib.
McGuire, Hon. Joe, Minister of the Atlantic Canada Opportunities Agency ......... Egmont ... Lib.
Murphy, Hon. Shawn, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Fisheries and

OICANS . - . ettt ettt e ettt e Hillsborough..................coit. Lib.

QUEBEC (75)
Allard, Carole-Mari€ ........ooiiuni ittt Laval East ........ccooviiiiiiiiiii . Lib.
Assad, Mark ... o Gatineau ............ooviiiiiiiiiiiiaaaaea.s Lib.
AsSelin, GErard ..........ooouiii CharlevoiX ... BQ
Bachand, André. ... ... Richmond—Arthabaska ................... PC
Bachand, Claude. ..o Saint-Jean............cooiiiiiiiiii ., BQ
Bakopanos, Hon. Eleni, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Social

Development (Social ECOnomy) ...........ooviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii e AhUntsiC ....oooviiiiii i Lib.
Bergeron, StEPhane ..........o.uuiiii e Verchéres—Les-Patriotes .................. BQ
Bertrand, RODEIt .. ... Pontiac—Gatineau—Labelle .............. Lib.
Bigras, Bernard ..........ooiiiii e Rosemont—Petite-Patrie................... BQ
Binet, GErard. .........ooiniiiii i Frontenac—Mégantic ...................... Lib.
Bourgeois, DIane .........o..oioiniiii Terrebonne—Blainville .................... BQ
Cardin, ST .. .nuvettntt ettt e e e Sherbrooke ..., BQ
Carignan, Jean-GUY.........oo.uueiiiiit it Québec Est ....ooviiiiiiiiii Lib. Ind.
Cauchon, Hon. Martin. ........ouuuuii e (0015151110 1 | A Lib.
Charbonneau, HON. YVOI ... .ouuun e Anjou—Riviére-des-Prairies............... Lib.
Chrétien, Right HOn. Jean ..........c.o.oiiiiiiiiii e Saint-Maurice ..................ocoiiinnnn. Lib.
Coderre, HOn. DenisS. ... ... Bourassa............coooiiiiiiiiii Lib.
Cotler, Hon. Irwin, Minister of Justice and Attorney General of Canada ............. Mount Royal ... Lib.
Créte, Paul ... e Kamouraska—Riviére-du-Loup—

Témiscouata—Les Basques ............... BQ
Dalphond-Guiral, Madeleine ............oouiiiiiiieiie i eaas Laval Centre.......ccoovvvveeeinnneennnnn.. BQ
Desrochers, Odina ............iiiiiiii e Lotbiniére—L'Erable.............ccovni... BQ
Dion, Hon. Stéphane, Minister of the Environment..........................ooooee. Saint-Laurent—Cartierville ................ Lib.
Discepola, NICK ... ...t Vaudreuil—Soulanges ..................... Lib.
Drouin, Hon. Claude, Parliamentary Secretary to the Prime Minister (Rural

COMMUNITIES) + ettt e e ettt et e e e et eeanas Beauce ......coooeiiiiiiii Lib.
Duceppe, Gilles . ......oeie e Laurier—Sainte-Marie ..................... BQ
Duplain, Claude ........oouiiiii e Portneuf............ ... Lib.
Farrah, HOn. GeOTZES. .. ..ttt ettt e e e Bonaventure—Gaspé—iles-de-la-

Madeleine—Pabok ......................... Lib.
FOlICOo, RAYMONAE ... ..ttt e e e e e Laval West ......cooovviiiiiiii i, Lib.
Fournier, GhiSlain ........ ... Manicouagan ............ooevveeeiinieeannns BQ
Frulla, Hon. Liza, Minister of Canadian Heritage and Minister responsible for Status Verdun—Saint-Henri—Saint-Paul—

OF WOIMEI oot e Pointe Saint-Charles ....................... Lib.
Gagnon, CHIISHANE .......ete ettt QUEDEC. ..o BQ
Gagnon, MarCel. ......o.uuuiii i e Champlain ..........ooooeviiiiiiiiiiin, BQ
Gagnon, SEDASTICII . ....utt ittt ettt e e Lac-Saint-Jean—Saguenay ................ BQ
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Gaudet, ROZeT .. ... e Berthier—Montcalm ....................... BQ
Gauthier, MIChel ... ... Roberval .........ooovviiiiii BQ
Girard-Bujold, JOCELYNE ......uveeiit i Jonquiere ... BQ
GUAY, MONIQUE ... .eetnttt ettt et Laurentides ..........oooevviiiiiiiiiii. BQ
Guimond, Michel ... ... ... Beauport—Montmorency—Cote-de-

Beaupré—Ile-d'Orléans .................... BQ
Harvey, Hon. André ...... ..o e Chicoutimi—Le Fjord ..................... Lib.
Jennings, Hon. Marlene, Parliamentary Secretary to the Prime Minister (Canada—U.

) Notre-Dame-de-Grace—Lachine........... Lib.
Laframboise, Mario.........oouuuieiit ettt e e Argenteuil—Papineau—Mirabel .......... BQ
Lalonde, Francine.............oooiiiiiiiiiiii e Y (S (o ) N BQ
Lanctot, RODEIT ... ..ot Chateauguay .........ceevveeeeninieannn. BQ
Lebel, Ghislain. ......cooinniiii e Chambly ........cooiiiiiiiiii Ind.
Lincoln, CHITOrd .. .....ooiiiiii e Lac-Saint-Louis ............ccooeviiei.... Lib.
| o) 1o PR 47 | Saint-Hyacinthe—Bagot ................... BQ
Marceau, Richard ......... ..o s Charlesbourg—Jacques-Cartier............ BQ
MarcCil, HON. SEIE ...oontit ettt e Beauharnois—Salaberry ................... Lib.
Martin, Right Hon. Paul, Prime Minister ..............ooviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeannn. LaSalle—Emard............cccoevveuvnnn.. Lib.
Meénard, Ral. ... ... oo Hochelaga—Maisonneuve................. BQ
Normand, Hon. Gilbert.........oouuiiii i e Bellechasse—Etchemins—Montmagny—

| ] N Lib.
Pacetti, MaSSIITIO. . ... v ettt ettt ettt ettt Saint-Léonard—Saint-Michel ............. Lib.
Paquette, PIerre ......oovii e Joliette ..o BQ
Paradis, HOn. Denis .........oooutiiiii i Brome—MisSiSquOi......c.vvveriiiaannnns Lib.
Patry, Bernard..........o.oiii Pierrefonds—Dollard ...................... Lib.
Perron, Gilles-A. ... ..ne e Riviére-des-Mille-fles...................... BQ
Pettigrew, Hon. Pierre, Minister of Foreign Affairs...................ocooiiieet. Papineau—Saint-Denis .................... Lib.
Picard, Pauline ....... ... e Drummond .................o BQ
Plamondon, LOUIS ........iiiittit ittt et e Bas-Richelieu—Nicolet—Bécancour ..... BQ
Price, HON. David .......cooiiiiiiiiii Compton—Stanstead....................... Lib.
Proulx, Marcel, Deputy Chair of Committees of the Whole ........................... Hull—Aylmer ...............oooeviiinnn.n. Lib.
Robillard, Hon. Lucienne, President of the Queen's Privy Council for Canada and

Minister of Intergovernmental Affairs............c.ooooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii i Westmount—Ville-Marie .................. Lib.
ROCREICAU, YVES .. vttt ettt e e Trois-Rivieéres ..........ccoovvveiiiiiinnn. BQ
ROV, JOaN- VS ..ttt ettt ettt e et et e Matapédia—Matane ....................... BQ
Saada, Hon. Jacques, Minister of the Economic Development Agency of Canada for

the Regions of Quebec and Minister responsible for the Francophonie ............. Brossard—La Prairie ...................... Lib.
Sauvageau, Benoft............uooiiiiiii Repentigny ........ooovviiiiiiiiiiiiii, BQ
Scherrer, Hon. HEIENE ....... ... e Louis-Hébert ................ccoooiiiiiiil Lib.
St-Hilaire, Caroline ...........coiiuiiiii i s Longueuil ... BQ
St-Jacques, DIane .......oie i e Shefford ......ccoooviiiiiiii Lib.
St-JUIIEN, GUY ...ttt e et et e e e Abitibi—Baie-James—Nunavik........... Lib.
Thibeault, Yolande. ..... ... Saint-Lambert .............................. Lib.
Tremblay, SUZANNE .........ooiiiiii i Rimouski-Neigette-et-la Mitis............. BQ
Venne, PIerrette ... ...ttt ettt Saint-Bruno—Saint-Hubert................ Ind. BQ
SASKATCHEWAN (14)

Anderson, David.........ooouiiiii Cypress Hills—Grasslands ................ CA
Bailey, ROY.. oo Souris—Moose Mountain ................. CA

BreftkreUuz, Garmy . ....ooonneeii e Yorkton—Melville ...................o. CA



18

Political
Name of Member Constituency Affiliation
Fitzpatrick, Brian ..o Prince Albert ............c.ooeiiiiii.. CA
Goodale, Hon. Ralph, Minister of Finance ...............cccooooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiie.n. Wascana ...........oooviiiiiiiiiiiiaaaaaa., Lib.
Laliberte, RICK . .....ooinuiiii e Desnethé—M issinippi—Churchill River . Lib.
Nystrom, Hon. LOrne. .......ooouiiiii e Regina—Qu'Appelle ....................e NDP
Pankiw, JIm ... Saskatoon—Humboldt..................... Ind.
Proctor, DICK . ...ttt Palliser......coovviiiiiiiiiiiiia NDP
21728 € 1< o 2 Battlefords—Lloydminster ................ CA
Skelton, Carol..........oouiiiiii Saskatoon—Rosetown—Biggar-........... CA
SPENCET, LAITY ...ttt e et et et Regina—Lumsden—Lake Centre......... CA
Vellacott, MAUTICE . ........uuutiiii ettt e e Saskatoon—Wanuskewin.................. CA
Yelich, LYNNe ...oo.euioi i Blackstrap ........coooiiiiiiiiiii CA
YUKON (1)
Bagnell, Hon. Larry, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Natural Resources . Yukon................coooioiiiiii... Lib.
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LIST OF STANDING AND SUB-COMMITTEES
(As of March 21, 2003 — 2nd Session, 37th Parliament)

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS, NORTHERN DEVELOPMENT AND NATURAL RESOURCES

Chair:

Gérard Binet
Serge Cardin
David Chatters
Stan Dromisky

Jim Abbott
Diane Ablonczy
Rob Anders
David Anderson
Gérard Asselin
André Bachand
Claude Bachand
Roy Bailey

Rex Barnes
Leon Benoit
Stéphane Bergeron
Bernard Bigras
Rick Borotsik
Garry Breitkreuz
Scott Brison
Andy Burton
Chuck Cadman
Bill Casey

Rick Casson
Joe Clark

Joe Comartin
Paul Créte

Raymond Bonin

John Godfrey
Charles Hubbard
Yvan Loubier

John Cummins
Stockwell Day
Bev Desjarlais
Norman Doyle
John Duncan
Reed Elley

Ken Epp

Brian Fitzpatrick
Paul Forseth
Ghislain Fournier
Cheryl Gallant
Yvon Godin
Peter Goldring
Jim Gouk
Gurmant Grewal
Deborah Grey
Art Hanger
Stephen Harper
Richard Harris
Loyola Hearn
John Herron
Grant Hill

Vice-Chairs:

Inky Mark
Pat Martin
Anita Neville

Associate Members

Jay Hill
Howard Hilstrom
Betty Hinton
Rahim Jaffer
Dale Johnston
Gerald Keddy
Jason Kenney
Robert Lanctot
Gary Lunn
James Lunney
Peter MacKay
Richard Marceau
Keith Martin
Philip Mayfield
Grant McNally
Val Meredith
Rob Merrifield
Bob Mills
James Moore
Lorne Nystrom
Deepak Obhrai
Charlie Penson

Nancy Karetak-Lindell
Maurice Vellacott

Brian Pallister (16)
Julian Reed
Benoit Serré

Gilles-A. Perron
James Rajotte
Scott Reid

John Reynolds
Gerry Ritz
Jean-Yves Roy
Werner Schmidt
Carol Skelton
Monte Solberg
Kevin Sorenson
Larry Spencer
Darrel Stinson
Chuck Strahl
Greg Thompson
Myron Thompson
Vic Toews

Elsie Wayne
Randy White
Ted White

John Williams
Lynne Yelich
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Chair:

David Anderson
Gérard Binet
Rick Borotsik
Garry Breitkreuz

Jim Abbott
Diane Ablonczy
Peter Adams
Rob Anders
André Bachand
Roy Bailey

Rex Barnes
Leon Benoit

Stéphane Bergeron

Scott Brison
Andy Burton
Chuck Cadman
Bill Casey
Rick Casson
David Chatters
Joe Clark

Joe Comartin
Paul Créte
John Cummins
Stockwell Day
Odina Desrochers
Norman Doyle

AGRICULTURE AND AGRI-FOOD

Paul Steckle

Claude Duplain
Mark Eyking
Marcel Gagnon

John Duncan
Reed Elley
Ken Epp

Brian Fitzpatrick
Paul Forseth
Cheryl Gallant
Peter Goldring
Jim Gouk
Gurmant Grewal
Deborah Grey
Art Hanger
Stephen Harper
Richard Harris
Loyola Hearn
John Herron
Grant Hill

Jay Hill

Betty Hinton
Rahim Jaffer
Dale Johnston
Gerald Keddy

Vice-Chairs:

Rick Laliberte
John Maloney
Larry McCormick

Associate Members

Jason Kenney

Mario Laframboise

Robert Lanctot
Yvan Loubier
Gary Lunn
James Lunney
Peter MacKay
Inky Mark
Keith Martin
Philip Mayfield
Grant McNally
Val Meredith
Rob Merrifield
Bob Mills
James Moore
Lorne Nystrom
Deepak Obhrai
Brian Pallister
Charlie Penson
Gilles-A. Perron
James Rajotte

Howard Hilstrom
Rose-Marie Ur

Louis Plamondon
Dick Proctor
Bob Speller

Scott Reid

John Reynolds
Gerry Ritz
Jean-Yves Roy
Werner Schmidt
Carol Skelton
Monte Solberg
Kevin Sorenson
Larry Spencer
Darrel Stinson
Chuck Strahl
Greg Thompson
Myron Thompson
Vic Toews
Suzanne Tremblay
Maurice Vellacott
Elsie Wayne
Randy White
Ted White

John Williams
Lynne Yelich

(16)




Chair:

Carole-Marie Allard
Sarmite Bulte

R. John Efford
Liza Frulla

Diane Ablonczy
Rob Anders
David Anderson
André Bachand
Roy Bailey

Rex Barnes
Leon Benoit
Stéphane Bergeron
Bernard Bigras
Rick Borotsik
Diane Bourgeois
Garry Breitkreuz
Scott Brison
Andy Burton
Chuck Cadman
Serge Cardin
Bill Casey

Rick Casson
David Chatters
Joe Clark

Joe Comartin
John Cummins

Clifford Lincoln

Christiane Gagnon

John Harvard
Loyola Hearn

Libby Davies
Stockwell Day
Norman Doyle
John Duncan
Reed Elley

Ken Epp

Brian Fitzpatrick
Paul Forseth
Cheryl Gallant
Peter Goldring
Jim Gouk
Gurmant Grewal
Deborah Grey
Art Hanger
Stephen Harper
Richard Harris
John Herron
Grant Hill

Jay Hill

Howard Hilstrom
Rahim Jaffer

CANADIAN HERITAGE

Vice-Chairs:

Betty Hinton
Wendy Lill
Dennis Mills

Associate Members

Dale Johnston
Gerald Keddy
Jason Kenney
Robert Lanctot
Yvan Loubier
Gary Lunn
James Lunney
Peter MacKay
Inky Mark
Keith Martin
Philip Mayfield
Grant McNally
Val Meredith
Rob Merrifield
Bob Mills
James Moore
Deepak Obhrai
Brian Pallister
Charlie Penson
Dick Proctor
James Rajotte
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Jim Abbott
Paul Bonwick

Alex Shepherd (16)
Caroline St-Hilaire
Chuck Strahl

Scott Reid

John Reynolds
Gerry Ritz

Benoit Sauvageau
Werner Schmidt
Carol Skelton
Monte Solberg
Kevin Sorenson
Larry Spencer
Darrel Stinson
Greg Thompson
Myron Thompson
Vic Toews
Suzanne Tremblay
Maurice Vellacott
Judy Wasylycia-Leis
Elsie Wayne
Randy White

Ted White

John Williams
Lynne Yelich
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Chair:

Diane Ablonczy
Sarkis Assadourian
John Bryden

Yvon Charbonneau

Jim Abbott
Rob Anders
David Anderson
André Bachand
Roy Bailey
Rex Barnes
Leon Benoit
Bernard Bigras
Bill Blaikie
Rick Borotsik
Garry Breitkreuz
Scott Brison
Andy Burton
Chuck Cadman
Serge Cardin
Bill Casey
Rick Casson
David Chatters
Joe Clark

John Cummins
Stockwell Day

CITIZENSHIP AND IMMIGRATION

Joe Fontana

Libby Davies
Antoine Dubé
Inky Mark

Norman Doyle
John Duncan
Reed Elley

Ken Epp

Brian Fitzpatrick
Paul Forseth
Cheryl Gallant
Peter Goldring
Jim Gouk
Gurmant Grewal
Deborah Grey
Art Hanger
Stephen Harper
Richard Harris
Loyola Hearn
John Herron
Grant Hill

Jay Hill

Howard Hilstrom
Betty Hinton

Vice-Chairs:

Grant McNally
Anita Neville
John O'Reilly

Associate Members

Rahim Jaffer
Dale Johnston
Gerald Keddy
Jason Kenney
Francine Lalonde
Yvan Loubier
Gary Lunn
James Lunney
Peter MacKay
Keith Martin
Brian Masse
Philip Mayfield
Val Meredith
Rob Merrifield
Bob Mills
James Moore
Deepak Obhrai
Brian Pallister
Charlie Penson
James Rajotte

Madeleine Dalphond-Guiral
Jerry Pickard

Massimo Pacetti
David Price
Lynne Yelich

Scott Reid

John Reynolds
Gerry Ritz
Werner Schmidt
Carol Skelton
Monte Solberg
Kevin Sorenson
Larry Spencer
Darrel Stinson
Chuck Strahl
Greg Thompson
Myron Thompson
Vic Toews
Maurice Vellacott
Joseph Volpe

Judy Wasylycia-Leis

Elsie Wayne
Randy White
Ted White
John Williams

(16)




Chair:

Mark Assad
Roy Bailey
Bernard Bigras
Serge Cardin

Jim Abbott
Diane Ablonczy
Peter Adams
Rob Anders
David Anderson
André Bachand
Rex Barnes
Leon Benoit
Stéphane Bergeron
Rick Borotsik
Garry Breitkreuz
Scott Brison
Andy Burton
Chuck Cadman
Bill Casey

Rick Casson
David Chatters
Joe Clark

Paul Créte

John Cummins
Stockwell Day
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ENVIRONMENT AND SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT

Charles Caccia

Joe Comartin
Joe Jordan
Rick Laliberte

Bev Desjarlais
Norman Doyle
John Duncan
Reed Elley

Ken Epp

Brian Fitzpatrick
Paul Forseth
Cheryl Gallant
Peter Goldring
Jim Gouk
Gurmant Grewal
Deborah Grey
Art Hanger
Stephen Harper
Richard Harris
Loyola Hearn
Grant Hill

Jay Hill
Howard Hilstrom
Betty Hinton
Rahim Jaffer

Vice-Chairs:

Gary Lunn
Bob Mills
Julian Reed

Associate Members

Dale Johnston
Gerald Keddy
Jason Kenney
Robert Lanctot
Clifford Lincoln
Yvan Loubier
James Lunney
Peter MacKay
Inky Mark
Keith Martin
Pat Martin
Philip Mayfield
Grant McNally
Val Meredith
Rob Merrifield
James Moore
Deepak Obhrai
Brian Pallister
Charlie Penson
James Rajotte
Scott Reid

John Herron
Karen Kraft Sloan

Andy Savoy (16)
Héléne Scherrer
Alan Tonks

John Reynolds
Gerry Ritz

Svend Robinson
Werner Schmidt
Carol Skelton
Monte Solberg
Kevin Sorenson
Larry Spencer
Darrel Stinson
Peter Stoffer
Chuck Strahl
Greg Thompson
Myron Thompson
Vic Toews
Maurice Vellacott
Elsie Wayne
Randy White
Ted White

John Williams
Lynne Yelich
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Chair:

Scott Brison
Rick Casson
Roy Cullen
Albina Guarnieri

Jim Abbott
Diane Ablonczy
Rob Anders
David Anderson
André Bachand
Roy Bailey

Rex Barnes
Carolyn Bennett
Leon Benoit
Stéphane Bergeron
Bernard Bigras
Rick Borotsik
Garry Breitkreuz
Andy Burton
Chuck Cadman
Bill Casey
David Chatters
Joe Clark

John Cummins
Stockwell Day
Odina Desrochers
Norman Doyle
Antoine Dubé

Sue Barnes

Rahim Jaffer
Sophia Leung
Maria Minna
Shawn Murphy

John Duncan
Reed Elley

Ken Epp

Brian Fitzpatrick
Paul Forseth
Cheryl Gallant
Jocelyne Girard-Bujold
Yvon Godin
Peter Goldring
Jim Gouk
Gurmant Grewal
Deborah Grey
Monique Guay
Art Hanger
Stephen Harper
Loyola Hearn
John Herron
Grant Hill

Jay Hill

Howard Hilstrom
Betty Hinton
Dale Johnston

FINANCE

Vice-Chairs:

Pierre Paquette
Charlie Penson
Pauline Picard
Gary Pillitteri

Associate Members

Gerald Keddy
Jason Kenney
Yvan Loubier
Gary Lunn
James Lunney
Peter MacKay
Richard Marceau
Inky Mark
Keith Martin
Pat Martin
Philip Mayfield
Alexa McDonough
Grant McNally
Val Meredith
Rob Merrifield
Bob Mills
James Moore
Lorne Nystrom
Deepak Obhrai
Brian Pallister
Gilles-A. Perron
Joe Peschisolido

Nick Discepola
Richard Harris

Tony Valeri (18)
Judy Wasylycia-Leis
Bryon Wilfert

James Rajotte
Scott Reid

John Reynolds
Gerry Ritz
Werner Schmidt
Judy Sgro
Carol Skelton
Monte Solberg
Kevin Sorenson
Larry Spencer
Darrel Stinson
Chuck Strahl
Greg Thompson
Myron Thompson
Vic Toews
Maurice Vellacott
Elsie Wayne
Randy White
Ted White

John Williams
Bob Wood
Lynne Yelich
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FISHERIES AND OCEANS

Chair: Tom Wappel Vice-Chairs: Bill Matthews
Peter Stoffer
Andy Burton Reed Elley Dominic LeBlanc Yves Rocheleau (16)
John Cummins Georges Farrah Joe Peschisolido Jean-Yves Roy
Rodger Cuzner Loyola Hearn Carmen Provenzano Bob Wood

R. John Efford

Jim Abbott
Diane Ablonczy
Rob Anders
David Anderson
Gérard Asselin
André Bachand
Roy Bailey

Rex Barnes
Leon Benoit
Rick Borotsik
Garry Breitkreuz
Scott Brison
Chuck Cadman
Bill Casey

Rick Casson
David Chatters
Joe Clark

Joe Comartin
Stockwell Day
Norman Doyle

John Duncan
Ken Epp

Brian Fitzpatrick
Paul Forseth
Ghislain Fournier
Marcel Gagnon
Cheryl Gallant
Yvon Godin
Peter Goldring
Jim Gouk
Gurmant Grewal
Deborah Grey
Art Hanger
Stephen Harper
Richard Harris
John Herron
Grant Hill

Jay Hill

Howard Hilstrom
Betty Hinton

Associate Members

Rahim Jaffer
Dale Johnston
Gerald Keddy
Jason Kenney
Gary Lunn
James Lunney
Peter MacKay
Inky Mark
Keith Martin
Philip Mayfield
Grant McNally
Val Meredith
Rob Merrifield
Bob Mills
James Moore
Deepak Obhrai
Brian Pallister
Charlie Penson
James Rajotte
Scott Reid

John Reynolds
Gerry Ritz

Svend Robinson
Werner Schmidt
Carol Skelton
Monte Solberg
Kevin Sorenson
Larry Spencer
Darrel Stinson
Chuck Strahl
Greg Thompson
Myron Thompson
Vic Toews
Suzanne Tremblay
Maurice Vellacott
Elsie Wayne
Randy White

Ted White

John Williams
Lynne Yelich
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FOREIGN AFFAIRS AND INTERNATIONAL TRADE

Chair: Bernard Patry Vice-Chairs: Stockwell Day
Diane Marleau
Stéphane Bergeron Irwin Cotler John Harvard Alexa McDonough (18)
Murray Calder John Duncan André Harvey Deepak Obhrai
Aileen Carroll Art Eggleton Francine Lalonde Karen Redman
Bill Casey Mark Eyking Keith Martin
Associate Members
Jim Abbott Ken Epp Yvan Loubier Gerry Ritz
Diane Ablonczy Brian Fitzpatrick Gary Lunn Svend Robinson
Rob Anders Raymonde Folco James Lunney Yves Rocheleau
David Anderson Paul Forseth Peter MacKay Benoit Sauvageau
André Bachand Cheryl Gallant Gurbax Malhi Werner Schmidt
Claude Bachand Peter Goldring Inky Mark Carol Skelton
Roy Bailey Jim Gouk Pat Martin Monte Solberg
Sue Barnes Gurmant Grewal Brian Masse Kevin Sorenson
Colleen Beaumier Deborah Grey Philip Mayfield Bob Speller
Leon Benoit Art Hanger Grant McNally Larry Spencer
Bernard Bigras Mac Harb Val Meredith Darrel Stinson
Bill Blaikie Stephen Harper Rob Merrifield Peter Stoffer
Rick Borotsik Richard Harris Bob Mills Chuck Strahl
Garry Breitkreuz Loyola Hearn James Moore Greg Thompson
Scott Brison John Herron Shawn Murphy Myron Thompson
Andy Burton Grant Hill Lorne Nystrom Vic Toews
Chuck Cadman Jay Hill Pat O'Brien Tony Valeri
Rick Casson Howard Hilstrom Brian Pallister Maurice Vellacott
David Chatters Betty Hinton Pierre Paquette Joseph Volpe
Joe Clark Rahim Jaffer Charlie Penson Elsie Wayne
Paul Créte Dale Johnston Beth Phinney Randy White
John Cummins Gerald Keddy James Rajotte Ted White
Norman Doyle Jason Kenney Scott Reid John Williams
Antoine Dubé Karen Kraft Sloan John Reynolds Lynne Yelich
Reed Elley
SUBCOMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL TRADE, TRADE DISPUTES AND INVESTMENT
Chair: Mac Harb Vice-Chairs: Stéphane Bergeron
Mark Eyking
Bill Blaikie Rick Casson Bob Speller Tony Valeri )
Bill Casey Pat O'Brien
SUBCOMMITTEE ON HUMAN RIGHTS AND INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT
Chair: Irwin Cotler Vice-Chairs: Colleen Beaumier
Deepak Obhrai
Bill Casey Gurbax Malhi Svend Robinson Yves Rocheleau Q)

Karen Kraft Sloan

Beth Phinney




Chair:

Carolyn Bennett
Scott Brison
Roy Cullen
Ken Epp

Jim Abbott
Diane Ablonczy
Rob Anders
David Anderson
André Bachand
Roy Bailey

Rex Barnes
Leon Benoit
Rick Borotsik
Garry Breitkreuz
Andy Burton
Chuck Cadman
Bill Casey

Rick Casson
David Chatters
Joe Clark

Paul Créte

John Cummins
Stockwell Day
Odina Desrochers
Norman Doyle
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GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS AND ESTIMATES

Reg Alcock

Raymonde Folco
Robert Lanctot
Steve Mahoney

John Duncan
Reed Elley

Brian Fitzpatrick
Liza Frulla
Christiane Gagnon
Cheryl Gallant
Jocelyne Girard-Bujold
Yvon Godin
Peter Goldring
Jim Gouk
Gurmant Grewal
Deborah Grey
Monique Guay
Art Hanger
Stephen Harper
Richard Harris
Loyola Hearn
John Herron
Grant Hill

Jay Hill

Howard Hilstrom

Vice-Chairs:

Pat Martin
Gilles-A. Perron
Gerry Ritz

Associate Members

Betty Hinton
Rahim Jaffer
Dale Johnston
Gerald Keddy
Jason Kenney
Gary Lunn
James Lunney
Peter MacKay
Inky Mark
Keith Martin
Brian Masse
Philip Mayfield
Grant McNally
Réal Ménard
Val Meredith
Rob Merrifield
Bob Mills
James Moore
Deepak Obhrai
Brian Pallister
Pierre Paquette

Paul Forseth
Tony Valeri

Judy Sgro (16)
Paul Szabo
Tony Tirabassi

Charlie Penson
Dick Proctor
James Rajotte
Scott Reid

John Reynolds
Werner Schmidt
Carol Skelton
Monte Solberg
Kevin Sorenson
Larry Spencer
Darrel Stinson
Chuck Strahl
Greg Thompson
Myron Thompson
Vic Toews
Maurice Vellacott
Elsie Wayne
Randy White
Ted White

John Williams
Lynne Yelich

SUBCOMMITTEE ON THE ESTIMATES PROCESS

Chairs: Gerry Ritz Vice-Chair:
Tony Valeri
Gilles-A. Perron Paul Szabo Tony Tirabassi 5)
SUBCOMMITTEE ON PUBLIC SERVICE RENEWAL
Chairs: Roy Cullen Vice-Chair:
Paul Forseth
Carolyn Bennett Monique Guay Pat Martin Judy Sgro 6)
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Chair: Bonnie Brown

Carolyn Bennett
Diane Bourgeois
Jeannot Castonguay
Brenda Chamberlain

Jim Abbott
Diane Ablonczy
Rob Anders
David Anderson
André Bachand
Roy Bailey

Rex Barnes
Leon Benoit
Bernard Bigras
Rick Borotsik
Garry Breitkreuz
Scott Brison
Andy Burton
Chuck Cadman
Bill Casey

Rick Casson
David Chatters
Joe Clark

Joe Comartin
John Cummins
Madeleine Dalphond-Guiral

Raymonde Folco
Hedy Fry
James Lunney

Libby Davies
Stockwell Day
Bev Desjarlais
Norman Doyle
John Duncan
Reed Elley

Ken Epp

Brian Fitzpatrick
Paul Forseth
Cheryl Gallant
Jocelyne Girard-Bujold
Peter Goldring
Jim Gouk
Gurmant Grewal
Deborah Grey
Art Hanger
Stephen Harper
Richard Harris
Loyola Hearn
John Herron
Grant Hill

HEALTH

Vice-Chairs:

Rob Merrifield
Svend Robinson
Héléne Scherrer

Associate Members

Jay Hill
Howard Hilstrom
Betty Hinton
Rahim Jaffer
Dale Johnston
Gerald Keddy
Jason Kenney
Yvan Loubier
Gary Lunn
Peter MacKay
Inky Mark
Keith Martin
Pat Martin
Philip Mayfield
Grant McNally
Val Meredith
Bob Mills
James Moore
Deepak Obhrai
Brian Pallister
Charlie Penson

Stan Dromisky
Réal Ménard

Carol Skelton (16)
Yolande Thibeault
Greg Thompson

Pauline Picard
James Rajotte
Scott Reid

John Reynolds
Gerry Ritz
Wermer Schmidt
Monte Solberg
Kevin Sorenson
Larry Spencer
Darrel Stinson
Chuck Strahl
Myron Thompson
Vic Toews
Maurice Vellacott
Judy Wasylycia-Leis
Elsie Wayne
Randy White

Ted White

John Williams
Lynne Yelich




HUMAN RESOURCES DEVELOPMENT AND THE STATUS OF PERSONS WITH DISABILITIES

Chair: Judi Longfield Vice-Chairs: Eugene Bellemare

Monte Solberg
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Peter Adams Peter Goldring Ovid Jackson Larry Spencer (18)
Libby Davies Jim Gouk Gurbax Malhi Diane St-Jacques
Norman Doyle Monique Guay Larry McCormick Suzanne Tremblay
John Finlay Tony lanno Raymond Simard
Associate Members

Jim Abbott Bev Desjarlais Rahim Jaffer Charlie Penson
Diane Ablonczy Antoine Dubé Dale Johnston Dick Proctor
Peter Adams John Duncan Nancy Karetak-Lindell James Rajotte
Rob Anders Reed Elley Gerald Keddy Scott Reid
David Anderson Ken Epp Jason Kenney John Reynolds
André Bachand Brian Fitzpatrick Robert Lanctot Gerry Ritz
Roy Bailey Paul Forseth Wendy Lill Jean-Yves Roy
Rex Bamnes Christiane Gagnon Yvan Loubier Werner Schmidt
Mauril Bélanger Marcel Gagnon Gary Lunn Carol Skelton
Carolyn Bennett Sébastien Gagnon James Lunney Kevin Sorenson
Leon Benoit Cheryl Gallant Peter MacKay Darrel Stinson
Rick Borotsik Jocelyne Girard-Bujold Inky Mark Chuck Strahl
Diane Bourgeois John Godfrey Keith Martin Greg Thompson
Garry Breitkreuz Yvon Godin Pat Martin Myron Thompson
Scott Brison Gurmant Grewal Philip Mayfield Tony Tirabassi
Andy Burton Deborah Grey Grant McNally Vic Toews
Chuck Cadman Art Hanger Réal Ménard Alan Tonks
Bill Casey Stephen Harper Val Meredith Maurice Vellacott
Rick Casson Richard Harris Rob Merrifield Judy Wasylycia-Leis
David Chatters Loyola Hearn Bob Mills Elsie Wayne
Joe Clark John Herron James Moore Randy White
Paul Créte Grant Hill Anita Neville Ted White
John Cummins Jay Hill Deepak Obhrai John Williams
Madeleine Dalphond-Guiral Howard Hilstrom Brian Pallister Lynne Yelich
Stockwell Day Betty Hinton

SUBCOMMITTEE ON THE STATUS OF PERSONS WITH DISABILITIES

Chair: Carolyn Bennett Vice-Chair:
Mauril Bélanger Norman Doyle Nancy Karetak-Lindell Anita Neville )
Madeleine Dalphond-Guiral Reed Elley Wendy Lill Tony Tirabassi
SUBCOMMITTEE ON CHILDREN AND YOUTH AT RISK
Chair: John Godfrey Vice-Chair:

Sébastien Gagnon Wendy Lill Larry Spencer Tony Tirabassi )

Loyola Hearn

Anita Neville

Diane St-Jacques

Alan Tonks
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Chair:

André Bachand
Larry Bagnell
Paul Créte
Brian Fitzpatrick

Jim Abbott
Diane Ablonczy
Peter Adams
Rob Anders
David Anderson
Roy Bailey

Rex Barnes
Eugene Bellemare
Leon Benoit
Stéphane Bergeron
Bernard Bigras
Gérard Binet
Rick Borotsik
Garry Breitkreuz
Scott Brison
Andy Burton
Chuck Cadman
Serge Cardin
Bill Casey

Rick Casson
David Chatters
Joe Clark

John Cummins
Stockwell Day

INDUSTRY, SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY

Walt Lastewka

Cheryl Gallant
Jocelyne Girard-Bujold
Serge Marcil

Bev Desjarlais
Odina Desrochers
Norman Doyle
Antoine Dubé
John Duncan
Reed Elley

Ken Epp

Paul Forseth
Christiane Gagnon
Yvon Godin
Peter Goldring
Jim Gouk
Gurmant Grewal
Deborah Grey
Art Hanger
Stephen Harper
Richard Harris
Loyola Hearn
John Herron
Grant Hill

Jay Hill

Howard Hilstrom
Betty Hinton

Vice-Chairs:

Brian Masse
Gilbert Normand
Andy Savoy

Associate Members

Rahim Jaffer
Dale Johnston
Gerald Keddy
Jason Kenney
Mario Laframboise
Yvan Loubier
Gary Lunn
James Lunney
Peter MacKay
Inky Mark
Keith Martin
Pat Martin
Philip Mayfield
Joe McGuire
Grant McNally
Réal Ménard
Val Meredith
Rob Merrifield
Bob Mills
James Moore
Lorne Nystrom
Deepak Obhrai
Brian Pallister

Dan McTeague
James Rajotte

Brent St. Denis
Paddy Torsney
Joseph Volpe

Pierre Paquette
Charlie Penson
Dick Proctor
Scott Reid

John Reynolds
Gerry Ritz
Werner Schmidt
Carol Skelton
Monte Solberg
Kevin Sorenson
Larry Spencer
Darrel Stinson
Peter Stoffer
Chuck Strahl
Greg Thompson
Myron Thompson
Vic Toews
Maurice Vellacott
Elsie Wayne
Randy White
Ted White

John Williams
Lynne Yelich

(16)
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JUSTICE AND HUMAN RIGHTS

Chair: Andy Scott Vice-Chairs: Chuck Cadman
John McKay
Garry Breitkreuz Robert Lanctot John Maloney Joe Peschisolido (18)
Irwin Cotler Derek Lee Richard Marceau Kevin Sorenson
Hedy Fry Peter MacKay Lorne Nystrom Vic Toews
Marlene Jennings Paul Harold Macklin Pat O'Brien
Associate Members
Jim Abbott Bev Desjarlais Gerald Keddy Geoff Regan
Diane Ablonczy Norman Doyle Jason Kenney Scott Reid
Rob Anders John Duncan Yvan Loubier John Reynolds
David Anderson Reed Elley Gary Lunn Gerry Ritz
André Bachand Brian Fitzpatrick James Lunney Svend Robinson
Roy Bailey Paul Forseth Inky Mark Werner Schmidt
Rex Barnes Cheryl Gallant Keith Martin Carol Skelton
Leon Benoit Peter Goldring Philip Mayfield Monte Solberg
Bernard Bigras Jim Gouk Alexa McDonough Larry Spencer
Bill Blaikie Gurmant Grewal Grant McNally Darrel Stinson
Rick Borotsik Deborah Grey Réal Ménard Chuck Strahl
Diane Bourgeois Art Hanger Val Meredith Greg Thompson
Scott Brison Stephen Harper Bob Mills Myron Thompson
Andy Burton Richard Harris James Moore Maurice Vellacott
Bill Casey Loyola Hearn Lynn Myers Judy Wasylycia-Leis
Rick Casson John Herron Deepak Obhrai Elsie Wayne
David Chatters Grant Hill Brian Pallister Randy White
Joe Clark Jay Hill Charlie Penson Ted White
Joe Comartin Howard Hilstrom David Pratt Bryon Wilfert
John Cummins Betty Hinton Dick Proctor John Williams
Madeleine Dalphond-Guiral Rahim Jaffer James Rajotte Lynne Yelich
Stockwell Day Dale Johnston
SUBCOMMITTEE ON NATIONAL SECURITY
Chair: Derek Lee Vice-Chairs: Marlene Jennings
Kevin Sorenson
Bill Blaikie Peter MacKay Lynn Myers Geoff Regan (11)

Robert Lanctot John McKay David Pratt Vic Toews
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Chair: Walt Lastewka

Peter Adams
Reg Alcock

Sue Barnes
Mauril Bélanger
Raymond Bonin

Jim Abbott

Eugéne Bellemare

Paul Bonwick

Chuck Cadman

Madeleine Dalphond-Guiral
Stockwell Day

Nick Discepola

Stan Dromisky

Paul Forseth

Yvon Godin

Bonnie Brown
Charles Caccia
Joe Comuzzi
Joe Fontana

Mac Harb

Richard Harris

John Herron

Howard Hilstrom
Dale Johnston

Nancy Karetak-Lindell
Karen Kraft Sloan
Derek Lee

Diane Marleau

LIAISON
Vice-Chair:

Gurmant Grewal
Clifford Lincoln
Bernard Patry
David Pratt

Associate Members

Bill Matthews
John McKay
Dan McTeague
Réal Ménard
James Moore
Carolyn Parrish
Beth Phinney
Jerry Pickard
David Price

Judi Longfield

Andy Scott (19)
Paul Steckle

Tom Wappel

John Williams

James Rajotte
Benoit Sauvageau
Monte Solberg
Peter Stoffer
Yolande Thibeault
Rose-Marie Ur
Tony Valeri
Maurice Vellacott
Elsie Wayne

Chair:

Peter Adams
Mauril Bélanger

SUBCOMMITTEE ON COMMITTEE ROOMS

Gurmant Grewal
Walt Lastewka

Vice-Chair:

Judi Longfield

John Williams (6)

SUBCOMMITTEE ON COMMITTEE BUDGETS

Chair: Walt Lastewka

Reg Alcock
Mauril Bélanger

Bonnie Brown
Joe Fontana

Vice-Chair:

Judi Longfield
Andy Scott

Tom Wappel )
John Williams




NATIONAL DEFENCE AND VETERANS AFFAIRS
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Chair: David Pratt Vice-Chairs: David Price
Elsie Wayne
Rob Anders Bill Blaikie Dominic LeBlanc Lawrence O'Brien (16)
Claude Bachand Cheryl Gallant Joe McGuire Janko Peric
Leon Benoit Ivan Grose Anita Neville Louis Plamondon
Robert Bertrand
Associate Members
Jim Abbott Reed Elley Wendy Lill Scott Reid
Diane Ablonczy Brian Fitzpatrick Yvan Loubier John Reynolds
David Anderson Paul Forseth Gary Lunn Gerry Ritz
André Bachand Peter Goldring James Lunney Svend Robinson
Roy Bailey Jim Gouk Peter MacKay Werner Schmidt
Rex Barnes Gurmant Grewal Inky Mark Carol Skelton
Stéphane Bergeron Deborah Grey Keith Martin Monte Solberg
Rick Borotsik Monique Guay Pat Martin Kevin Sorenson
Garry Breitkreuz Art Hanger Philip Mayfield Larry Spencer
Scott Brison Stephen Harper Alexa McDonough Darrel Stinson
Andy Burton Richard Harris Grant McNally Peter Stoffer
Chuck Cadman Loyola Hearn Dan McTeague Chuck Strahl
Bill Casey John Herron Val Meredith Greg Thompson
Rick Casson Grant Hill Rob Merrifield Myron Thompson
Marlene Catterall Jay Hill Bob Mills Vic Toews
David Chatters Howard Hilstrom James Moore Rose-Marie Ur
Joe Clark Betty Hinton John O'Reilly Maurice Vellacott
John Cummins Rahim Jaffer Deepak Obhrai Randy White
Stockwell Day Dale Johnston Brian Pallister Ted White
Norman Doyle Gerald Keddy Charlie Penson John Williams
Stan Dromisky Jason Kenney Carmen Provenzano Bob Wood
John Duncan Francine Lalonde James Rajotte Lynne Yelich
SUBCOMMITTEE ON VETERANS AFFAIRS
Chair: Bob Wood Vice-Chair:
Roy Bailey Ivan Grose Louis Plamondon Rose-Marie Ur )

Bill Blaikie

Dan McTeague

Carmen Provenzano

Elsie Wayne
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OFFICIAL LANGUAGES

Chair: Mauril Bélanger Vice-Chairs: Yvon Godin
Yolande Thibeault

Carole-Marie Allard
Mark Assad
Eugeéne Bellemare
John Bryden

Jim Abbott
Diane Ablonczy
Rob Anders
David Anderson
André Bachand
Roy Bailey

Rex Barnes
Leon Benoit
Stéphane Bergeron
Rick Borotsik
Garry Breitkreuz
Scott Brison
Andy Burton
Chuck Cadman
Bill Casey

Rick Casson
David Chatters
Joe Clark

Joe Comartin
John Cummins

Jeannot Castonguay
Christiane Gagnon
John Herron

Stockwell Day
Norman Doyle
John Duncan
Reed Elley

Ken Epp

Brian Fitzpatrick
Paul Forseth
Cheryl Gallant
Peter Goldring
Jim Gouk
Gurmant Grewal
Deborah Grey
Art Hanger
Stephen Harper
Richard Harris
Loyola Hearn
Grant Hill

Jay Hill

Howard Hilstrom
Betty Hinton

Rahim Jaffer
Jason Kenney
Dan McTeague

Associate Members

Dale Johnston
Gerald Keddy
Yvan Loubier
Gary Lunn
James Lunney
Peter MacKay
Keith Martin
Philip Mayfield
Grant McNally
Val Meredith
Rob Merrifield
Bob Mills
James Moore
Lorne Nystrom
Deepak Obhrai
Brian Pallister
Charlie Penson
Louis Plamondon
James Rajotte
John Reynolds

Scott Reid (16)
Benoit Sauvageau
Raymond Simard

Gerry Ritz
Werner Schmidt
Carol Skelton
Monte Solberg
Kevin Sorenson
Larry Spencer
Guy St-Julien
Darrel Stinson
Chuck Strahl
Greg Thompson
Myron Thompson
Vic Toews
Suzanne Tremblay
Maurice Vellacott
Elsie Wayne
Randy White

Ted White

John Williams
Lynne Yelich




Chair:

PROCEDURE AND HOUSE AFFAIRS

Peter Adams

Vice-Chairs:

Dale Johnston
Carolyn Parrish
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Rick Borotsik Michel Guimond Geoff Regan Benoit Sauvageau (16)
Marlene Catterall Joe Jordan John Reynolds Werner Schmidt
Rodger Cuzner Lynn Myers Jacques Saada Guy St-Julien
Yvon Godin
Associate Members
Jim Abbott Norman Doyle Rahim Jaffer Marcel Proulx
Diane Ablonczy John Duncan Gerald Keddy James Rajotte
Rob Anders Reed Elley Jason Kenney Scott Reid
David Anderson Ken Epp Gary Lunn Gerry Ritz
André Bachand Brian Fitzpatrick James Lunney Carol Skelton
Roy Bailey Paul Forseth Peter MacKay Monte Solberg
Rex Barnes Cheryl Gallant Inky Mark Kevin Sorenson
Leon Benoit John Godfrey Keith Martin Larry Spencer
Stéphane Bergeron Peter Goldring Philip Mayfield Caroline St-Hilaire
Bill Blaikie Jim Gouk Larry McCormick Darrel Stinson
Garry Breitkreuz Gurmant Grewal Grant McNally Chuck Strahl
Scott Brison Deborah Grey Réal Ménard Greg Thompson
Andy Burton Art Hanger Val Meredith Myron Thompson
Chuck Cadman Stephen Harper Rob Merrifield Vic Toews
Bill Casey Richard Harris Bob Mills Paddy Torsney
Rick Casson John Harvard James Moore Maurice Vellacott
David Chatters Loyola Hearn Lorne Nystrom Elsie Wayne
Joe Clark John Herron Deepak Obhrai Randy White
John Cummins Grant Hill Brian Pallister Ted White
Madeleine Dalphond-Guiral Jay Hill Charlie Penson John Williams
Libby Davies Howard Hilstrom David Price Lynne Yelich
Stockwell Day Betty Hinton Dick Proctor
SUBCOMMITTEE ON PRIVATE MEMBERS' BUSINESS
Chair: Carolyn Parrish Vice-Chair:

Rick Borotsik David Price Benoit Sauvageau Chuck Strahl (6)
Yvon Godin

SUBCOMMITTEE ON ELECTORAL BOUNDARIES READJUSTMENT

Chair: Paddy Torsney Vice-Chair:

Rick Borotsik Michel Guimond Marcel Proulx Scott Reid (6)

Yvon Godin
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PUBLIC ACCOUNTS

Chair: John Williams Vice-Chairs: Mac Harb
Beth Phinney

Colleen Beaumier
Odina Desrochers
John Finlay
Paul Forseth

Jim Abbott
Diane Ablonczy
Rob Anders
David Anderson
André Bachand
Roy Bailey

Rex Barnes
Leon Benoit
Rick Borotsik
Garry Breitkreuz
Scott Brison
Andy Burton
Chuck Cadman
Serge Cardin
Bill Casey

Rick Casson
David Chatters
Joe Clark

John Cummins
Stockwell Day
Bev Desjarlais

Roger Gaudet
Gerald Keddy
Sophia Leung
Steve Mahoney

Norman Doyle
John Duncan
Reed Elley

Ken Epp

Brian Fitzpatrick
Cheryl Gallant
Peter Goldring
Jim Gouk
Gurmant Grewal
Deborah Grey
Art Hanger
Stephen Harper
Richard Harris
Loyola Hearn
John Herron
Grant Hill

Jay Hill

Howard Hilstrom
Betty Hinton
Rahim Jaffer

Philip Mayfield
Val Meredith
Shawn Murphy

Associate Members

Dale Johnston
Jason Kenney
Robert Lanctot
Gary Lunn
James Lunney
Peter MacKay
Inky Mark
Keith Martin
Pat Martin
Grant McNally
Rob Merrifield
Bob Mills
James Moore
Deepak Obhrai
Brian Pallister
Charlie Penson
Gilles-A. Perron
James Rajotte
Scott Reid
John Reynolds

Massimo Pacetti 17)
Tony Tirabassi
Judy Wasylycia-Leis

Gerry Ritz
Jacques Saada
Benoit Sauvageau
Werner Schmidt
Carol Skelton
Monte Solberg
Kevin Sorenson
Larry Spencer
Darrel Stinson
Peter Stoffer
Chuck Strahl
Greg Thompson
Myron Thompson
Vic Toews
Maurice Vellacott
Joseph Volpe
Elsie Wayne
Randy White

Ted White

Lynne Yelich




Chair:

Larry Bagnell
Rex Barnes
Bev Desjarlais
Liza Frulla

Jim Abbott
Diane Ablonczy
Rob Anders
David Anderson
Gérard Asselin
André Bachand
Roy Bailey
Leon Benoit
Bernard Bigras
Paul Bonwick
Rick Borotsik
Garry Breitkreuz
Scott Brison
Andy Burton
Chuck Cadman
Bill Casey

Rick Casson
David Chatters
Joe Clark

Paul Créte

John Cummins
Stockwell Day

Joe Comuzzi

Roger Gallaway
Jim Gouk
Ovid Jackson

Norman Doyle
Antoine Dubé
John Duncan
Reed Elley

Ken Epp

Brian Fitzpatrick
Paul Forseth
Ghislain Fournier
Christiane Gagnon
Cheryl Gallant
Jocelyne Girard-Bujold
Peter Goldring
Gurmant Grewal
Deborah Grey
Art Hanger
Stephen Harper
Richard Harris
Loyola Hearn
John Herron
Grant Hill

Jay Hill

TRANSPORT

Vice-Chairs:

Stan Keyes
Mario Laframboise
Robert Lanctot

Associate Members

Howard Hilstrom
Betty Hinton
Rahim Jaffer
Dale Johnston
Gerald Keddy
Jason Kenney
Yvan Loubier
Gary Lunn
James Lunney
Peter MacKay
Inky Mark
Keith Martin
Philip Mayfield
Grant McNally
Réal Ménard
Val Meredith
Rob Merrifield
Bob Mills
Deepak Obhrai
Brian Pallister
Charlie Penson
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John Cannis
James Moore

Pat O'Brien (16)
Marcel Proulx
Lynne Yelich

Dick Proctor
James Rajotte
Scott Reid

John Reynolds
Gerry Ritz
Werner Schmidt
Carol Skelton
Monte Solberg
Kevin Sorenson
Larry Spencer
Darrel Stinson
Peter Stoffer
Chuck Strahl
Greg Thompson
Myron Thompson
Vic Toews
Maurice Vellacott
Elsie Wayne
Randy White
Ted White

John Williams

Chair:

Rex Barnes
Andy Burton

SUBCOMMITTEE ON MARINE TRANSPORTATION

Roger Gallaway

John Cannis
Joe Comuzzi

Vice-Chair:

Bev Desjarlais
Antoine Dubé

Liza Frulla )
Stan Keyes

SPECIAL COMMITTEES

MODERNIZATION AND IMPROVEMENT OF THE PROCEDURES OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS

Chair:

Libby Davies
Norman Doyle

Bob Kilger

Michel Gauthier
Monique Guay

Vice-Chairs:

Loyola Hearn
Stan Keyes

Don Boudria
John Reynolds

Dick Proctor (11)
Werner Schmidt
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STANDING JOINT COMMITTEES

LIBRARY OF PARLIAMENT

Joint Chair: Joint Vice-Chair:

Representing the Senate:
The Honourable Senators

Representing the House of Commons:

Roch Bolduc

Michael J. Forrestall

Jean Lapointe

Jim Abbott
Diane Ablonczy
Rob Anders
David Anderson
André Bachand
Roy Bailey

Rex Barnes
Leon Benoit
Garry Breitkreuz
Scott Brison
Andy Burton
Chuck Cadman
Bill Casey

Rick Casson
David Chatters
Joe Clark

John Cummins
Libby Davies
Stockwell Day

Yves Morin
Vivienne Poy

Norman Doyle
John Duncan
Reed Elley

Ken Epp

Brian Fitzpatrick
Paul Forseth
Cheryl Gallant
Peter Goldring
Jim Gouk
Gurmant Grewal
Art Hanger
Stephen Harper
Richard Harris
Loyola Hearn
John Herron

Jay Hill

Howard Hilstrom
Betty Hinton
Rahim Jaffer

Mauril Bélanger
Carolyn Bennett
Robert Bertrand
Rick Borotsik
Marlene Catterall
Marcel Gagnon
Deborah Grey
Grant Hill

Associate Members

Dale Johnston
Gerald Keddy
Jason Kenney
Gary Lunn
James Lunney
Peter MacKay
Inky Mark
Keith Martin
Philip Mayfield
Grant McNally
Val Meredith
Rob Merrifield
Bob Mills
James Moore
Deepak Obhrai
Brian Pallister
Charlie Penson
James Rajotte
Scott Reid

Jim Karygiannis
Wendy Lill

Jerry Pickard
Louis Plamondon
Jacques Saada
Guy St-Julien
Darrel Stinson
Andrew Telegdi

John Reynolds
Gerry Ritz
Benoit Sauvageau
Werner Schmidt
Carol Skelton
Monte Solberg
Kevin Sorenson
Larry Spencer
Chuck Strahl
Greg Thompson
Myron Thompson
Vic Toews
Maurice Vellacott
Elsie Wayne
Randy White

Ted White

John Williams
Lynne Yelich

(e2))




SCRUTINY OF REGULATIONS

39

Joint Chairs: Gurmant Grewal Joint Vice-Chair:  Derek Lee
Céline Hervieux-Payette
Representing the Senate: Representing the House of Commons:
The Honourable Senators

Michel Biron Wilfred Moore Paul Bonwick John McKay (24)
James Kelleher Pierre Claude Nolin Joe Comuzzi Lynn Myers
Pana Merchant Gérard Phalen John Cummins Caroline St-Hilaire

Liza Frulla Greg Thompson

Michel Guimond Maurice Vellacott

Paul Harold Macklin Tom Wappel

John Maloney Ted White

Pat Martin

Associate Members
Jim Abbott John Duncan Dale Johnston James Rajotte
Diane Ablonczy Reed Elley Gerald Keddy Scott Reid
Rob Anders Ken Epp Jason Kenney John Reynolds
David Anderson Brian Fitzpatrick Robert Lanctot Gerry Ritz
André Bachand Paul Forseth Gary Lunn Benoit Sauvageau
Roy Bailey Cheryl Gallant James Lunney Werner Schmidt
Rex Barnes Peter Goldring Peter MacKay Carol Skelton
Leon Benoit Jim Gouk Inky Mark Monte Solberg
Rick Borotsik Deborah Grey Keith Martin Kevin Sorenson
Garry Breitkreuz Art Hanger Philip Mayfield Larry Spencer
Scott Brison Stephen Harper Grant McNally Darrel Stinson
Andy Burton Richard Harris Val Meredith Chuck Strahl
Chuck Cadman Loyola Hearn Rob Merrifield Myron Thompson
Bill Casey John Herron Bob Mills Vic Toews
Rick Casson Grant Hill James Moore Elsie Wayne
David Chatters Jay Hill Lorne Nystrom Randy White
Joe Clark Howard Hilstrom Deepak Obhrai John Williams
Stockwell Day Betty Hinton Brian Pallister Lynne Yelich
Norman Doyle Rahim Jaffer Charlie Penson
LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEES
BILL C-17, PUBLIC SAFETY ACT
Chair: Bob Kilger Vice-Chair:

Sarkis Assadourian John Bryden Mario Laframboise John O'Reilly (16)
Claude Bachand Irwin Cotler Gary Lunn Beth Phinney
Rex Barnes Bev Desjarlais Steve Mahoney Marcel Proulx
Garry Breitkreuz Marlene Jennings James Moore




40

The Speaker

HON. PETER MILLIKEN
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According to precedence

Minister of Finance

Deputy Prime Minister and Minister of Public Safety and Emergency
Preparedness

Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Agriculture and Agri-Food (Rural
Development)

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

Minister of the Environment
Minister of Foreign Affairs

Minister of State (Human Resources Development)

Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Health

Minister of National Defence

Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Intergovernmental Affairs
Minister of National Revenue

Minister of State (Northern Development)

Minister of Agriculture and Agri-Food

Parliamentary Secretary to the Prime Minister

Parliamentary Secretary to the Prime Minister (Rural Communities)

Minister of Western Economic Diversification and Minister of State (Sport)
Assistant Deputy Chair of Committees of the Whole
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