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HOUSE OF COMMONS

Friday, March 14, 2008

The House met at 10 a.m.

Prayers

GOVERNMENT ORDERS
©(1005)
[English]
JUDGES ACT

The House proceeded to the consideration of Bill C-31, An Act to
amend the Judges Act, as reported (without amendment) from the
committee.

The Speaker: There being no motions at report stage, the House
will now proceed without debate to the putting of the question on the
motion to concur in the bill at report stage.

Hon. Gordon O'Connor (for the Minister of Justice and
Attorney General of Canada) moved that the bill be concurred in.

The Speaker: Is it the pleasure of the House to adopt the motion?
Some hon. members: Agreed.

The Speaker: I declare the motion carried.
(Motion agreed to)

The Speaker: When shall the bill be read the third time? By
leave, now?

Some hon. members: Agreed.

Hon. Gordon O'Connor (for the Minister of Justice and
Attorney General of Canada) moved that bill be read the third
time and passed.

Hon. Greg Thompson (Minister of Veterans Affairs, CPC):
Mr. Speaker, I have the honour to stand today in support of Bill
C-31, An Act to amend the Judges Act.

The amendment proposed in this bill would authorize the
appointment of 20 new judges to the provincial superior trial courts,
which will allow us to respond to an urgent need for more judges to
handle increasing caseloads and mounting delays in a number of
jurisdictions across the country. We have heard that in every corner
of the country.

This amendment would support the effective and expeditious
resolution of specific claims through the newly proposed specific
claims tribunal.

As provided in Bill C-30, the specific claims tribunal act, the
members of the specific claims tribunal are to be appointed among
sitting Superior Court judges and six of the new appointments to be
authorized under the bill are intended to help the Superior Courts to
free up experienced judges to take on the new work of the tribunal.

The establishment of this tribunal represents the cornerstone of
this government's reform of the specific claims resolution process.
The remaining 14 appointments will be allocated among the 6
jurisdictions that have previously submitted compelling requests for
more judges.

Each one of those jurisdictions of Nunavik, Ontario, Quebec,
Nova Scotia, Newfoundland and Labrador and my home province of
New Brunswick have provided detailed submissions to support their
requests, and there is no doubt that these six provinces have an
immediate need for these new appointments.

The Standing Committee on Justice and Human Rights gave
careful consideration to this bill and approved it without amendment,
which is key. All parties in this House support this bill because we
recognize that there is a real and pressing need for new judicial
resources within our trial courts, and so do our chief justices, our
judges, members of the bar and, most important, Canadians who are
involved in our judicial system.

As well, the first nations communities look forward to having
access to the effective and independent process offered by the
specific claims tribunal. We certainly do not expect that this
amendment is the answer, because it is not the answer to all future
requirements of the courts. However, it does respond to the clear
needs of the six affected provinces at this time. Our government has
made it very clear that we are open to considering future requests for
additional judges in due course and when that need is clearly
demonstrated, as it has been in this case. When that occurs, the
government will respond appropriately.

Before I close, I want to make one final important point about
playing politics with our courts and the judges who preside over our
courts.

This week in New Brunswick, we have seen the potential harm
and danger that such political games can cause. We saw the member
for Beauséjour try to score partisan points by claiming that our
government was not appointing enough bilingual judges. Even the
facts show otherwise. The member for Beauséjour simply refused to
do his homework. Either that or he simply did not know or purposely
ignored the fact that three of the six judges who we have appointed
in New Brunswick are bilingual. Of course that is in a province
where francophones make up 30% of the province's population.
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I do not need to remind members that New Brunswickers are
proud of our place in Canada's only officially bilingual province. We
are proud of our linguistic duality. We are proud of how
francophones and anglophones work every day, shoulder to
shoulder, for a better future, a stronger province and a greater
country, and our government supports that vision.

We will not let the political games being played by the member for
Beauséjour divide New Brunswick or sidetrack our province in its
steady progress. We are very proud of our province and the progress
made by all governments, past and present, of the province of New
Brunswick.

In that spirit, Bill C-31 represents an important step toward
improving access to justice in Canada.

I wish to thank all hon. members for their recognition, the
advancement of this significant bill and their support for its speedy
passage. It is very much appreciated.

[Translation]

Hon. Robert Thibault (West Nova, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I would
like to thank the Minister of Veterans Affairs for his comments. He
spoke about how proud he is of New Brunswick, which he feels
offers suitable legal services in French. I am happy to see how proud
he is of his province.

I urge him to extend that pride to the other maritime provinces,
particularly Nova Scotia. There were three bilingual Federal Court
judges in that province. Two of them are retiring: Justice Boudreau
and Justice Batiot. They will be replaced by anglophones. For the
entire province of Nova Scotia, from Cape Breton to southwestern
Nova Scotia, including the provincial capital, there will be only one
bilingual judge. That is completely unacceptable. It is unthinkable
that we would move down to one judge from three.

Of the judges I mentioned, Justice Boudreau was appointed by
Mr. Mulroney some time ago. Mr. Chrétien appointed a number of
bilingual judges in Nova Scotia. Now, this government is replacing
two francophones with two anglophones. In just two years of this
government, French-language legal services in Nova Scotia have
dropped by 66%.

The minister spoke about his pride in the bilingual legal services
in the Maritimes, but will he extend that pride to the Acadians and
francophones of Nova Scotia?

©(1010)
[English]

Hon. Greg Thompson: Mr. Speaker, I was speaking specifically
about New Brunswick. I will admit that I do not know the details in
Nova Scotia. I am sure the Minister of Justice or the parliamentary
secretary would have more knowledge and more background to
respond. However, when 1 do speak it is on what I know has
happened in the province of New Brunswick. I also know that the
member supports what we have done in New Brunswick.

We have had six appointments: three who are fully bilingual, two
who are francophones and one who is anglophone. It is typical of
New Brunswick, which is completely and fully bilingual, something
I wish I were.

This speaks to the generosity of New Brunswick. When I travel to
northern New Brunswick as a unilingual anglophone, I am received
as [ would be in any part of this country. Some of us do not have the
ability to speak both languages. I wish I did but I cannot, not like the
member opposite. However, it is a real testament to the generosity of
this country that when we go there, the people fully appreciate that
we are working on their behalf as best we can.

It is a credit to this country and to my home province of New
Brunswick that a unilingual francophone or anglophone can be
successful and achieve high office in government and in our court
system. However, we are very sensitive to the fact that when people
go before the court, we need to have a bilingual capability within our
court system, and we have worked very hard to achieve that.

I want to point out for the member opposite that the member for
Beauséjour was being disingenuous when he spoke. A point [ made
when I responded to the newspaper, the Telegraph Journal in New
Brunswick, the paper ran what I considered to be a very one-sided
story that did not actually represent the facts. One of the judges, who
we appointed to what we call the military judges compensation
committee, is the father-in-law of the member for Beauséjour. The
reason he was appointed was that he is very qualified. His name is
Guy A. Richard and, as I mentioned, he is the father-in-law of the
member for Beauséjour who stood and suggested that we did not
honour bilingualism in the province of New Brunswick. That is
totally disingenuous.

In addition to appointing the judges I have mentioned to the
superior court, we appointed the hon. member for Beauséjour's
father-in-law, and he should consider that and be very cognizant of it
when he next speaks in the House of Commons.

Mr. Dennis Bevington (Western Arctic, NDP): Mr. Speaker,
judges are important to us in the Northwest Territories because we
have a high rate of criminal charges. We appreciate the work they do.

However, the government is engaged in a cost reduction program.
The plan of the Conservative government would salary judges, but
how would it ensure that we have the kind of resources required to
take on extra judges, given that we have to sometimes fly them and
their court staff to locations thousands of miles away from their
courthouse?

® (1015)

Hon. Greg Thompson: Mr. Speaker, we responded in a very
positive way to a need across the country. I am not sure the member's
constituents would be really pleased to hear him suggest that there is
a high rate of crime in that area.

There is almost complete agreement on what the Government of
Canada is doing, and we all know that seldom happens in this place.
We are responding to a real need with the legislation. I am proud of
what we are doing. The agreement we see in the House clearly
indicates that Parliament supports exactly what the minister has
done.

Mr. Blaine Calkins (Wetaskiwin, CPC): Mr. Speaker, I thank
the Minister of Justice for bringing the bill forward. I also like to
thank my colleague the Minister of Veterans Affairs for speaking to
it today. I am a member of the justice committee and I remember
discussing this bill briefly.



March 14, 2008

COMMONS DEBATES

4177

My question for the minister has to do with the increase in the
number of superior court judges from 30 to a pool of about 50.

There are first nations reserves in my riding as there are across
Canada. We have a huge backlog of land claims that need to be
worked through. Could he minister could provide the House with
some more information in regard to how the appointment of these
judges will improve the efficiency of the land claims tribunal process
and land claims and provide good value to Canadian taxpayers in
moving that file forward?

Hon. Greg Thompson: Mr. Speaker, I thank the member for
Wetaskiwin for the hard work he has done on the justice committee. I
had the privilege of visiting his beautiful riding.

I will get more specifically to his point. The land claims issue is a
big issue. Again, the Minister of Indian Affairs and Northern
Development could speak with more authority than I. This
legislation is a direct response to some of the needs up there, to
free up the court to proceed with some of these land claims.

The member is being much too modest himself in terms of his
contribution to the justice committee and the very positive role he
has played in bringing the legislation forward. All members should
applaud his hard work.

I am quite convinced the bill will reflect the real need in some of
the specific areas that he mentioned.

Hon. Sue Barnes (London West, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I am happy
to speak to Bill C-31. It has now been through the justice committee
and has returned to the House unamended.

It is a very short bill, but its amends a number change in the
Judges Act, paragraph 24(3)(b), and thus creates the authority to
authorize the appointment of 20 new judges for the provincial and
territorial superior trial courts.

We know these judges are needed to deal with the increasing
backlogs in the superior court system. In particular, superior courts
in Ontario, Quebec, Newfoundland and Labrador, Nova Scotia, New
Brunswick and Nunavut continue to experience delays and backlogs.

In a former parliamentary life, when the Liberal government was
in power, I was a parliamentary secretary to the then minister of
justice. I travelled through Nunavut and experienced the fact that
unlike the rest of Canada, where we can travel by vehicle from one
city to another, there were 26 different fly-in communities. It takes
time and there are delays to which we must attend.

I remember at that time we also were starting to introduce our
crime prevention programs. That is the other end of the justice
system, from the trial and judgment to the prevention of crime. There
needs to be a full emphasis on this aspect. It helps reduce criminal
activity when people are actively engaged in different crime
prevention activities. I wanted to make that point at this time.

Even in the other provinces, those that I did not mention, we are
aware that there is a strain with simply population growth, especially
stresses that could happen with the family court systems. In a family
court system we cannot afford time delays. Children grow up and
those issues have to be resolved sooner rather than later.
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We also have the issues of mega-trials in the criminal law area. We
know a lot of the criminal law is taken care of at the provincial court
level, but there are those mega-trials and people can opt to go into
the higher court level. The mega-trials are very complex and lengthy
and consume a lot of justice system resources.

I know this is important to all Canadians. The introduction and
background to Bill C-31 talks about the fact that we now have a
specific claims tribunal, which will have the authority to make
binding decisions where specific claims brought forward by first
nations are rejected for negotiation or where negotiations fail. It is
estimated by the government that this tribunal will require the
equivalent of six full time judges to manage the caseloads of these
types of claims.

The chief justices, I am sure, will have consultations with the
minister or his designates to talk about the allocation of these judges.
1 know that B.C. and Ontario will need these resources, as well as
some of the other jurisdictions, because specific claims should be
settled.

It is important to have access to justice for all Canadians. It is true
that justice delayed can be justice denied. In criminal law, the Askov
case reminded us, very bluntly, of the importance of reasonable time
limits and reasonable access to the court system. We do not want to
have cases thrown out of court just because the delays have been too
lengthy.

Apart from the judges needed for the tribunal work, these judges
will work in the area of civil law, civil litigation, family law and
criminal fields of law. They are expected to perform all their work
for us with the independence and impartiality that I think Canadians
expect from their justice system.

Judges apply the law to the facts at each case. They do so without
imposing any of their own personal bias. Increasingly, as I have said,
cases are complex and trials can become very lengthy. Delay is not
wanted by Canadians. Canadians want to have justice delivered in
their own language, be it English or French. This reflects the
linguistic duality of our country.

It is important, and this is not a political or partisan point, that both
French speaking and English speaking justices are needed in our
courts. In fact, there is often interpretation provided for other
languages. Some people before the Canadian justice system speak
neither of these languages, but that is not the point with respect to the
appointment of judges.

© (1020)

I have great respect for our judicial system in our country. We
have an amazingly fair and independent system. I do not want to see
that change in any way. I have respect for the judges who do that
work. These people are somewhat limited in their association with
the rest of Canadian society. There is an expected distancing so they
can maintain that impartiality to do their work properly.
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These increases for the number of judges have been needed for
some time, and we expected the bill sooner. I will go forward. As of
yesterday, March 13, even without this bill, 25 judicial vacancies
were waiting to be filled. The Minister of Justice and Attorney
General of Canada is responsible for filling those. In other words,
these new positions are in addition to the existing vacancies that
have to be filled. This is an ongoing situation. I know we should be
encouraging the filling of all positions because it is important for our
system to work efficiently and properly.

As many in the House will recall, the new Conservative
government stacked the judicial advisory committee to ensure that
the justice minister's chosen representatives would have a majority
on every provincial judicial advisory board. I will not go in to this
too much at this time because it takes away from the most important
discussion and subject matter of this bill, but I do note it.

It is important to keep the judicial independence in our country. I
remember the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court making comment
on this point. It is also important that the positions be filled and that
there not be a great delay. Both of those points are important.

With respect to this short bill, we can agree in the House that it
should move forward. I know my colleagues and our party want the
smooth functioning of the justice system. This is one, but only one,
aspect that can be assisted by this House. We must remember that
there will not be a smooth functioning system if there are not enough
prosecutors and if there are insufficient dollars for legal aid for
people who need that assistance before the courts. We need all of the
system to work cohesively, and the judges are one part of it.
However, it is the full functioning of the court system that has to be
brought to bear before justice is actually delivered to Canadians in a
timely and effective manner.

I ask fellow members of the House to support this legislation so it
can move rapidly to the other house and become law after their
deliberations. This is one bill that the House can believe will be good
for the country and good for the citizens. We need the expertise and
the impartial judicial system in our country, which we all deserve.

®(1025)

[Translation]

Mr. Réal Ménard (Hochelaga, BQ): Mr. Speaker, [ would like to
wish you a happy Friday, and happy Easter to you and your family.

First, I would like to tell my colleague from London West that I
have wonderful memories of the time we spent working together on
the Standing Committee on Justice and Human Rights.

We all know that the government's record when it comes to its
relationship with judges has not always been a good one. We also
know that the idea of appointing police officers to various selection
committees created quite a stir And we know that would have
subjected the judge selection process to an ideologically negative
bias. This is something I would remind the House of, but that is not
what my question is about.

I believe that our colleague from London West has a background
in law, and I am sure she studied, or at least knows about, a ruling
handed down a few years ago in Ontario, the province she
represents. | am talking about the ruling in R. v. Askov, which
nearly invalidated dozens of cases in Ontario on the grounds that

they had not been ruled on, that the justice system had not been
diligent enough, and that it was not compatible with the charter
provision stating that everyone has the right to a fair and just trial.

Now, the appointment of some 20 judges has corrected that
situation, but I would like the member to comment on the ruling in
R. v. Askov and to explain why we need a diligent justice system.

I would also ask that she share her thoughts on the attitude of the
committee chair, who has refused to call a meeting of the committee
because he does not want anyone looking into the ethical issues
surrounding the Cadman affair.

I would like the member to take a good five or six minutes to
answer these questions.

[English]

Hon. Sue Barnes: Mr. Speaker, for many years I sat with this
colleague on the justice committee and found that he worked quite
diligently on the aspects of criminal law and the bills. We worked
well together in that committee.

He is also correct in that I did practise law for 15 years. I did some
teaching of law, both at the bar class and at the university part-time
continuing education level. Some of us with that training do
understand an important decision like Askov.

The Askov decision impacted the criminal courts. In my province
of Ontario, some people who were charged were let go without the
continuation of those charges. Why? Because of delay. To have
fairness in a justice system, we must have timely hearings, which
means that we cannot keep putting off court dates. Witnesses
disappear. They forget. We must have that court system functioning
in a timely fashion so that the court functions at its optimal level.

In those cases, Askov had a great impact. It put a real chill on the
system. It took us back. People who did not have their trials
completed were let go because the system was not providing the
systemic fairness that comes with timely work. That is very
important. That criminal law case now applies everywhere in the
criminal justice system. There is no case saying that in family law or
civil litigation, but the principles are there, which is that both sides
get procedural fairness. Timeliness is one very important aspect.

I have another comment. When [ was in the justice committee, we
always had our meetings. In fact, we had many meetings. I can
remember that back in 1995 we were meeting all the time with
pieces of legislation, sometimes until late into the night. But I believe
there are two or three justice committee meetings now where the
chair has refused to do his duty as the procedural chair of the
committee and sit and take the votes. He has left the committee,
leaving I think two vice-chairs, but this changes the numbers for
voting systems. We in this House know that a procedural manual has
been given to members of the government, which tells committee
chairs how to operate, how to delay and how to get favourable
witnesses.
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I have chaired the finance committee, for example, three times in
former parliaments. I made sure that the system was fair to all. I
made sure that everyone could bring forth the witnesses they wanted
to and that both sides of the argument were there. In fact, the chair's
job was not to do a partisan job but to ensure that the procedural
rules were followed.

I think most of us in the House can do that and I am surprised at
what is happening in the justice committee. This is a committee that
needs to work. This is a committee that has a high volume of
legislation. I know that members sitting opposite were with me when
we did hard work in that committee. We may disagree on our points
of view and the way we want something to come out of the
committee, but I also know that there has been a very strong history
of everybody working hard in the committee. I think it is a shame
that it is not continuing.

© (1030)

[Translation]

Mr. Réal Ménard (Hochelaga, BQ): Mr. Speaker, I am pleased
to stand up and share with you the position of my party, the great
force of national liberation that is the Bloc Québécois, on Bill C-31.
This bill may seem to be rather technical, but it has to do with the
workings of the justice system. Bill C-31, which has been called for
by people who play a role before or after the court system, is a short
bill with only two clauses that will enable the federal government to
appoint superior court judges.

At present, the federal government can appoint 30 judges, and
there is a definite backlog in the court system. In the administration
of justice, it is not uncommon for a year and a half, two years, two
and half years, or three years to go by between the time legal
proceedings start and the time a judge or a judge and jury hand down
a decision. Obviously, we are not talking about the Supreme Court of
Canada. We are talking about superior courts, which hear cases
involving common offences under the Criminal Code. They do not
rule on technical points of law, like appeal courts. And they certainly
do not hand down decisions that speak to our values or clarify the
constitutionality or validity of legal provisions, as the Supreme Court
of Canada does. Superior courts deal with the cases that should be
the least contentious possible.

Bill C-31 proposes to add 20 supernumerary judges, bringing to
50 the number of judges who could be appointed to the various
superior courts. With your permission, I would like to take a few
moments to explain to my colleagues in this House why trial courts
should not be confused with superior courts.

Quebec will one day be a country that will enjoy all the elements
of sovereignty, you can rest assured. For us as sovereigntists, when
we talk about our plans, sovereignty means three things: keeping our
own tax dollars, repatriating all powers to Quebec and, of course,
deciding on our foreign policy.

As an aside, yesterday, I confirmed something with our research
staff. It is estimated that in 2008, Quebeckers will pay $50 billion in
taxes to Ottawa. Imagine how things would be different if the
National Assembly could keep those tax dollars. Obviously, we
would do some things differently. From the information gathered by
our research staff—an excellent and very dedicated staff—I read that
the National Defence budget will increase from $9 billion to
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$19 billion in the 2010s. Can you imagine? The military budget will
double, primarily because of military procurement.

Do you think that a sovereign Quebec would have made the same
decision? As my colleagues will agree, a sovereign Quebec would
have placed much greater emphasis on international cooperation and
development assistance. We would have been much more present in
Africa, especially francophone Africa, and in Haiti, and we would
have developed the cooperation practices that seem to be lacking in
this government.

Accordingly, a sovereign Quebec would of course enjoy all the
attributes of a separate state. However, that is not the case at this
time. That is why everyone listening must understand that Quebec,
the National Assembly and the Quebec justice minister appoint
judges to municipal courts and the Court of Quebec. The Court of
Quebec has two divisions: the civil division and the youth division.

©(1035)

By the way, I find it distressing that a bill will soon be before us,
but we in the Bloc Québécois will not be supporting it. As I told the
steering committee of the Standing Committee on Justice and
Human Rights the day before last, gone are the days when there was
at the Standing Committee on Justice and Human Rights a climate of
frank camaraderie whereby members would give each other a
friendly slap on the back or ask one another how they were doing,
and there was the notion of caring about one another.

We know that the climate has deteriorated at the Standing
Committee on Justice and Human Rights. We have a chair who
refuses to take his responsibilities and preside over the committee.
How did we get to this point of no return?

It is like in a couple when it is obvious that a domestic spat will
escalate to a point of no return. Of course, I am not speaking of
myself. My home life is totally free from any stormy dispute because
I am so blissfully in love.

At any rate, the Standing Committee on Justice and Human Rights
has not been meeting because the member for Beauséjour introduced
a motion inviting the committee to look into allegations made in the
Cadman affair and conduct an investigation under section 119 of the
Criminal Code. Naturally, that is within the purview of the Standing
Committee on Justice and Human Rights.
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Is it not our duty—and this question is for all my colleagues—to
ensure that at all times, institutions and those who keep them
running, parliamentarians, are above any suspicion when the media
and a book raise allegations of corruption? Whether these allegations
are founded or not is up to the Standing Committee on Justice and
Human Rights to decide. Other committees could have addressed
this issue, but for reasons I do not want to get into again, the
Standing Committee on Access to Information, Privacy and Ethics
was unable to.

The hon. member for Beauséjour, a generally respectable man
with great self-control, did his job as a parliamentarian by tabling
this motion in the Standing Committee on Justice and Human
Rights, which the Bloc obviously supported. When the chair of the
committee deemed the motion out of order, we challenged the chair's
decision, in accordance with the House of Commons Standing
Orders. However, the chair refused to hold a vote to determine
whether the motion would be challenged and he left the chair,
leaving a terrible void that prevented the committee from
functioning.

That said, I do not want to get off topic. Let us come back to
Bill C-31.

The National Assembly of Quebec oversees appointments to
municipal courts and the Court of Quebec. The Court of Quebec has
two divisions: the civil division and the youth division. I dreaded the
thought of having to deal with Bill C-25, which is a very bad bill.

Bill C-25 deals with the Youth Criminal Justice Act. Before the
five-year review of the bill has even taken place, the government
wants to amend two provisions. The Bloc Québécois maintains
that—

An hon. member: Oh, oh!
© (1040)

The Speaker: Order, please. A member has pointed out that there
is a problem because the hon. member for Hochelaga is not speaking
about the bill currently before this House, which is an act to amend
the Judges Act.

He should perhaps return to the matter at hand, debate on Bill
C-31 at third reading, rather than discussing all other bills the
government has introduced pertaining to the Department of Justice.

Mr. Réal Ménard: Mr. Speaker, I am somewhat surprised by
your comments because Bill C-31 pertains to justice and judges. I
believe that there are links to be made between other bills and I know
you will allow me to establish these links.

Bill C-31 before us deals with the appointment of judges. The
Bloc Québécois supports this bill, but I was saying how disappointed
we are that we did not wait for the Youth Criminal Justice Act to be
fully reviewed before introducing a bill which deals with only two
provisions. You will recall that, under your tenure as Speaker of the
House of Commons, the member for Berthier—Maskinongé, one of
the best members ever of this House, tabled 2,700 amendments. That
led you to make a ruling—and this is not a criticism—that tightened
the criteria for introducing amendments.

Coming back to Bill C-31, I will be mentioning the Askov case.
There are constitutional guarantees in the Canadian Charter of Rights

and Freedoms. That is not a legal instrument that the National
Assembly finds desirable, of course. In 1982, the National Assembly
almost unanimously passed a motion opposing the unilateral
patriation of the Constitution. Pierre Elliott Trudeau's Liberals at
the time disregarded the will of the National Assembly. Even Claude
Ryan, the leader of the official opposition in the National Assembly
at that time, agreed with René Lévesque.

In any case, this Constitution, which was patriated against the
wishes of the National Assembly, contains a charter setting out legal
guarantees. We are familiar with the major legal guarantees in the
charter. Freedom must be inviolable: the freedom of religion,
freedom of association and freedom of expression are protected. The
will is expressed that trials be fair and equitable and concern is
shown for the manner evidence is obtained. There is a provision in
section 24 that allows evidence to be excluded if the manner it was
obtained is unconstitutional.

Among the legal guarantees listed in the Canadian Charter of
Rights and Freedoms patriated against the will of Quebec, there is
the right to a fair and equitable trial. For a trial to be fair and
reasonable, it has to take place within a reasonable time. Obviously,
if a year and half, two years, two years and half or three years go by
between the time when proceedings are initiated by prosecutors and
the time when a judge, or a judge and jury, makes a decision, that
violates this constitutional guarantee.

The Bloc Québécois supports the bill before us because it provides
for the appointment of 20 new judges who will help unclog the
judicial system and ensure that justice is rendered within much a
more reasonable time, more expeditiously and more diligently. With
respect to these 20 judges, we do not know the details yet about how
many there will be for Quebec, Ontario or Newfoundland.

However, there is something I must tell the House, on behalf of
my colleague, the member for Abitibi—Témiscamingue, a friend of
aboriginal peoples. He is a man of the law and a dedicated attorney,
who has always maintained the balance between defending people
who are in the system, and fulfilling the Crown's obligation to
sentence individuals if necessary. It was a pleasure to have the
member for Abitibi—Témiscamingue attend the Standing Commit-
tee on Justice and Human Rights. This was at the time when the
committee was meeting and the government accepted the fact that
there was work to be done in this committee. This is no longer the
case, since the Conservative chair refuses to convene the Standing
Committee on Justice.

© (1045)

This is very difficult for me because I love my job. I am very
happy with my life. I enjoy speaking at the Standing Committee on
Justice and Human Rights, but first [ have to have a chance to do so.
During the last three sittings I have not had that opportunity.
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That said, the member for Abitibi—Témiscamingue spoke. He
accompanied me to the Standing Committee on Justice and Human
Rights to talk to us about aboriginal law. When I studied law at the
University of Ottawa, I took a course on aboriginal law, and I
become aware of how valuable it is.

As we know, one judge who currently sits on the Ontario Court of
Appeal will very likely be appointed to the new aboriginal
reconciliation tribunal. This means that the Ontario Court of Appeal
will be short one judge. Obviously, we expect that in the arbitration,
appointment, provision or allocation of the new resources provided
for in Bill C-31, the federal government will take into consideration
this potential appointment of an Ontario Court of Appeal judge to the
reconciliation tribunal.

Being a vigilant person, the member for Abitibi—Témiscamingue,
who is a friend of aboriginal peoples, asked a question in this House
when the Conservative government refused to sign the United
Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples, setting us
back 20 years. Yet all the opposition parties—the Bloc Québécois,
the NDP and the Liberals—were calling for the ratification of this
instrument. Only the archaic, backward-looking, old-fashioned
Conservative government refused to ratify this agreement. The
member for Abitibi—Témiscamingue was good enough to make us
aware of this legal tool that the first nations were calling for.

We all know how important the reconciliation commission will be.
This historic commission will shed light on the abuse and injustices
suffered by the first nations, our founding peoples. The government
of René Lévesque recognized the first nations in 1985. When
Lévesque was premier, he recognized the 11 first nations in the
National Assembly. Hon. members will also recall that Jacques
Parizeau's referendum plan, which was distributed door to door in
1995, recognized aboriginal peoples, just as it recognized the historic
contribution made by anglophone Quebeckers to Quebec.

I do not want to stray from the issue we are debating. I do want to
make it clear that the Bloc Québécois supports Bill C-31. We worked
hard in committee to deliver this bill to the government as quickly as
possible. This very short bill will mean that justice can be
administered much more quickly. Everyone remembers the ruling
in R. v. Askov, where the Ontario Court of Appeal released some
accused persons because they had not been able to stand trial within
a reasonable time. The case caused a stir in the justice community.

Since then, governments have been under pressure to appoint
more judges to the various appeal courts. Every year, there are more
trials, and they are often very complex. As well, stalling tactics are
used to delay proceedings. We all know what happens in a court of
justice. We should therefore applaud the fact that there will be
another 20 judges. As I said earlier, we do not know how many there
will be for Quebec. We hope that there will be at least three more,
but we will wait for confirmation of this.

In conclusion, I repeat that the Bloc Québécois will support this
bill. I will be happy to answer any questions my colleagues may
have. I hope to again have the opportunity to attend a meeting of the
Standing Committee on Justice and Human Rights, just like in the
good old days.

Speaker's Ruling
©(1050)

The Speaker: When debate resumes, 10 minutes will be allotted
for questions and comments on the presentation by the hon. member
for Hochelaga.

[English]
POINTS OF ORDER

PROCEEDINGS IN STANDING COMMITTEE ON ACCESS TO INFORMATION,
PRIVACY AND ETHICS—SPEAKER'S RULING

The Speaker: 1 am now prepared to rule on the point of order
raised by the hon. member for Mississauga South on March 3, 2008,
concerning the proceedings in the Standing Committee on Access to
Information, Privacy and Ethics at its meeting of February 28, 2008.

I would like to thank the hon. member for Mississauga South for
having raised this matter, as well as the hon. Parliamentary Secretary
to the Leader of the Government in the House of Commons, the hon.
member for Hull—Aylmer, and the hon. member for Scarborough—
Rouge River for their contributions.

[Translation)

In raising his point of order, the member for Mississauga South
expressed concerns about motions adopted by the Access to
Information, Privacy and Ethics Committee at its meeting of
February 28, 2008. Of particular concern was the motion ordering
the committee, pursuant to Standing Order 108(1)(a), to investigate
the fundraising practices of the Liberal Party of Canada. The
member for Mississauga South, indicated that, as chair of the
committee, he had ruled this motion inadmissible as it did not
include any reference to the Conflict of Interest Code for Members
or any ethical standards that may have been violated but rather
actually made direct reference to potential violations of the Canada
Elections Act. His ruling was appealed and overturned, and the
motion was adopted.

[English]

The member for Mississauga South contended that the access to
information, privacy and ethics committee has now embarked on a
study which is beyond its mandate as set out in Standing Order 108.
Questioning the committee's authority to disregard the Standing
Orders in this way, he maintained that his committee was
encroaching on the mandate of the Standing Committee on
Procedure and House Affairs. The member for Hull—Aylmer and
the member for Scarborough—Rouge River voiced their support for
these arguments.

In his comments, the Parliamentary Secretary to the Leader of the
Government in the House of Commons and Minister for Democratic
Reform spoke of the well-recognized procedural principle that
committees are masters of their own proceedings.

In the absence of a report from the committee, he suggested that it
would be inappropriate for the Speaker to pass judgment on the
question raised by the member for Mississauga South and cautioned
against prejudging the direction that the committee study might take.
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After careful review of all the interventions on this point of order,
it seems to me that the crux of the matter is determining first, to
whom the House has given a mandate in matters related to ethics,
and second, what differentiates one mandate from another.

©(1055)

[Translation]

Standing Order 108(3)(h) states that the Standing Committee on
Access to Information, Privacy and Ethics has responsibility for
overseeing the effectiveness, management and operation, together
with the operational and expenditure plans, of the Conflict of Interest
and Ethics Commissioner, as well the commissioner’s annual reports
on activities in relation to public office holders. It is important to
note that reports on complaints involving public office holders are
provided for in the Parliament of Canada Act and are filed with the
Prime Minister, with no provisions to have them referred to a
committee.

[English]

This committee mandate is not to be confused with that of the
Office of the Conflict of Interest and Ethics Commissioner whose
remit is twofold: first, to support the House of Commons in
governing the conduct of its members by administering the Conflict
of Interest Code for Members of the House of Commons which has
been in effect since 2004; and second, to administer the Conflict of
Interest Act for public office holders which came into effect on
July 9, 2007.

Oversight of the Conflict of Interest and Ethics Commissioner's
work related to members under the Parliament of Canada Act and
with respect to the Conflict of Interest Code for Members is the
responsibility of the Standing Committee on Procedure and House
Affairs. This is clearly indicated in Standing Order 108(3)(a)(vii) and
(viii). The procedure and House affairs committee is also responsible
for matters relating to the election of members as set out in
subparagraph (vi) of Standing Order 108(3)(a).

[Translation]

As was pointed out in a ruling given by the then Deputy Speaker
on June 3, 2003, at p.6775 of the Debates, concerning alleged
irregularities in the proceedings of the Standing Committee on
Transport:

I have said that committees are granted much liberty by the House but, along with
the right to conduct their proceedings in a way that facilitates their deliberations,

committees have a concomitant responsibility to see that the necessary rules and
procedures are followed—

Similarly, House of Commons Procedure and Practice, at p. 879
explains that:

Committees are entitled to report to the House only with respect to matters within
their mandate. When reporting to the House, committees must indicate the authority
under which the study was done (i.e., the Standing Order or the order of reference). If
the committee’s report has exceeded or has been outside its order of reference, the
Speaker has judged such a report, or the offending section, to be out of order.

[English]

Two particularly illustrative examples are included in the footnote
to this citation. The first involves a report by the then Standing
Committee on Finance, Trade and Economic Affairs regarding the
radio and television broadcasting of all committee proceedings,
which Mr. Speaker Bosley, in a ruling given on December 14, 1984,

Debates page 1243, ruled out of order on the grounds that the
committee had exceeded its order of reference. The second relates to
a report presented by the then Standing Committee on Labour,
Manpower and Immigration which likewise was ruled inadmissible
by Mr. Speaker Bosley in the Debates on February 28, 1985, page
2603, again because the committee had exceeded its terms of
reference.

Even this brief overview serves to remind us all that the House has
taken great care to define and differentiate the responsibilities of its
committees, particularly where there might at first glance appear to
be overlapping jurisdictions. That said, it is also clear that the House
has chosen to allow committees great flexibility and considerable
powers, including the power to use their own initiative by
undertaking studies within their mandates.

Inherent in the power the House grants to its committees is the
basic principle that each committee will respect its mandate. Implicit
in the flexibility that committees have traditionally enjoyed is the
understanding that they will be judicious in the exercise of their
powers. Can it be said that the ethics committee, measured against
these standards, is acting appropriately in this instance? Frankly I
find it hard to answer that question for a number of reasons.

[Translation]

First, as the hon. Parliamentary Secretary to the Government
House Leader has reminded the Chair, successive Speakers have
been reluctant to intervene in the proceedings of committees except
in highly exceptional circumstances. The hon. Parliamentary
Secretary goes on to caution against presuming on the direction
that the committee’s study might take and jumping to conclusions
about the nature of any report it might present.

[English]

I must acknowledge the validity of that argument. The Chair is not
in a position to determine what interpretation the committee will give
to the motions that gave rise to the point of order raised by the hon.
member for Mississauga South. However, I do wish to make clear to
the House that the question of committees respecting their mandates
is not one which the House should take lightly.

[Translation]

For the present, I cannot find sufficient grounds to usurp the role
of committee members in regulating the affairs of the Standing
Committee on Access to Information, Privacy and Ethics. However,
if and when the committee presents a report, should members
continue to have concerns about the work of the committee, they will
have an opportunity to raise them in the House and I will revisit the
question at that time.

But, if the House will bear with me, I said earlier that I was not
comfortable deciding on whether or not what the Ethics Committee
had done was appropriate. I would like to return to that statement
and I ask for members’ indulgence in hearing me out.

® (1100)
[English]
Any observer of the 39th Parliament will realize that the problem

of the ethics committee is only one of the recent manifestations of
the need for crisis management in committees.
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[Translation]

Almost a year ago, in a ruling given on March 29, 2007, I referred
to the challenges encountered in this minority parliament, saying, in
part:

..neither the political realities of the moment nor the sheer force of numbers

should force us to set aside the values inherent in the parliamentary conventions
and procedures by which we govern our deliberations.

I went on to refer to situations in committee where, because
decisions of the Chair are subject to appeal, decisions that were
procedurally sound had been overturned by the majority.

[English]

Since that time, appeals of decisions by chairs appear to have
proliferated, with the result that having decided to ignore our usual
procedure and practices, committees have found themselves in
situations that verge on anarchy. Even the prestigious Standing
Committee on Procedure and House Affairs, which, as the Striking
Committee is the very heartbeat of the committee system, has not
escaped the general lawlessness. Last week, I understand that the
committee elected as its chair a member who stated unequivocally
that he did not want the nomination.

What responsibility does the Speaker bear for quelling this
anarchy that appears to be serially afflicting committees in recent
weeks? I would refer hon. members to a comment of Mr. Speaker
Lamoureux on July 24, 1969 when he said:

‘What hon. members would like the Chair to do...is to substitute his judgment for

the judgment of certain hon. members. Can I do this in accordance with the traditions
of Canada...where the Speaker is not the master of the house...? The Speaker is a
servant of the house. Hon. members may want me to be the master of the house today
but tomorrow, when, perhaps in other circumstances I might claim this privilege, they
might have a different opinion....It would make me a hero, I suppose, if I were to
adopt the attitude that I could judge political situations such as this and substitute my
judgment for that of certain hon. members.... But I do not believe that this is the role
of a Speaker under our system...

[Translation]

The rules that govern our deliberations and the practices that have
evolved over time generally serve the House and its committees very
well. As your Speaker, I will sometimes suggest that members take
their grievances to the Standing Committee on Procedure and House
Affairs and ask them to look at whether changes to our Standing
Orders might alleviate such difficulties in the future. But that would
not be a helpful suggestion in the present circumstances.

[English]

Hon. members know as well as I do, or even better than I do since
they are living with the consequences daily, that it is not by tinkering
with the rules that we will solve our current difficulties. Nor do I
believe, whatever certain media commentators may say, that our
difficulties would be resolved if only I, as your Speaker, agreed to
act in loco parentis and scolded hon. members into seeing reason.
Frankly speaking, I do not think it is overly dramatic to say that
many of our committees are suffering from a dysfunctional virus
that, if allowed to propagate unchecked, risks preventing members
from fulfilling the mandate given to them by their constituents.

To quote House of Commons Procedure and Practice at page 210:

...it remains true that parliamentary procedure is intended to ensure that there is a
balance between the government's need to get its business through the House, and
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the opposition's responsibility to debate that business without completely
immobilizing the proceedings of the House.

[Translation]

The Speaker must remain ever mindful of the first principles of
our parliamentary tradition which Bourinot described thus:

To protect the minority and restrain the improvidence and tyranny of the majority,
to secure the transaction of public business in a decent and orderly manner—

[English]

It matters not that the minority in the 39th Parliament happens to
be the government, not the opposition, or that the majority is held by
the combined opposition parties, not the government.

The Shakespearean quote, “The fault...is not in our stars, but in
ourselves...” seems sadly apt in the circumstances.

Like all Canadians, and indeed all hon. members, 1 realize and
respect that political exigencies often dictate the strategies adopted
by parties in the House. However, as your Speaker, I appeal to those
to whom the management of the business of the Parliament has been
entrusted—the House leaders and the whips of all parties—to take
leadership on this matter. [ ask that they address themselves to the
crisis in the committee system that is teetering dangerously close to
the precipice at the moment. I ask them to work together to find a
balance that will allow the parties to pursue their political objectives
and will permit all members to carry on their work. I am confident
that working together in good faith they can come to an agreement
that will return us to the equilibrium that our procedures and
practices have been designed to protect. As your Speaker, I stand
ready to lend whatever assistance I can.

I would like to thank the hon. member for Mississauga South for
having raised the matters relating to the standing committee he chairs
and the opportunity to address the larger picture.

® (1105)

[Translation]

I thank the House for its attention.

STATEMENTS BY MEMBERS
[English]

UNBORN VICTIMS OF CRIME

Mr. Ken Epp (Edmonton—Sherwood Park, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, the public debate on my private member's bill, Bill
C-484, is going very well. When people hear and understand the true
purpose of my bill and are assured that it is targeted totally and
directly to the pregnant woman who has chosen to give birth to her
child, they agree that this legislation is urgently needed.
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This bill would protect women because a person cannot get to the
child without attacking the mother. Studies show that pregnant
women are much more vulnerable to attack and the attacks are more
vicious. My bill would protect them. A woman should not be left to
stand alone in defence of her life and the life of her child.

Seventy-two per cent of Canadians support this legislation.
Seventy-five per cent of women support it. Seventy-nine per cent
of youth support it. Support crosses political lines, with the lowest
level being at 66% for those who identify that they vote for the NDP.
Every group has a majority of people in support of this legislation.

When a willing mother is having a wanted child, no one has the
right to take that choice and the child that she wants away from her.

E
[Translation]

CHANTALE GUAY

Ms. Raymonde Folco (Laval—Les fles, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, as
part of Quebec intellectual disability week, I would like to pay
special tribute to a woman of great merit from Laval, Chantale Guay,
who passed away in December at the age of 51.

Ms. Guay was the executive director of the Laval association for
intellectual disability for eight years. She loved and respected people
with intellectual disabilities, giving generously of herself in her
devotion to them. They were very dear to her.

For many years, she was a member of the board of directors of the
Laval association of organizations for people with disabilities. She
spearheaded the annual “Hats off” program, which honoured five
people with intellectual disabilities from Laval who achieved
exceptional personal growth.

Her commitment made a real difference in people's lives. Chantale
Guay very much deserves this tribute on behalf of all of the people of
Laval.

* k%

FIRE DEPARTMENTS

Mrs. Claude DeBellefeuille (Beauharnois—Salaberry, BQ):
Mr. Speaker, on behalf of all my Bloc Québécois colleagues, I am
pleased to congratulate the 24 firefighters from Salaberry-de-
Valleyfield, Beauharnois, Sainte-Martine, Saint-Etienne-de-Beauhar-
nois and Saint-Louis-de-Gonzague who were decorated with medals
or bars for distinguished service. The awards were presented by the
fire departments of those towns and municipalities.

Whether as a firefighter, chief, captain, lieutenant, deputy or
director of a fire department, these men and women serve with
dedication in a dangerous profession whose ultimate goal is to save
lives, while they place their own at risk. The tragic events of recent
weeks confirm, once again, that fighting fires can cause death. Their
commitment is that much more praiseworthy.

I have nothing but admiration for these men and women who were
recently decorated.

[English]
ARCTIC WINTER GAMES

Mr. Dennis Bevington (Western Arctic, NDP): Mr. Speaker, this
week more than 2,200 athletes, coaches and officials from the
northern regions of Canada, Russia, Greenland, Norway, Finland and
the United States have gathered in Yellowknife, Northwest
Territories, for the 20th Arctic Winter Games.

This is a very special event for the people of my riding.
Yellowknife hosted the very first Arctic Winter Games back in 1970.

The games focus on traditional sports such as soccer, hockey,
skiing and gymnastics, along with unique Arctic sports, but also
place emphasis on the diversity of northern cultures. The general
theme of the games is a celebration of sport and culture.

Tomorrow I will be presenting bronze, silver and gold Ulu medals
to athletes, and celebrating another successful games with thousands
of participants at the official closing ceremonies.

I would like to extend my congratulations and sincere thanks to all
who have helped make the 20th Arctic Winter Games the best ever,
especially the dedicated volunteers who have worked so hard to
make it all happen. I extend my thanks to Yellowknife, Northwest
Territories.

® (1110)

CHRISTIAN POPULATION IN IRAQ

Mr. Maurice Vellacott (Saskatoon—Wanuskewin, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, yesterday morning the body of Mar Paulos Faraj Rahho,
Chaldean Catholic Archbishop of Mosel, was found riddled with
bullets in northern Iraq. He was kidnapped in late February as he left
church.

The death of Archbishop Rahho is a tragedy that illustrates the
difficulties faced by Iraq's Christian population. This gruesome
murder is just one example of the tragic persecution faced by Iraqi
Christians. I would like to take this opportunity to draw the House's
attention to the community's struggles.

Iraq's Christian population is dwindling in size because of this
new wave of violence levelled against them. This community
constitutes only a small fraction of Iraq's predominantly Muslim
population. They are one of the oldest communities in Iraq, being
distinguishable by their Christian religion, unique culture, and
Aramaic language, which was spoken at the time of Christ.

Our government sends condolences to the Chaldean community
and all the Christians of Iraq who suffer persecution.

E
[Translation]

INTERNATIONAL DAY OF LA FRANCOPHONIE

Hon. John Godfrey (Don Valley West, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the
International Day of la Francophonie allows us to highlight the
importance of the French language for our country and also provides
the opportunity to reflect on the role Canada should have among
francophone nations, thanks to institutions such as The Toronto
French School.
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Canada must ensure that its participation in the francophone
dialogue promotes the French language as well as francophone
values among member countries of the Organisation internationale
de la Francophonie.

Our country can make our point of view known to other countries
by setting an example and ensuring that member countries respect
the same principles as we do, such as justice, transparency and
democracy.

By participating fully in the promotion of la Francophonie,
Canada has the opportunity to strengthen the credibility of the
Organisation internationale de la Francophonie and to attract as
members other countries with a francophone component.

The significance of the International Day of la Francophonie
extends beyond the borders of our country and Canada should be its
proud standard-bearer.

[English]
ZIMBABWE

Mr. Deepak Obhrai (Calgary East, CPC): Mr. Speaker, Canada
is concerned that conditions on the ground in Zimbabwe will not
allow for free and fair elections that respect fundamental human
rights at the upcoming national election on March 29.

We note the lack of a free media, state imposed restrictions on the
freedom of speech, assembly and association, and the use of force by
the police against the political opposition.

At the last minute Zimbabwe invited some countries and
international organizations to observe and monitor the elections,
but only those that were expected to provide a positive assessment.
Canada was not invited, nor was any international organization of
which Canada is a member.

Canada is concerned about the prospect for violence in Zimbabwe
during the period surrounding the election. Canada calls on the
government of Zimbabwe to ensure that all human rights are
respected.

[Translation]

ST. PATRICK'S DAY

Mr. Pierre Paquette (Joliette, BQ): Mr. Speaker, traditionally
March 17 is St. Patrick's Day, a day to recognize the contribution of
the Irish community to Quebec's development, among other things.
The traditional St. Patrick's Day parade through the streets of
Montreal will be held on the eve of St. Patrick's Day, on March 16.
The parade will go on rain or shine or whatever mother nature
brings. Year after year, this parade all in the colour of Ireland, green,
draws large crowds. The second largest parade in Quebec will be
held in Rawdon, in my riding, which is home to a large Irish
community.

As we know, during the 19th century, the Irish massively fled
Ireland, which was devastated by famine and disease, to start their
lives over. Many of them settled in Montreal. They have greatly
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contributed to the development of that city with their vitality,
courage, joie de vivre and traditions.

This is why I encourage everyone to come out and take part in any
of the various activities scheduled across Quebec to mark
St. Patrick's Day.

[English]
GOVERNMENT POLICIES

Mr. Dean Allison (Niagara West—Glanbrook, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, as we rise today, after a productive winter session, it is
worth recapping the many accomplishments of this government
under the strong leadership of our Prime Minister.

Canadian families are safer today, thanks to the Tackling Violent
Crime Act, an act that imposes mandatory minimum sentences on
gun criminals, will keep repeat violent and sexual offenders behind
bars and protect children by raising the age of sexual consent from
14 to 16 years of age. This passed with the help of the Leader of the
Opposition and the Liberals.

The Canadian economy is now on a responsible and prudent
course, as budget 2008 has passed and we have a balanced budget
that pays down more than $10 billion of debt and which provides
Canadians with a powerful new way to save through tax-free savings
accounts. This budget passed, thanks to the help of the Leader of the
Opposition and the Liberals.

The Canadian Forces serving in Afghanistan now have the clear
support of Parliament. A consensus motion extending the military
mission in Afghanistan to 2011 was passed last night, thanks to the
help of the Leader of the Opposition and the Liberals.

The Conservative government announced a real greenhouse gas
reduction plan, the first to ever include mandatory emission
reduction targets, and an NDP environmental motion declaring
non-confidence in the Conservative government was defeated with
the help—

® (1115)
The Speaker: The hon. member for Hull—Aylmer.

E
[Translation]

ANDRE MANSEAU

Mr. Marcel Proulx (Hull—Aylmer, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I rise
today with sadness to mark the tragic death of André Manseau, a
young volunteer firefighter in Val-des-Monts.

André Manseau had dreamed since childhood of becoming a
firefighter. He had been with the municipal fire department for barely
six months. Although he was just 18 years old, André Manseau was
very mature for his age. He died tragically, doing what he had always
wanted to do, which was help others.

The people of the Outaouais are in mourning. We have lost a
member of our rescue team, the people we count on and place our
greatest trust in. We respect and admire these people for their
courage and determination.



4186

COMMONS DEBATES

March 14, 2008

Statements by Members

I invite all my colleagues to join me in extending our heartfelt
sympathies to the family, colleagues and friends of young firefighter
André Manseau, who died in the line of duty. Our thoughts and
prayers are with them.

E
[English]

TACKLING VIOLENT CRIME ACT

Mr. Harold Albrecht (Kitchener—Conestoga, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, as we prepare to rise, after an extremely productive winter
session, I would like to take a moment to reflect on one of the very
significant things we have accomplished for Canadians.

As my colleague has stated, Canadian families are now safer due
to the passage of the Tackling Violent Crime Act. This Conservative
act will impose mandatory minimum sentences on gun criminals,
keep repeat violent and sexual offenders behind bars, and protect
children by raising the age of sexual consent from 14 to 16 years old,
is now law.

Kitchener—Conestoga residents asked me to represent them on
these very issues and it is gratifying to see that results were delivered
on their behalf, with the help of the Liberals and the Senate who
helped pass this Conservative act.

The Conservative government wants to wish all Canadians a safe
and happy Easter break.

* % %

QUEEN STREET COMMUNITY IN TORONTO

Ms. Olivia Chow (Trinity—Spadina, NDP): Mr. Speaker, this
month alone, the Conservative government has taken the wrong
direction on climate change, extended the war in Afghanistan and
offered no solution for the doctor shortage or help for our cities to
prosper.

However, despite the depressing scene on Parliament Hill,
Torontonians are working together and taking action. On
February 20, a massive six-alarm blaze destroyed 14 addresses in
a historic part of Queen Street West in downtown Toronto. Some 20
families were made homeless, dozens made unemployed and shops,
some in business since 1914, were destroyed.

However, Toronto's spirit of generosity and our engaged
community came together to raise money, put on benefits, donate
clothing and furniture, and help the people affected by this
devastating fire.

The Queen Street community's unique spirit, dynamic activism,
diversity and talent is what makes it so special. I want to take this
opportunity to thank all the volunteers and the local councillors in
making the rebuilding of people's lives and these historic buildings
possible.

I want to urge all members to help out and—

The Speaker: The hon. member for Beauséjour.

[Translation]

NATIONAL FRANCOPHONIE WEEK

Hon. Dominic LeBlanc (Beauséjour, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I invite
all my colleagues to join me in celebrating national francophonie
week.

Our country was founded on two great international languages and
French is in the spotlight this week.

The French language is more than just a tool of daily
communication for us; it is our link to millions of francophones
throughout the world. Our ideals of peace, justice and prosperity are
strengthened by our membership in this great global francophone
family.

Across the country, particularly in Acadia, a region I proudly
represent in this House, francophones are inviting their fellow
citizens to celebrate the French language with them. This is
especially true in schools, where the Association canadienne
d'éducation de langue francaise has developed a variety of activities
for teachers to present to their students.

I want to wish everyone a wonderful national francophonie week.

E
® (1120)

OTTAWA FILM FESTIVAL

Mr. Richard Nadeau (Gatineau, BQ): Mr. Speaker, the Ottawa
film festival will be held from March 14 to 21, 2008, chaired by
Lucie Laurier. Some 50 films from 17 countries will be showcased
during the festival.

Things will kick off with a screening of Caramel, a dramatic
comedy by Nadine Labaki. The festival's founder, Didier Farré, has
selected Florent Emilio Siri's drama, L'ennemi intime/Intimate
Enemies, to close the festival.

A gala celebrating the festival's 10th anniversary will begin with a
screening of The Counterfeiters, which won the Oscar for best
foreign film. The Quebec film industry will be in the spotlight with
Continental, a film without guns , Tout est parfait/Everything is Fine,
Les 3 p'tits cochons and many other films.

My Bloc Québécois colleagues and I congratulate the organizers
and volunteers, and we invite everyone to come out and participate.

Long live the Ottawa film festival!

E
[English]

ETHICS

Hon. Robert Thibault (West Nova, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, in just
two years, the Conservative Party has gone from rhetoric and bluster
about accountability to stories of shadowy Conservative operatives
working on behalf of the Prime Minister, offering financial
inducements to a man suffering from terminal cancer so that he
would overturn a democratically elected government.
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I cannot help but look across the aisle at my colleagues from the
Conservative Party and wonder where it all went wrong. It must be
disheartening to those sitting on the government benches.

So much for ideals and so much for promises they made to their
constituents. Instead, they watch and listen every day to the changing
story of the Prime Minister, the same Prime Minister whose voice
was recorded, the same Prime Minister who said that financial
considerations were on the table.

Mulroney had Fred, the Prime Minister has Flanagan and Finley,
all F's, not very good grades, not good at all.

* % %

GOVERNMENT OF ONTARIO

Mr. Pierre Poilievre (Nepean—Carleton, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
Dalton McGuinty did two things upon taking office. First, he
hammered the middle class with the biggest tax increase in Ontario
history, the McGuinty health tax. Second, he raised taxes on Ontario
businesses, targeting them and making them less competitive.

Because of McGuinty's regime in this province, Ontario has the
highest tax on new business investment anywhere in the developed
world.

Dalton McGuinty never met a tax he did not hike and, make no
mistake, these high taxes kill Ontario jobs.

However, it is never too late to do the right thing. Mr. McGuinty
has a budget coming up this month and we would encourage him to
do what we have done at the federal level, which is cut taxes for
investors, entrepreneurs and their workers. I ask him to liberate our
economy, let the eagle out of the bird cage and let us build our
economy on low tax and high competitiveness.

ORAL QUESTIONS
[English]

ETHICS

Hon. Ralph Goodale (Wascana, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, yesterday,
the Prime Minister again tried to dodge that damaging tape that
caught him talking knowledgeably about an offer to Chuck Cadman.
He has admitted in the House that it was indeed his voice mentioning
the offer to Chuck to replace financial considerations by people
legitimately representing the party.

However, yesterday, for the first time, the Prime Minister claimed
that the tape had been tampered with. If that is true, why did it take
over two weeks to say so, and will he table the complete unedited
tape in the House right now?

Mr. James Moore (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
Public Works and Government Services and for the Pacific
Gateway and the Vancouver-Whistler Olympics, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, the Liberals keep changing their story but the facts remain
the same.

First, the Liberals said that there was a meeting on May 17, 2005.
They were wrong. The Liberals said that we offered Chuck Cadman
a $1 million life insurance policy and that was false. The Liberals
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said that Chuck Cadman was not going to run again and that was
false. The Liberals asserted that I was somehow involved in
organizing a meeting and that was, of course, false.

The Liberals claim outrage but they have had this story for well
over a year and yet they continue to ask questions. If they were really
sincere about their outrage, they would have asked these questions
long ago.

As the Prime Minister has said, when this issue goes to court all
the facts will be on the table and the Liberal Party will be sorry for it.

Hon. Ralph Goodale (Wascana, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the
parliamentary secretary answers everything but the question.

The tape is from author Tom Zytaruk. He made it public. Dona
Cadman and her family stand by their statements that Conservatives
did make an offer to deal with their financial insecurity. That is
consistent with the tape.

If it is all false, why is the Prime Minister not suing the source of
the allegations, Mr. Zytaruk and the Cadmans? Is it not true that his
political lawsuit against the official opposition and now this tale
about a tampered tape are all a desperate dodge to avoid confronting
the Prime Minister's very own words?

® (1125)

Mr. James Moore (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
Public Works and Government Services and for the Pacific
Gateway and the Vancouver-Whistler Olympics, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, the Prime Minister of this country, just as any Canadian
citizen, from the newest Canadian citizen who was sworn in
yesterday to the Prime Minister of this country, has the right to
defend themselves from false accusations.

It is only the Liberal Party of Canada that has falsely accused the
Prime Minister of this country of a crime. He has a right to defend
himself and that is exactly what he is doing.

Hon. Ralph Goodale (Wascana, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the Prime
Minister is claiming that Mr. Zytaruk doctored the recording so he
must find the tape as released by Zytaruk to be truly damaging,
otherwise, why attack it.

Is it because of that specific mention of the offer to Chuck? Is it
the references to financial considerations, financial insecurity,
financial issues? Is it the admission that the people who made the
offer were legitimately representing the party?

It is easy to clear the air here. Why will the Prime Minister not just
table his own tape un-Grewaled, so to speak?

Mr. James Moore (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
Public Works and Government Services and for the Pacific
Gateway and the Vancouver-Whistler Olympics, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, as I have said, the Liberals have falsely accused the Prime
Minister of this country of a crime. This will see the full light of day
in court and the Liberals will be sorry for what they did.

The Prime Minister of this country has been consistent on this
issue. I have answered all the questions that have come before the
House of Commons, as has the Prime Minister of this country.
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The Liberals should apologize for what they have done in this
matter, which is falsely smear the Prime Minister of this country
without any evidence whatsoever.

Hon. Karen Redman (Kitchener Centre, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
libel cases begin with a process called examination for discovery
where the Prime Minister will be compelled under oath to answer all
the questions he is not answering here.

Why is the Prime Minister waiting for a judge to force him to give
Canadians answers? Why will he not simply explain here and now
why his own voice on a tape confirms that he knew representatives
were going to have discussions with Mr. Cadman about financial
considerations?

Mr. James Moore (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
Public Works and Government Services and for the Pacific
Gateway and the Vancouver-Whistler Olympics, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, it sounds to me like the Liberals do not like that part of law
that allows people to sue other people for making libellous
accusations against them.

Perhaps I would ask the member for Kitchener Centre a question.
Was she outraged when the leader of the Liberal Party in 2005 issued
a $400,000 lawsuit against the leader of the Bloc Québécois himself
for false accusations that he said were made against him?

The Prime Minister of this country, just like the leader of the
Liberal Party, has a right to defend himself, and that is exactly what
he is doing.

Hon. Karen Redman (Kitchener Centre, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the
Prime Minister can try to stop us from asking questions by launching
lawsuits but it will not work. He can stonewall the House and even
shut down the justice committee to prevent an investigation from
happening there, but he will not be able to dodge these questions
when he is in court and under oath.

Why will the Prime Minister not simply tell Canadians why he did
not stop Conservatives, who, by his own admission, were
legitimately representing the party, from discussing financial issues
with Mr. Cadman in order to try to get him to switch his vote?

Mr. James Moore (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
Public Works and Government Services and for the Pacific
Gateway and the Vancouver-Whistler Olympics, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, again, the accusation is entirely untrue, and as I have said
before, the Liberals do not have to take my word for it or that of the
Prime Minister. All we ask is that they take the word of Chuck
Cadman himself who, again, when he was asked on CTV's Mike
Dufty show if we were making any offer that was inappropriate, said
that the only offer was an unopposed nomination. Pressed again on
the issue by Mike Duffy, Chuck Cadman said, “Yes...that was the
only offer on anything that I had from anybody”.

The Liberals can cite Dona Cadman. Dona Cadman has said that
she trusts and believes in the Prime Minister of this country. So do
Canadians. When this comes to the light of day in law, the Liberals
will be sorry for their false accusations.

[Translation]

Mr. Pierre Paquette (Joliette, BQ): Mr. Speaker, with the
lawsuit he filed yesterday, the Prime Minister is continuing his
desperate attempt to rewrite the Cadman story. He maintains that he

knew nothing about the financial offers made to Mr. Cadman until
meeting with his widow on September 9, 2005. Yet, as he was
leaving her home a few minutes later that he told the reporter—in the
tape recording we have all heard—that he knew, before the vote on
May 19, 2005, three or four months earlier, that the offer made to
Mr. Cadman was “only to replace financial considerations”.

Does the Prime Minister realize that this cover-up is useless and
that the only thing he has to tell us is what he meant by “financial
considerations”?

® (1130)

Mr. James Moore (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
Public Works and Government Services and for the Pacific
Gateway and the Vancouver-Whistler Olympics, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, there is no cover-up; there are only facts. As I said
yesterday, I agree with the deputy leader of the opposition. A few
days ago, on television, he said that the fundamental question here is
whether a financial incentive was offered to a member of the
Parliament of Canada to convince him to change his vote. The
answer to that question is no.

Mr. Pierre Paquette (Joliette, BQ): Mr. Speaker, the Prime
Minister claims that the tape recording has been tampered with, but
he has provided no evidence of that. What he cannot deny is that in
the recording, we clearly hear his voice say that “financial
considerations” were offered to Mr. Cadman.

Can someone tell us what kind of “financial considerations” he
was talking about and how this was not a way of buying
Mr. Cadman's vote?

Mr. James Moore (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
Public Works and Government Services and for the Pacific
Gateway and the Vancouver-Whistler Olympics, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, no offer was made to Mr. Cadman, except the offer that
Mr. Cadman himself talked about, that is, an offer to return to our
caucus, to run as a candidate for the Conservative Party and to have
our support for his re-election as a Conservative Party candidate.
Mr. Cadman himself said so, and his word should be accepted as the
truth.

ACCESS TO INFORMATION ACT

Mrs. Carole Lavallée (Saint-Bruno—Saint-Hubert, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, the Conservatives' trademark is their secrecy and lack of
transparency. Former Justice Gomery recommended including the
public interest test in the Access to Information Act to avoid abuse
by the government and by the Prime Minister's Office. The
Conservatives promised this during the election campaign, but they
have done nothing.

Does the Prime Minister realize that the Conservatives are just like
the Liberals, even worse?
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Hon. Peter Van Loan (Leader of the Government in the House
of Commons and Minister for Democratic Reform, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, that is not true. Yesterday, we saw an example of our
government's different approach. Yesterday, the House of Commons
voted on a resolution concerning the future of the war in
Afghanistan, of our military mission in Afghanistan. Only under
our government could we have made such a decision in this House.
This is an example of how this government's approach differs from
the previous government's.

Mrs. Carole Lavallée (Saint-Bruno—Saint-Hubert, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, let us talk about the war in Afghanistan, since the latest
victim of a Conservative cover-up was the Military Police
Complaints Commission. In order to stall the commission's
investigation of torture allegations in Afghanistan, the Department
of Foreign Affairs has refused to grant the commission full access to
some documents that are essential to the investigation.

Is that not yet more proof that we cannot trust this Conservative
government, and that we must absolutely and immediately include
the public interest test in the Access to Information Act?

Hon. Peter MacKay (Minister of National Defence and
Minister of the Atlantic Canada Opportunities Agency, CPC):
Mr. Speaker, once again, unfortunately, the hon. member is
mistaken. It is clear that our government has cooperated with the
commission. Yesterday, we tabled a letter in the House of Commons
explaining this situation. The government will continue to cooperate
with the commission in the future. All government departments have
prepared the legal documents this commission needs.

E
[English]
LOBBYISTS
Ms. Libby Davies (Vancouver East, NDP): Mr. Speaker,

Emanuel Montenegrino is the Prime Minister's lawyer. He is also
now registered to lobby the Conservatives to approve the sale of
RADARSAT technology to an American weapons maker.

Considering Mr. Montenegrino's regular contributions to the
Prime Minister's Conservative campaigns, would the government not
want to keep its promise of openness and accountability and tell the
Prime Minister's counsel to stick to practising law and not political
lobbying?

Hon. Peter Van Loan (Leader of the Government in the House
of Commons and Minister for Democratic Reform, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, in our tough new accountability act we brought in sweeping
provisions, including those which extend to lobbying, and further
efforts to ensure transparency, more sweeping than any ever done
under any previous government.

Let me assure the member that when the Minister of Industry
makes the decision he is required to make on this, it will not be one
that is determined by lobbyists. It is a decision that will be
determined entirely by the best interests of Canada. He takes that
responsibility very seriously. I think all of us in the House know that
he will take it on that basis.

Ms. Libby Davies (Vancouver East, NDP): Mr. Speaker, that
answer is exactly why Canadians do not trust the Conservative
government.
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It is very simple. Mr. Montenegrino is the Prime Minister's lawyer.
He is lobbying for approval of the unethical sale of Canadian
RADARSAT technology to an American weapons maker in
violation of our national interests, putting Canadian sovereignty at
risk

The Conservatives promised accountability, so why is the Prime
Minister's lawyer and long time friend lobbying a minister for a
rotten deal that should never go through?

®(1135)

Hon. Peter Van Loan (Leader of the Government in the House
of Commons and Minister for Democratic Reform, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, this government has taken great steps to advance and assert
our sovereignty on the world stage much more strongly than has
happened under previous governments. We have seen that with our
initiatives in the north, where we are extending Canadian
sovereignty with serious commitments and investments, and we
are seeing that with our action elsewhere on the world stage.

In terms of the transaction in question, the decision will be made
on a simple basis: what is in Canada's best interests? That is how the
minister will make that decision.

E
[Translation]

FOREIGN AFFAIRS

Ms. Raymonde Folco (Laval—Les fles, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
Brenda Martin is languishing in a Mexican prison and is at the end of
her rope. While this Conservative government drags its feet, Ms.
Martin is hitting rock bottom. There are concerns that she will not
make it. She is so desperate that she says she is now thinking of
taking her own life.

What is this government waiting for to give her a glimmer of
hope? Since his ministers are incompetent, will the Prime Minister
finally deign to pick up the phone and help Ms. Martin?

[English]

Mr. Deepak Obhrai (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister
of Foreign Affairs, CPC): Mr. Speaker, like all members, we are
very concerned about Ms. Martin's health. We have expressed our
strong concerns to the Mexican authorities regarding inappropriate

conditions of her detention, delays in bringing her case to trial, and
lack of translation facilities.

I want to assure all Canadians and Ms. Martin that in the coming
weeks the Government of Canada will continue to press for a quick,
positive resolution to this case.

Ms. Raymonde Folco (Laval—Les fles, Lib.): It continues, Mr.
Speaker, and we will get more of the same. I am not at all certain that
the Canadian people really accept this answer.

The Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs would not even take
Ms. Martin's phone call. The secretary of state could not even be
bothered to visit Ms. Martin in jail when she was only 20 minutes
away. When she was asked why she did not visit Ms. Martin's cell,
where she was crammed in with 11 other prisoners, the secretary of
state answered, “It's not my job”.
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If it is not her job to help Brenda Martin, will the Prime Minister
use this break week to fill the void and make the case to have Ms.
Martin immediately returned to Canada?

Mr. Deepak Obhrai (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister
of Foreign Affairs, CPC): Mr. Speaker, as I said in my previous
answer, the government has made the highest of representations to
the Mexican authorities. The foreign affairs minister called the
foreign affairs minister of Mexico just last week to express his strong
concerns on this case.

Again, I can assure Canadians and Ms. Martin that we will
continue to talk with the highest levels of the Mexican authorities to
have a quick, positive resolution to this case.

* % %

CANADA-U.S. RELATIONS

Mr. Michael Savage (Dartmouth—Cole Harbour, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, the Minister of Foreign Affairs continues to hide behind his
so-called investigation into the leak of confidential diplomatic
information, which continues to interfere in the U.S. presidential
election. He will not release any details. He will not give us any
facts. He expects us to trust him on this one.

Unfortunately, when it comes to trust, the government's record is
miserable and Canadians know it. Will the minister ask Ambassador
Michael Wilson to step aside during this investigation to prevent any
further leaks and any further damage to our relationship with the
United States?

Mr. Deepak Obhrai (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister
of Foreign Affairs, CPC): Mr. Speaker, as the Prime Minister has
already said, we take this matter very seriously.

However, I want to tell members that NAFTA has been a very,
very good agreement between Canada and the U.S.A. It has helped
raise living standards and it is touted as one of the best trade
agreements. Not only that, but we take our relationship with our
southern partners very seriously. It is a strong relationship and we
will continue to further this relationship.

As I have said, as the Prime Minister has said and as the Minister
of Foreign Affairs has said, the investigation is going on and
appropriate action will be taken when the results are out.

Mr. Michael Savage (Dartmouth—Cole Harbour, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, that is no answer, so let me make it specific and easy for the
government. Article 41.1 of the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic
Relations says of relations between nations that the government has
“a duty not to interfere in the internal affairs of that State”.

That seems pretty clear. Has the minister even sought a legal
opinion as to whether Michael Wilson's involvement in the NAFTA
leaks constituted a breach of this international convention?

Mr. Deepak Obhrai (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister
of Foreign Affairs, CPC): Mr. Speaker, I fail to understand why
they do not listen to what I have just answered, which is very clear
and straightforward. The investigation is going on. When the results
are in, we will take appropriate action as deemed necessary, but I
would like to tell the hon. member that even the U.S. ambassador to
Canada has said that this matter is now over.

We take our relationship with our southern partners very seriously
and we will continue strengthening our relationship.

% % %
[Translation]

OMAR KHADR

Ms. Pauline Picard (Drummond, BQ): Mr. Speaker, in the case
of Omar Khadr, the young Canadian held in Guantanamo, we have
learned that the American sergeant who interrogated him is before a
court martial accused of abusing detainees during interrogations. It is
even suspected that he caused the death of one of them. We know
that, during his detention, Mr. Khadr was subjected to cruel and
inhumane treatment.

What is the government waiting for to bring him back to Canada
for his trial?
® (1140)

[English]

Mr. Deepak Obhrai (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister
of Foreign Affairs, CPC): Mr. Speaker, Mr. Khadr faces very
serious charges. The Government of Canada has sought and received
assurances that Mr. Khadr is being treated humanely. Department

officials have carried out several welfare visits with Mr. Khadr and
will continue to do so.

[Translation]

Ms. Pauline Picard (Drummond, BQ): Mr. Speaker, we have
also learned that an American army officer allegedly changed a
report in order to blame young Mr. Khadr. The first report, the
original one, said that the assailant had been killed. Mr. Khadr was
therefore not involved in this case. In view of the facts, there is no
reason for the government to wait.

When will it take action to bring Omar Khadr home?
[English]

Mr. Deepak Obhrai (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister
of Foreign Affairs, CPC): Mr. Speaker, as I stated, Mr. Khadr faces
serious charges. At the current time, the case is going on, the legal
process is on and appeals are on, but from Canada's point of view,
we will continue visiting Mr. Khadr to see to his well-being. I can
assure members that we have asked the U.S. to treat him humanely.

E
[Translation]

MANUFACTURING AND FORESTRY INDUSTRIES

Mr. Mario Laframboise (Argenteuil—Papineau—Mirabel,
BQ): Mr. Speaker, on Wednesday, the Standing Committee on
Finance adopted a report calling on the government to provide
additional assistance to the manufacturing and forestry sectors out of
the current year's $10.2 billion surplus.

The crises in the manufacturing and forestry industries are
threatening thousands of jobs in the regions of Quebec. Will the
minister comply with the wishes of Parliament and forget about
putting all that money toward the debt, so that he can improve the
assistance plan before March 31?
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[English]

Hon. Diane Ablonczy (Secretary of State (Small Business and
Tourism), CPC): Mr. Speaker, the Minister of Industry has made it
clear on numerous occasions that the government has given literally
billions of dollars in assistance to the manufacturing sector in terms
of tax breaks and in terms of direct funds in money to assist this
sector.

It is never enough for the member opposite. I do not understand
why he thinks the manufacturing sector is not able to make use of the
substantial assistance this government has provided. He needs to
have a little more faith in—

The Speaker: The hon. member for Argenteuil—Papineau—
Mirabel.

[Translation]

Mr. Mario Laframboise (Argenteuil—Papineau—Mirabel,
BQ): Mr. Speaker, he has no compassion for people who have lost
their jobs.

The International Monetary Fund encourages member countries to
increase public spending to stimulate growth, which is threatened by
a significant global economic slowdown. According to the Institute
for Policy Analysis, Quebec and Ontario may already be in the grip
of a recession.

Will the minister finally open his eyes and help the sectors
affected by this crisis by using part of the $10.2 billion surplus
before March 31? He has plenty of time, and he certainly has plenty
of money.

[English]

Mr. Ted Menzies (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
Finance, CPC): Mr. Speaker, I might add to the previous answer
given in the House that Quebec alone received $400 million in
equalization payments. That is what this government put together as
a start. There was a system in the country that was not equal. That is
where we started.

We have included tax cuts, with $10 billion in tax relief for
industries. We have put forward a $1 billion community develop-
ment trust fund to help those people impacted in one-industry towns.

* % %

CITIZENSHIP AND IMMIGRATION

Mr. David McGuinty (Ottawa South, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the
government is so desperate to close the door on immigrants that it
will ignore the painful mistakes of previous Conservative govern-
ments that tried to do the very same thing. Diefenbaker tried to shut
out immigrants by capping the system only to abandon his plan a
month later because his policies were short-sighted and misguided.

Why does the minister insist on closing Canada's doors to the
newcomers we desperately need to fuel our labour and population
growth even though history shows this is absolutely the wrong
approach?

Hon. Diane Finley (Minister of Citizenship and Immigration,
CPC): Mr. Speaker, the member opposite is absolutely wrong. In
fact, last year this Conservative government welcomed more
immigrants to Canada than has been done in almost 100 years.
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Not only are we doing more, we are doing it better. In the family
reunification class we have made that a priority and now cases are
getting processed 20% to 40% faster than they did under the
previous government. We are making great strides in cleaning up the
Liberals' immigration mess.

®(1145)

Mr. David McGuinty (Ottawa South, Lib.): Some progress, Mr.
Speaker. The backlog has increased by 100,000 in 26 months. I
would ask the minister to get to work and not by closing the doors on
immigrants.

[Translation]

Let us be clear. The Conservatives say that Canada has received
429,000 newcomers, but that number has been falsely inflated by
temporary workers and students.

Why is the government trying to distract people from its plan to
significantly reduce the number of newcomers by fudging the
numbers and tooting its own horn about its pathetic record on
immigration?

[English]

Hon. Diane Finley (Minister of Citizenship and Immigration,
CPC): Mr. Speaker, our government has two objectives. The first is
to bring more newcomers here to fill jobs and be reunited with their
families. The second is to do it faster.

Let us contrast that with the Liberals' record on immigration. They
ballooned the backlog from 50,000 to 800,000. They took
processing times from three to six months to three to six years.
They voted against reducing the head tax that they brought in. They
voted against launching the foreign credentials referral office. We are
fixing the Liberals' immigration mess.

* % %

AFGHANISTAN

Hon. Keith Martin (Esquimalt—Juan de Fuca, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, yesterday every government member voted to rebalance our
mission in Afghanistan. A new report by the Canadian Council for
International Co-operation clearly shows that peace efforts in
Afghanistan are in disarray and they are not supported by the
international community. It calls on Canada to rebalance its mission
which is crucial to the mission's success.

My question is for the Minister of Foreign Affairs. What specific
plan is his government going to offer to achieve the tribal
reconciliation that is absolutely crucial for the success of our
mission in Afghanistan?

Hon. Peter MacKay (Minister of National Defence and
Minister of the Atlantic Canada Opportunities Agency, CPC):
Mr. Speaker, in fact, the government has been moving in the
direction for some time in order to put greater emphasis on the
training component and greater emphasis on cultural sensitivity
around the issues that relate to interaction with the people of
Afghanistan.
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We, of course, have committed over $1 billion, most recently
$100 million in this budget specifically for issues around
infrastructure, investment, and programs, so that more kids can be
in school, more women can access microcredit financing, and more
effort can be made to develop the situation in Afghanistan so the
people themselves can do more for themselves in their country.

Hon. Keith Martin (Esquimalt—Juan de Fuca, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, it is important how much we spend, but it is more important
that we spend that money effectively. The Liberal plan offers that
peace will only occur in Afghanistan if the people can provide for
their own security.

I would like to ask the minister this question. Will he support our
plan that his government take to Bucharest a very specific position
for NATO to set timelines and hard targets for the Afghan people to
have their own police, army, corrections and judicial personnel that
are properly paid, trained and equipped? These four pillars for
Afghanistan security are—

The Speaker: The hon. Minister of National Defence.

Hon. Peter MacKay (Minister of National Defence and
Minister of the Atlantic Canada Opportunities Agency, CPC):
Mr. Speaker, that is again, of course, exactly what Canada and
NATO are doing. As usual, we are seeing an after the fact recitation
from the hon. member about what he would like to see happen.

He and his party supported the vote last night to extend the
mission. We thank him for that support. It is now a Canadian
position that was endorsed by the Parliament of Canada. This is good
news for the soldiers, aid workers and diplomats who are doing this
important work on behalf of our country.

It is something that should be a source of pride for all Canadians.
Aside from the partisanship, this is something that Canada in the
future will look back upon as a tremendous historic vote of
confidence in our soldiers.

* % %

GOVERNMENT ACCOUNTABILITY

Mr. James Bezan (Selkirk—Interlake, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
yesterday retired Justice John Gomery appeared at the government
operations committee and spoke on ethics and accountability.

It has come to light that two former employees of the Liberal
Party, with links to the sponsorship scandal, were hired to work on
Bob Rae's leadership campaign. I wonder if they are working on his
campaign right now in Toronto Centre.

After Canadians fired the Liberals for their lack of ethics, our
government was elected on our promise to clean up government.

Can the Parliamentary Secretary to the President of the Treasury
Board tell the House what measures we have taken to bring back
accountability?

® (1150)

Mr. Pierre Poilievre (Parliamentary Secretary to the President
of the Treasury Board, CPC): Mr. Speaker, yesterday Judge
Gomery indicated that he still has not found the $40 million in
missing Liberal dollars.

He also pointed back to his report which said that a Mr. Gaetano
Manganiello was part of the sponsorship scandal in accepting part of
the $82,000 that was paid to Pluri Design, a company for which he
did not actually work.

This individual is now part of the Bob Rae team and helped him in
his leadership campaign, which means that Bob Rae, who wrote the
Liberal election platform, is the worst part of the NDP free spending
and Liberal scandal. Bad hybrid.

* % %

AFGHANISTAN

Mr. Paul Dewar (Ottawa Centre, NDP): Mr. Speaker, it is not
yet a foregone conclusion that Canada will be at war in Afghanistan
for another three years. For the extension to come into effect, NATO
needs to come up with an additional 1,000 soldiers and the
deployment of medium and heavy lift capacity. To date no official
announcements have been made on additional troops committed to
the war or planned procurement of airlift capacity.

Will the Minister of Foreign Affairs clarify today that if these
conditions are not met, Canada will not extend its combat mission in
Afghanistan?

Hon. Peter MacKay (Minister of National Defence and
Minister of the Atlantic Canada Opportunities Agency, CPC):
Mr. Speaker, I would like to thank the member, no, I cannot thank
the member for his support for the motion last night.

Last night the Parliament of Canada took the position that Canada
would continue in Afghanistan. We would continue a whole of
government approach which does include, of course, giving our men
and women in uniform the necessary equipment to carry out this
mission, to execute the security perimeter that will allow for greater
development, and greater efforts at the humanitarian relief that is
taking place in that war-torn country.

Canada should be very proud of that effort. We are looking
forward, with the support of the Liberal Party, to seeing this mission
continue and that the resources are—

The Speaker: The hon. member for Ottawa Centre.

Mr. Paul Dewar (Ottawa Centre, NDP): Mr. Speaker, my
conscience is clear. I do not know about the members on the other
side.

The Manley report spoke very critically about the lack of
coordination of combat operations in Kandahar, and from all
accounts the situation will likely only get worse, not better.

If the only NATO ally coming forward with additional troops is
the United States, can the government explain whether the marines
will come under the command of NATO or the command of
Operation Enduring Freedom? If they do fall under a separate
command, how is having two parallel combat missions in the same
place, at the same time, going to help rectify the coordination
problems that exist?
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Hon. Peter MacKay (Minister of National Defence and
Minister of the Atlantic Canada Opportunities Agency, CPC):
Mr. Speaker, I see the member has been reading his latest copy of
Esprit de Corps magazine. I know he is a subscriber to that and he is
up-to-date on some of the latest tactical manoeuvres happening in
Afghanistan.

This is an ISAF mission. It has the United Nations Security
Council resolution. It is a NATO-led mission. Efforts are being made
that will help to eradicate one of the worst exporters of terrorism that
the world has ever seen.

The member opposite would suggest that we could send a combat
unit of mimes to Afghanistan. We would withdraw all the soldiers
and then we would have to withdraw all the aid workers as well.

* % %

GOVERNMENT POLICIES

Mr. John Maloney (Welland, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, in this most
unaccountable government: the environment minister is implicated
in the Larry O'Brien bribery case while doing more damage than
good to the environment; the health minister ignores his promise on
hospital wait times; the finance minister undermines Ontario's
economy by calling it “the last place to invest”; and the government
House leader insults his province's premier.

Why is the Prime Minister sitting back and allowing his gang of
four to wreak havoc on this country the way they did on Ontario
when they were at Queen's Park?

Hon. Peter Van Loan (Leader of the Government in the House
of Commons and Minister for Democratic Reform, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, there was one thing that we did learn from that time and
that was the importance of doing exactly what we said we would do,
and that is what this government is doing.

We are delivering on our commitments with the toughest
accountability act ever in Canadian history. We promised it. We
did it. We committed to reduce taxes, reduce the GST and reduce
personal income taxes. We said it. We did it. We delivered it. We said
we would take action on the environment. We said it. We did it. We
delivered it. It is the same thing with tackling violent crime. We said
it. We did it. We delivered it.

The only thing that stood in our way was—

Some hon. members: The Liberals.
The Speaker: The hon. member for Welland.

Mr. John Maloney (Welland, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, let us not beat
around the bush. Four of this government's most prominent ministers
continue to insult the intelligence of Ontarians.

Ontario deserves its democratically allotted seats. Ontario does not
deserve this unaccountable government. Two to one, Ontarians
believe in a balanced approach, not a Mike Harris approach to its
economy. Ontarians deserve a government and its elected Con-
servative MPs to step up and represent them.

Will the Conservative government apologize for the actions of its
ministers?

Oral Questions
®(1155)

Hon. Peter Van Loan (Leader of the Government in the House
of Commons and Minister for Democratic Reform, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, the member is absolutely right in this regard, Ontarians
deserve members of Parliament who will stand up for them.

And guess what, when it came to tackling violent crime, where
were the Liberals? Sitting in their seats. When it came to tax cuts,
where were the Liberals? Sitting in their seats. When it came to
ensuring we continued to have a balanced budget and a good fiscal
framework, where were the Liberals? Sitting in their seats.

In fact, as I look at their ranks, I think there must be a vote coming
today.

ONTARIO ECONOMY

Hon. Sue Barnes (London West, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the finance
minister has gone on a crusade to undermine the Ontario economy
by calling it the last place to invest.

Why is the finance minister determined to use his federal position
to wreak havoc with the Ontario economy the way he did when he
was the Mike Harris treasurer?

Mr. Ted Menzies (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
Finance, CPC): Mr. Speaker, the hon. minister stated yesterday in
this House that he was hopeful that Premier McGuinty's provincial
budget on March 25 would provide long term, broad-based support
by reducing its provincial corporate income tax and by making a
commitment to fully eliminate capital taxes for businesses in all
sectors.

It is the finance minister's role to encourage all provinces to get up
to speed, to get up to where other provinces are, and to encourage
investment.

Hon. Sue Barnes (London West, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the finance
minister's double-talk does go further. The man who pretends to
balance the books actually left a $5.6 billion deficit when he was a
provincial finance minister.

He claims he supports infrastructure and Ontario communities, but
calls them whiners. He says he is not in the “pothole business”.

When will the finance minister censor himself, instead of
Canadian films for the benefit of the public good?

Mr. Ted Menzies (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
Finance, CPC): Mr. Speaker, the federal finance minister is
absolutely within his jurisdiction to encourage that all provinces
get up to the same investment opportunities such as British
Columbia.

We cannot help but acknowledge what happened in the Quebec
budget yesterday. The Quebec government has actually decided to
abolish capital taxes. That is simply what the finance minister is
encouraging the government in Ontario to do.
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[Translation]

AEROSPACE INDUSTRY

Mr. Luc Malo (Verchéres—Les Patriotes, BQ): Mr. Speaker,
the fact that Quebec, which represents 54% of the aerospace
industry, is not getting its fair share does not matter to the
Conservatives. So much so that in the contract for the 17 Hercules
aircraft, Quebec will have fewer economic spinoffs than the
Maritimes, which represents just 5% of the industry. The
Conservative ideology of laissez-faire clearly translates as doing
everything it can against Quebec.

When will the ministers from Quebec stand up for Quebec and
help it get its fair share of these government contracts?

Hon. Lawrence Cannon (Minister of Transport, Infrastruc-
ture and Communities, CPC): Mr. Speaker, here is one more Bloc
Québécois member who is unable to deliver anything for Quebeck-
ers. He walks around Quebec empty handed. Over the past two
years, we have corrected the fiscal imbalance, which allowed
Quebec to have a balanced budget and gave Quebec an additional
$4.5 billion. We have also intervened in the manufacturing sector.
We are taking action for Quebeckers in the aerospace industry. We
are delivering the goods, unlike the Bloc Québécois.

Mr. Luc Malo (Verchéres—Les Patriotes, BQ): Mr. Speaker,
RADARSAT-2, an innovative satellite designed and built at the
Canadian Space Agency in St. Hubert, could end up in the hands of a
U.S. company.

Is the Minister of Industry going to allow all of Canada and
Quebec's contribution in research to be destroyed by disregarding
CIDA and IDRC's intellectual property and ongoing development
projects and allowing MDA's activities to be sold to ATK, a major
weapons and munitions manufacturer?

Hon. Lawrence Cannon (Minister of Transport, Infrastruc-
ture and Communities, CPC): Mr. Speaker, since we have been in
power, we have established a fair policy for all the regions. We know
full well that Quebec has a very strong aerospace industry. We have
encouraged it. We know that Quebec has developed a critical mass
around research and development. We have supported it. Quebeckers
know that one thing is clear. When the time comes to deliver the
goods and keep a promise, they can depend on us. The Bloc
Québécois can never do that.

® (1200)

REGIONAL ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

Hon. John McCallum (Markham—~Unionville, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, Calypso park, in the municipality of La Nation, will create
550 full-time seasonal jobs beginning in 2009. The Ontario
government is on-board as is the municipality. But lip service is
all that is being offered by the Conservatives and the member for
Glengarry—Prescott—Russell.

Why are Conservatives creating false hopes by saying that they
are in favour of the project without providing financial support?

Hon. Lawrence Cannon (Minister of Transport, Infrastruc-
ture and Communities, CPC): Mr. Speaker, [ am stunned. Finally a
member from the greater Toronto area who is beginning to take an
interest in another part of Ontario, the greater Ottawa area.

I have to say that this government promised, first and foremost, to
work with the provinces on a program for infrastructure renewal
throughout the country.

In fact, my colleague made an announcement regarding Highway
174, in his riding, which will contribute a great deal more to his
region than other projects proposed by the opposition.

% % %
[English]

THE ENVIRONMENT

Mr. Blaine Calkins (Wetaskiwin, CPC): Mr. Speaker, the
previous Liberal government shamefully did nothing for the
environment the entire time it was in power. However, that has all
changed with this Conservative government, as we are taking real
action in the face of climate change.

In fact, the former premier of Quebec, Pierre Marc Johnson,
recently said that with the regulatory measures announced last week
by the Minister of the Environment, Canada had gained back its
international credibility.

Could the Minister of Transport tell the House how he intends to
address fuel consumption for the vehicles on Canadian roads and
how the Conservative government will continue to deliver real
action for our environment and the air that we breathe?

Hon. Lawrence Cannon (Minister of Transport, Infrastruc-
ture and Communities, CPC): Mr. Speaker, we are the first
government that has committed to reduce greenhouse gases by 20%
by 2020. What is interesting is what Pierre Marc Johnson, the
successor to René Lévesque in Quebec, as we all know, said. What
did this former premier say? He said:

[Translation]

Canada will now be able to speak once again with credibility in the international
community by contributing more than words to the stabilization of the concentration
of greenhouse gas emissions—

[English]
We are getting the job done.

* % %

CITIZENSHIP AND IMMIGRATION

Ms. Olivia Chow (Trinity—Spadina, NDP): Mr. Speaker, new
Canadians are getting used to disappointment. Year after year Liberal
governments let the immigration backlogs grow. The solution of the
Conservatives is just as absurd. They just will not take as many
applications.

If the Conservative government were serious about clearing the
backlog, it would have restored all the cuts the Liberals inflicted on
Canada's overseas offices and relax the point system so more
families can come.

Why, instead, does it put corporate tax cuts ahead of family
reunification?
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Hon. Diane Finley (Minister of Citizenship and Immigration,
CPC): Mr. Speaker, I can hardly believe the members of the NDP
would have the nerve to ask us about immigration when we look at
their record.

They voted against an additional $1.4 billion for resettlement
funding for newcomers. They voted against the foreign credentials
referrals office. They voted against cutting the head tax on
immigrants. Now they want to vote against reducing waiting times.

NDP members should be ashamed of themselves.

Ms. Olivia Chow (Trinity—Spadina, NDP): Mr. Speaker, that is
an unbelievable answer.

Canada must increase the target number of immigrants into the
country to 1% of the population in order to renew our workforce and
drive our economy. The Conservatives' answer is to import massive
numbers of temporary foreign workers, who are vulnerable to
mistreatment and abuse.

Why is the government interested only in providing cheap labour
to big corporations and not letting ordinary family members bring
their loved ones into Canada?

Hon. Diane Finley (Minister of Citizenship and Immigration,
CPC): Mr. Speaker, we have made significant progress on reuniting
immigrant families. In fact, we are now processing those cases 20%
to 40% faster than they were before we took office. We want to get
families reunited faster and more skilled workers here sooner. That is
our objective. We are going to do it, even if the NDP continues to
vote against us.

® (1205)

AGRICULTURE

Hon. Wayne Easter (Malpeque, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, we know
the parliamentary secretary's vendetta against the Wheat Board leads
him to say ridiculous things. However, he seriously crossed the line
when he attacked the president of the National Farmers Union and
released confidential information on Mr. Wells' business through the
Board. The minister confirmed yesterday such information was
requested.

As demanded in a letter from Mr. Wells, will the parliamentary
secretary apologize for his unsubstantiated, defamatory, incorrect
and disgraceful remarks? Will he stand in his place today and
apologize?

Mr. David Anderson (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister
of Natural Resources and for the Canadian Wheat Board, CPC):
Mr. Speaker, it is always good to see the Liberals focus on
agriculture at 12:10 p.m. on Friday. That is the only time that they
ever ask questions. It is also good to see they are disconnected with
agriculture because their questions are always full of misinformation.

I really object to what the member is doing today. He is following
the NDP leader from yesterday. The minister answered the question
yesterday.

Mr. Wells is well known as an organic farmer. If they are accusing
me of saying that he was one, the NFU website says that. My
question for Mr. Wells is simply this. Has he been able to take

Oral Questions

advantage of the organic grower special buy-back this year? If he
has, why is he telling other farmers that they cannot have the same
deal?

* % %

GOVERNMENT APPOINTMENTS

Mr. Mike Allen (Tobique—Mactaquac, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
earlier this week the member from Beauséjour publicly accused the
government of failing to appoint bilingual judges to New Brunswick
benches.

[Translation]

As a member from New Brunswick, I am proud of our heritage
and of the fact that ours is the only bilingual province. I would like
these remarks clarified.

[English]

Could the parliamentary secretary to the Minister of Justice
correct this erroneous statement and in the process set the member
opposite straight?

[Translation]

Mr. Rob Moore (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
Justice and Attorney General of Canada, CPC): Mr. Speaker, as a
member from the province of New Brunswick, I am pleased to reply
to this question.

[English]

Our government has appointed six of the forty federally appointed
judges in New Brunswick. Of the six, three are fully bilingual. We
are guided by the principles of merit and legal excellence, as well as
thinking linguistic competence.

As the member from Beauséjour should know, it was his
colleague, the member from Moncton—Riverview—Dieppe, who
said “They look like pretty good appointments and I am glad they
are filling the vacancies”. We agree.

* % %

FOREIGN AFFAIRS

Hon. Bryon Wilfert (Richmond Hill, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the
upcoming Olympics has led to crackdowns against human rights
advocates in China. This week marks the 49th anniversary of the
failed uprising in Tibet against Chinese rule.

In recent days we have seen the arrest and release of Teng Biao,
Beijing human rights lawyer and activist, as well as the use of force
against protestors and Buddhist monks in Tibet today. What specific
steps will the government take to address this situation? 1 do not
want the general platitudes that we heard yesterday.

Mr. Deepak Obhrai (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister
of Foreign Affairs, CPC): Mr. Speaker, we are alarmed at the
deterioration of the situation, including increasing reports of
violence. We have expressed our concerns to the Chinese
ambassador and, through our embassy in Beijing, to the Chinese
government. We are also asking for some clarification on the current
situation in Lhasa as well as information on the whereabouts and the
well-being of Canadians in the affected area.
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PRIVILEGE
ORAL QUESTION PERIOD — SPEAKER'S RULING

The Speaker: That concludes question period for today. With the
consent of the House, I would like to go back briefly to the question
of privilege raised yesterday by the hon. member for Acadie—
Bathurst and the statements by the hon. member for Gatineau and the
hon. member for Ottawa—Vanier.

As I mentioned yesterday, when I quoted page 433 of House of
Commons Procedure and Practice, 1 still believe that:
In most instances, when a point of order or a question of privilege has been raised
in regard to a response to an oral question, the Speaker has ruled that the matter is a
disagreement among Members over the facts surrounding the issue. As such, these
matters are more a question of debate and do not constitute a breach of the rules or of
privilege.

However, having read a letter sent to the Standing Committee on
Official Languages by the Minister of Canadian Heritage, Status of
Women and Official Languages, I can see that there may have been a
misunderstanding about what the minister said during oral question
period on March 12.

In order to clear up what was likely an misunderstanding, I believe
it would be highly appropriate for the hon. minister to clarify the
facts when the opportunity arises in the near future.

I thank the hon. members for their attention.

The hon. Leader of the Government in the House of Commons on
a point of order.
®(1210)
[English]

Hon. Peter Van Loan (Leader of the Government in the House
of Commons and Minister for Democratic Reform, CPC): Mr.

Speaker, this is relevant and rises out of the comments you just
made.

The Minister of Canadian Heritage is not here today, but she did
want me to table the correspondence before the House that she
provided relating to it. The suggestion was that she had indicated she
was not prepared to appear at committee. Her letter to the chair of the
committee, on February 25, states quite clearly the opposite. She
indicates:

[Translation]

I will be pleased to appear before the committee to discuss the next phase of the
action plan as soon as I have finished working on it.

[English]

Therefore, I think that helps complete the record and explains her
answer. If you wish, Mr. Speaker, she could explain it further, but I
am happy to table this document on her behalf.

* % %

POINTS OF ORDER

COMMENTS BY MEMBER FOR MALPEQUE AND MEMBER FOR TORONTO—
DANFORTH

Mr. David Anderson (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister
of Natural Resources and for the Canadian Wheat Board, CPC):

Mr. Speaker, I want to address the strange and almost bizarre
accusation or mistake that the member for Toronto—Danforth made
yesterday and the member for Malpeque has made again today.

I want to point out that I have never in fact implied, as the member
for Toronto—Danforth said, that I was aware of the individual
business relationship of one farmer, the head of the National Farmers
Union, no less, and the Canadian Wheat Board.

Apparently what he was referring to yesterday were my comments
in the House of Commons where I called Mr. Wells an organic
farmer. I had asked Mr. Wells, as farmers across western Canada
have asked him, to explain if he was taking the special deal that the
Canadian Wheat Board offers to organic producers at the same time
his organization was taking the position that other farmers should not
have those same opportunities.

Mr. Wells, his neighbours, his own organization and the Internet,
if you go on it, Sir, all recognize him as an organic farmers.
Therefore, if that was the members' accusation, I guess they have
demonstrated, once again, the failure of their research abilities,
particularly the NDP.

Even with those limitations, it seems to me that both the member
for Toronto—Danforth and the member for Malpeque have the
responsibility to ensure they are accurate and to tell the truth.

I would appreciate if they would actually have the stomach, the
guts, to stand up today to acknowledge their mistakes and apologize
for their misleading comments. They have misled western Canadian
farmers. They have misled the House as well. Therefore, I would
appreciate that apology.

Hon. Wayne Easter (Malpeque, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the incident
that I believe the leader of the New Democratic Party yesterday
brought forward and myself again today relates to a personal attack
that was launched by the parliamentary secretary during the
emergency debate on livestock on February 13 in the House. You
can refer to that debate and see the remarks.

I have in my hand, and I would be willing to table it, a letter that is
directed to the parliamentary secretary, signed by Stewart Wells,
president of the National Farmers Union. He states clearly:

I am writing regarding a personal attack that you launched against me during an
emergency debate on "livestock” on February 13, 2008 in the House of Commons.

You are hiding behind your parliamentary immunity by attacking me in the House
of Commons, where I cannot defend myself nor can I find a remedy for your
defamation through the courts. Your comments in the House of Commons are
unacceptable and a disgrace to you and your party.

You have deliberately implied—

This is the meat of the evidence, Mr. Speaker:

—to the House of Commons that you know how I market my grain through the
Canadian Wheat Board. The only way you could have any knowledge of my
personal business dealings is if you have been abusing your powers and
investigating my transactions with the Canadian Wheat Board.

On the parliamentary secretary's point that he just raised, the
minister yesterday, in response to the question by the leader of the
NDP, said that this information was requested from the board.

Therefore, this is a serious matter of commercial confidentiality
coming from the board that the member released in the House.

Mr. Wells goes on further to say:
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Have you been abusing your office as Parliamentary Secretary and investigating
my personal business transactions with the Canadian Wheat Board? Either you have
intimate knowledge of my business dealings with the Canadian Wheat Board, or you
are lying to the House of Commons when you pretend to know how I market my
grain-which is it?

I will conclude by the request that Mr. Wells made, directed to the
parliamentary secretary, when he said:

Do you have the integrity required to stand in the House of Commons and
apologize to your colleagues and then make a further apology to me for your
unsubstantiated, defamatory, and incorrect remarks?

That relates to the point of order raised. Clearly the member has
used confidential commercial information in attacking a constituent
in his own riding and a president of a national farm organization.

® (1215)

The Speaker: The hon. parliamentary secretary, a brief response,
but this sounds to me like a dispute as to facts.

Mr. David Anderson: Mr. Speaker, it may be a dispute as to the
facts but he is also twisting what the minister said yesterday in the
House, so I would refer you to that as well. He clearly fails to
understand the issues here and has tried to mislead Canadians,
western Canadian farmers in particular, and, I would suggest, the
House as well.

The Speaker: Is the hon. member for Winnipeg Centre rising on
the same point?

Mr. Pat Martin (Winnipeg Centre, NDP): Mr. Speaker, I do rise
on the same point just briefly, if you will allow me a moment, as it
was the leader of my party who asked the question yesterday that
seems to have set this off.

We too are speaking on behalf of Mr. Wells who, as a private
citizen and as a personal individual, had his personal and private
information dragged before the House of Commons in a way that
only someone with privileged inside access could have knowledge
of.

I would just remind the Chair of one ruling in Marleau and
Montpetit that speaks to this. I hope the parliamentary secretary is
taking note and that he will pass this on to the minister from
yesterday.

On page 77, under “Privileges and Immunities”, dealing with the
right to free speech in the House of Commons, Speaker Parent is
quoted as saying:

“..paramount to our political and parliamentary systems is the principle of
freedom of speech, a member's right to stand in this House unhindered to speak
his or her mind. However when debate in the House centres on sensitive issues, as
it often does, I would expect that members would always bear in mind the
possible effects of their statements and hence be prudent in their tone and choice
of words”.

Speakers have also stated that although there is a need for Members to express
their opinions openly in a direct fashion, it is also important that citizens' reputations
are not unfairly attacked. In a ruling on a question of privilege, Speaker Fraser
expressed his concern that an individual who was not a Member of the House had
been referred to by name and noted that this concern had also been shared by some
Members who had participated in the discussion....

When we drag the personal, confidential, commercial information
of a private individual before this House of Commons in a way that
could easily be taken as a politically slanted and biased opinion,
because let us face it, the government of the day is virtually at war
with the friends of the Canadian Wheat Board, the National Farmers
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Union and all farmers who are opposed to its ideological crusade to
smash and undermine the Canadian Wheat Board, when the minister
uses that information to sully the reputation or to try to smear the
reputation of a private citizen, they have abused their privileges of
the right to free speech in the House and left no avenue of recourse
for the individual.

The flip side of the coin, of members' privilege to say whatever
they want in the House, is the right of citizens to be able to defend
themselves. However, they have no such recourse when those
comments are made within the parliamentary privilege. That is why
the Speaker has to take care that members do not abuse that privilege
and malign private citizens.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Royal Galipeau): The Speaker has
heard the points that were made today. I thank the hon. member for
Malpeque, the hon. parliamentary secretary and the hon. member for
Winnipeg Centre.

As the Speaker has noted, there seems to be a dispute on fact and
not a dispute related to a point of privilege. In any event, the Speaker
will return to the House, if necessary, but I think that the House has
heard sufficiently on that topic for moment.

%* % %
® (1220)

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE

Hon. Peter Van Loan (Leader of the Government in the House
of Commons and Minister for Democratic Reform, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, I simply wish to do what I would have had the opportunity
to do on Thursday but the opposition House leader did not conduct
the usual role of the opposition House leader in asking the Thursday
question. As a result, there has not been an opportunity, because of
the failure of the opposition to play their traditional role, to advise
the House of the following.

At this time, I would like to designate Monday, March 31,
Tuesday, April 1, and Wednesday, April 2, as allotted days. Those
will be our first three days back after the Easter break.

ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS
[English]
GOVERNMENT RESPONSE TO PETITIONS

Mrs. Lynne Yelich (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
Human Resources and Social Development, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
pursuant to Standing Order 36(8) I have the honour to table, in both
official languages, the government's responses to seven petitions.

* % %

BUDGET IMPLEMENTATION ACT, 2008

Hon. Lawrence Cannon (for the Minister of Finance) moved
for leave to introduce Bill C-50, An Act to implement certain
provisions of the budget tabled in Parliament on February 26, 2008
and to enact provisions to preserve the fiscal plan set out in that
budget.
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(Motions deemed adopted, bill read the first time and printed)

* % %

COMMITTEES OF THE HOUSE
ACCESS TO INFORMATION, PRIVACY AND ETHICS

Mr. Paul Szabo (Mississauga South, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I move
that the third report of the Standing Committee on Access to
Information, Privacy and Ethics presented on Friday, February 29,
2008, be concurred in.

The particular report from the Standing Committee on Access to
Information, Privacy and Ethics states, in part:
As your Committee has now completed its examination of witnesses in this matter

it recommends...“That the Government immediately initiate a formal public inquiry
into the Mulroney—Schreiber affair.

The committee has been the subject of much news and the last
report I saw was that we had conducted four months of hearings. The
fact is that we only had 11 hearing days, only heard from 12
witnesses and only had 25 hours of testimony from those witnesses.
We did, however, receive some 3,000 pages.

Having said that, I can think of no other proceeding at a
committee that I have been at where I have heard more contra-
dictions, more discrepancies and more situations where people are
clearly not being truthful with the committee. This is very important
because we have now had a situation where the government has
indicated that there will be a public inquiry and that the matter will
be going back to Dr. Johnston, who will formalize the terms of
reference and the scope.

Dr. Johnston also issued an interim report in which he laid out
some of his preliminary thinking based on what he had heard from
the ethics committee witnesses up until, I think, December 13.
Subsequent to this, we heard from probably some of the more
significant players in this matter.

I was prepared to start talking about some of the things that we
found which would demonstrate why it was necessary, not just to
have a public inquiry but to have a formal public inquiry under the
Public Inquiries Act, which would give the Speaker the opportunity
to subpoena or the power to subpoena. That is an essential element
because we found in our proceedings that there were witnesses who
were reluctant to appear. In fact, the committee granted to the chair,
myself, the authorization at my discretion to subpoena any witness at
any time.

The committee was very aware of the problems that it was having
with witnesses and, indeed, it was the situation even with former
prime minister, Brian Mulroney, who had declined our offer to come
back for a second appearance so that he could answer the questions.
That was so serious that in his initial appearance before the
committee on December 13, he was asked, and agreed, to provide
certain information related to what he did for the moneys that he
received from Karlheinz Schreiber.

Mr. Mulroney had indicated that this had to do with international
business, not with domestic affairs and nothing related to the
government. He also indicated that he visited China, Russia, France,
had planned to go to the United States and even to have a meeting

with the secretary general of the United Nations to promote light
armoured vehicles built by Thyssen Industries.

After two months of waiting, asking and reminding, there was still
no response from the former prime minister as to who he had met
with, the dates, the locations and the outcome. Those were vital
pieces of information, because if the activities were not international,
i.e., they were then domestic and may be related to government
contracts or other items, such as Bear Head Manufacturing
Industries, that would have put the former prime minister in a
situation where he would have been in violation of section 41 of the
Parliament of Canada Act related to influence peddling.

This was very important and, as a consequence, the committee
authorized me, as the chair, to issue a summons for that information
to be provided by a certain date before our hearings resumed. That
summons was not respected by Mr. Mulroney. He refused to answer
and, in fact, the message from his lawyer was to the effect that these
were private matters and none of the business of the committee.

®(1225)

If we consider those two issues alone, the failure to honour a
summons from the committee which has the right to call for a
person's papers and records, as well as not being willing to come
forward to give testimony when there were clearly ample questions
to ask of Mr. Mulroney after we had heard from 10 other witnesses,
this in my view is a very important consideration to take into account
when determining the form of the public inquiry. Should it be a
formal public inquiry under the Public Inquiries Act? Should it be
informal and simply under the Inquiries Act alone which does not
have subpoena power? Should it be somehow limited? Or should
there maybe even be no inquiry whatsoever?

It is extremely important that questions be answered. People will
look at the evidence that has been presented to the committee which
is on the official website of the standing committee. There is a litany
of contradictions, discrepancies and disputes of information. I cannot
think of any issue that people actually agreed upon. There were
contradictions on almost every point raised.

The committee could have called more witnesses. It could have
tried to corroborate this information and find out who was not being
truthful with the committee. It would then have had the option to
deal with this matter directly with the House and recommend that
certain persons be considered to be in contempt of Parliament for
having misled or lied to a committee. That was an option.

However, in the environment that we have come through, it was
very clear that the committee was not going to have the time nor the
resources or expertise to call the necessary expert witnesses and
forensic accountants, to call for banking records, tax returns, and the
like. Those activities are best done in a public inquiry.

As a consequence, instead of considering a list of some 40
witnesses, the committee decided to reduce it down to 12 witnesses.
Some of the principal witnesses would be able to give us an idea of
the dimensions of what was going on and why.
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1 do not believe for a moment that this matter is simply to do with
whether or not Mr. Mulroney received $225,000 or $300,000. That
amount of money is inconsequential when we consider the
relationship between Mr. Schreiber and Mr. Mulroney which goes
back some 20 or 25 years. In fact, Mr. Mulroney and Mr. Schreiber
were meeting even before Mr. Mulroney became the leader of the
Conservative Party. When he was still a lawyer with Ogilvy Renault
they were having coffees back in the early 1980s.

That relationship grew. In fact, Mr. Schreiber was involved with
dumping former prime minister Joe Clark. Mr. Schreiber was also
involved with getting the leadership of the Conservative Party for
Mr. Mulroney. This is the way that Mr. Schreiber does business. It is
clear.

As an example, he was involved with the Saudi government in a
$440 million project to sell tanks to the Saudis, special tanks made
by Thyssen Industries. About half of that money was grease money,
bribe money for officials. In fact, when we look at that particular
case we will find that a number of senior government officials were
prosecuted and found guilty of influence peddling, bribery, et cetera.

This is the pattern. This is how it is done. Mr. Schreiber clearly
was establishing a close relationship with virtually everyone that he
possibly could in the Conservative Party. It was not only federal. It
was also provincial. There was a lot of activity going on in Alberta.
At that time members will know that there were some people who
got involved in some activities which turned out to be bad and there
was a lot of bad blood. Some deals just went bad.

When we consider some of the activities that went on, such as the
former prime minister when in Davos, Switzerland taking a two-hour
limousine ride to Zurich to have lunch with Mr. Schreiber and then
going back to Davos, we have to get the sense that this is a pretty
serious relationship.

® (1230)

Then there is the situation where Mr. Mulroney sued the
Government of Canada for $50 million and ultimately settled for
$2.1 million. During his examination for discovery under oath, and
this is very puzzling, he was asked about his relationship and
whether he ever did any business or got any money from Mr.
Schreiber. His answer was that he barely knew the guy, that maybe
they had had a coffee or two. This was in 2005.

We know now that Mr. Mulroney had accepted, he says, $75,000.
He had stepped down as prime minister, but he was still a member of
Parliament. This was in August 1993. Subsequently he received at
the Queen Elizabeth Hotel another $75,000, he says, and at the
Pierre Hotel in New York, another $75,000. We have to ask why. Mr.
Schreiber says he was helping us with the Bear Head project. We
wanted to promote light armoured vehicles. We wanted to build this
plant in Cape Breton. It was going to create jobs. All of a sudden
people started to get involved and many people were asked about
this.

I found it very interesting to note that in Dr. Johnston's report he
considered matters such as Airbus, and the Eurocopter case, and the
Bear Head case to be well-tilled ground.

This is a 20 minute spot, Mr. Speaker. Maybe you could advise me
how much time I have left.
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The Acting Speaker (Mr. Royal Galipeau): There are eight
minutes left on the clock. My clock shows zero.

Mr. Paul Szabo:
going on.

Mr. Speaker, there were a number of things

It is very interesting to note that according to some of the
testimony at the committee, there is an indication that the moneys
involved were much greater.

For instance, it is well documented in the evidence tabled with the
committee that an employee at 24 Sussex was in fact asked to go to
the Prime Minister's Office to see a Mr. Fred Doucet. He would pick
up from Mr. Doucet envelopes of cash every week in the range of
$10,000 to $11,000. Where did this cash come from? As it turns out,
some of it came from cheques from the PC Canada Fund to the chief
of staff at the time, Mr. Doucet. Mr. Doucet would cash the cheque
and put the cash in an envelope to give to the employee to take to 24
Sussex, apparently to give it to Mrs. Mulroney. One has to ask why
the cheque from the PC Canada Fund, or whomever, simply was not
sent to Mrs. Mulroney. Why is it that an employee had to go over to
the PMO to pick it up?

Interestingly enough, the employee, who appeared before the
committee, denied that he did this. However, another employee was
occasionally asked to go and get the money when the chef was not
available. There are people who witnessed this in the PMO. There
are people in 24 Sussex who will testify to this. There are people
who had interviewed this employee and have written transcripts of
the conversations. There is no question that particular person was not
truthful with the committee. We are not sure why, but there is a
reason.

The amount of money involved is much more. In fact we found
that about $20 million was made available with regard to the Airbus
Industrie affair. Half of that was going to Canadian persons. None of
the evidence was able to determine or to identify who got that
money, but we did find some of the money, and it was clear where it
was going.

I could spend a lot of time tantalizing you, Mr.Speaker, but I
found it kind of interesting that things did not come out and it was
because there was not much time.

One of the issues was about a gentleman by the name of Bruce
Verchere. The committee did not do anything with regard to Mr.
Verchere, but he seems to be a key player. Mr. Verchere was the
manager of Mr. Mulroney's blind trust while he was the prime
minister. Mr. Verchere's background would show he had developed a
skill in hiding money and that he was involved with Panamanian
shell companies and other offshore entities. Moneys would end up,
ultimately, in two banks in Geneva, both specializing in wealth
management and infinite discretion. He was an expert in hiding
money.
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We have not even looked at this. I do not know whether the
RCMP ever looked at this. It is going to be difficult. There is some
evidence. Not too long after the Mulroney Airbus settlement, [
believe it was in August 1996, Mr. Verchere walked into his
bathroom, put a shotgun into his mouth and blew his head off.

These things have happened.

Mr. Schreiber also testified that in the early 1990s Mr. Doucet
asked him to send to Mr. Mulroney's lawyer in Geneva a portion of
the secret commissions from the 1988 Airbus sale to Air Canada. Mr.
Doucet denied the claim, calling it a fabrication. But Mr. Schreiber
went on and told the committee that the Geneva lawyer was in fact
Bruce Verchere. He was the lawyer. Mr. Mulroney may have been
correct in saying he never had a lawyer in Geneva. He was from
Montreal. He just happened to have accounts there.

All T can suggest is there are more questions than there are
answers.

An absolutely astounding story was published in today's Globe
and Mail. Tt is an interview with Senator Lowell Murray. He was the
first minister to head up ACOA, the Atlantic Canada Opportunities
Agency, when it was started.

©(1240)

On the day he was appointed, Mr. Mulroney gave him a file. What
was the file on? The file was on Bear Head Industries and the
building of this plant in Cape Breton to do those Thyssen vehicles.
This is the plant and the project that the RCMP included in its list of
well-tilled ground. This has just come out today.

We have brand new evidence. In fact, when we look at some of it,
it is clear that this was a proposal that was important to Mr.
Mulroney. It goes on. There is some great information.

1 do not have time to go through it, but suffice it to say that things
happened. For instance, Mr. Fred Doucet, who was working for the
prime minister, suddenly left government after the Airbus contract
was awarded, and within three months, on November 2, 1988, billed
Karlheinz Schreiber $90,000 for professional services.

Frank Moores of GCI also, on the same date, billed Karlheinz
Schreiber for $90,000. Gary Ouellet of GCI also billed $90,000 to
Mr. Schreiber. Gerry Doucet, Fred Doucet's brother, also billed
$90,000 for services. Then, GCI, as a lobby firm that was the
linchpin in all of these activities, billed $250,000 on the same date.

That is $610,000 just three months or so after the Airbus contract
was awarded, and paid on November 15, just days before the 1988
election was called.

These are not coincidences. It is not a coincidence that there is no
paper trail, that cash was used, that thousand dollar bills were
appearing everywhere, which have been described as falling from
the trees.

We have an hon. senator, who knows nothing about what is going
on, saying that these things were happening, and it was clear Mr.
Fred Doucet was totally involved even though he told the committee
he had no involvement with Bear Head. Senator Murray has now
shown that Mr. Doucet was not truthful with the committee.

All that being said, I only have to conclude that the circumstances
we are now passing over to Dr. Johnston and the public inquiry must
be dealt with by a formal public inquiry under the public inquiries
act, with subpoena powers, because it is very clear the people who
are now engaged in this have been caught in lies and mistruths and
have shown contempt for Parliament.

I do not believe we should tie a new commissioner's hands in any
way. He should have an opportunity to be involved in determining
the scope and terms of reference and he should be able to follow the
money.

Mrs. Lynne Yelich: Mr. Speaker, I rise on a point of order to seek
unanimous consent to deal with the responses to Question No. 161,
Question No. 183, Question No. 184, and Question No. 189.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Royal Galipeau): Does the hon.
member have the unanimous consent of the House?

Some hon. members: Agreed.

* % %

QUESTIONS ON THE ORDER PAPER

Mrs. Lynne Yelich (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
Human Resources and Social Development, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
the following questions will be answered today: Question No. 161,
Question No. 183, Question No. 184, and Question No. 189.

[English]
Question No. 161—Mr. Tony Martin:

With respect to allegations of administrative error and erroneous advice under
section 66(4) of the Canada Pension Plan, what are the statistics for the years 2004,
2005 and 2006 concerning: (a) the total number of allegations made; (b) the total
number allowed in the client's favour; (c) the total number still pending; () the total
number not allowed; and (e) the total number of clients who proceeded to Federal
Court?

Hon. Monte Solberg (Minister of Human Resources and Social
Development, CPC):  Mr. Speaker, in response to (a) through (d),
statistics on investigations of allegations of erroneous advice and
administrative error for the years 2004, 2005 and 2006 cannot be
provided as they were not maintained since such investigations were
considered part of regular business operations. However, steps are
now being taken to ensure that these statistics are collected in the
future.

In response to (e), the approximate numbers of Canada pension
plan, CPP, section 66(4) cases which proceeded to the Federal Court
for the fiscal years 2003-04 to 2005-06 are as follows:

2003-04 - 4
2004-05 - 5
2005-06 - 1

Question No. 183—Mrs. Carole Lavallée:

With respect to An Act to amend the Bankruptcy and Insolvency Act, the
Companies’ Creditors Arrangement Act, the Wage Earner Protection Program Act
and chapter 47 of the Statutes of Canada, 2005, assented to on December 14, 2007:
(a) what steps must be taken for the government to issue an order of the Governor in
Council for the sections of this act to come into force; and (b) what is the expected
time frame for the government to issue the order of the Governor in Council?
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Hon. Jean-Pierre Blackburn (Minister of Labour and Minister
of the Economic Development Agency of Canada for the Regions
of Quebec, CPC): Mr. Speaker, in response to (a), in respect to
the insolvency provisions of Bill C-12, An Act to amend the
Bankruptcy and Insolvency Act, the Companies’ Creditors Arrange-
ment Act, the Wage Earner Protection Program Act and chapter 47
of the Statutes of Canada, 2005, the act, there are numerous steps
that need to be completed to issue an order of the governor in council
for the sections of this act to come into force.

First, the necessary regulations must be in place. In this regard, the
Office of the Superintendent of Bankruptcy, OSB, must consult with
stakeholders in order to draft regulations for the Bankruptcy and
Insolvency Act, BIA, and the Companies’ Creditors Arrangement
Act, CCAA. The OSB will need to prepare a regulatory package
which includes the triage questionnaire, the regulatory impact
analysis statement, the draft regulations, a communications plan, a
supplementary note, a notice of pre-publication, a letter of
transmittal addressed to the Assistant Clerk of the Privy Council,
and a draft ministerial recommendation. Once the regulatory package
has been approved by the Department of Justice and the Minister of
Industry, it has to be approved by the Privy Council Office and
Treasury Board, TB. The regulations need to be pre-published in part
I of the Canada Gazette for a period of 30 days. The OSB will then
need to update the regulatory package and include a draft order in
council. Once the package has received approval, the regulations
will need to be approved by the governor in council, registered,
published in part II of the Canada Gazette.

In addition to preparing regulations under the BIA and CCAA, the
OSB will need to amend forms and directives under the BIA, update
their computer systems, and offer information to trustees in
bankruptcy who are responsible for the day to day operations of
the BIA. For the issuance of an order of the governor in council for
the sections of this act to come into force, Industry Canada will also
have to prepare an order in council package. After approval at the
TB meeting, the order in council will need to be sent to the Governor
General for signature. The order in council will be effective on the
date set forth in the document.

In response to (b), certain transitional provisions of Bill C-12
came into force upon royal assent on December 14, 2007. However,
most of chapter 47, as amended by Bill C-12, will come into force on
a day or days fixed by the governor in council, which is expected to
be within six to 12 months of royal assent of Bill C-12.

The OSB, which is responsible for regulations under the BIA and
CCAA, requires this time to prepare regulations, revise certain
directives, and revise forms and prepare new ones. In addition, the
OSB needs to update their computer systems to implement the
legislative reform. The OSB will also need to develop a new
computer system to fulfill its role as depository for CCAA filings
and to assist in the superintendent’s new role to oversee the conduct
of monitors. Furthermore, the OSB will need to train their staff and
offer information to trustees in bankruptcy who are responsible for
the day to day operations of the BIA.

Question No. 184—Mrs. Carole Lavallée:

With respect to An Act to establish the Wage Earner Protection Program Act, to
amend the Bankruptcy and Insolvency Act and the Companies’ Creditors
Arrangement Act and to make consequential amendments to other Acts, assented

Routine Proceedings

to on November 25, 2005: (a) what steps must be taken for the government to issue
an order of the Governor in Council for the sections of this act to come into force,
specifically section 1; (b) what is the expected time frame for the government to issue
an order of the Governor in Council for the sections to come into force, specifically
an order of the Governor in Council for section 1 to come into force; and (c) what is
the expected time frame for eligible workers to receive payments under the Wage
Earner Protection Program provided for in the bill?

Hon. Jean-Pierre Blackburn (Minister of Labour and Minister
of the Economic Development Agency of Canada for the Regions
of Quebec, CPC): Mr. Speaker, in response to (a), there are a
number of steps which must be completed before the Wage Earner
Protection Program (WEPP) act and its amendments, Bill C-12, can
come into force, most notably, the development and adoption of
regulations.

In order to advance the regulatory process, the labour program,
Human Resources and Social Development Canada, prepared draft
regulations prior to the amending legislation receiving royal assent,
but steps could not be taken to commence the formal regulatory
process until after the amendments were adopted. The formal
regulatory process involves targeted consultation with stakeholders
to refine the draft regulations for the WEPP Act.

The regulatory package is then approved by the Department of
Justice, DolJ, the Minister of Labour, the Privy Council Office, PCO,
and Treasury Board, TB. The regulations must be pre-published in
part 1 of the Canada Gazette for a consultation period to be
established by TB. Following this step, the documents need to be
revised taking into account comments received and then approvals
must be obtained at all levels. Once approved by the governor in
council, the regulations are registered and published in part II of the
Canada Gazette. Lastly, the government will issue an order in
council to proclaim the WEPP Act in force.

Work also remains to be done in preparation for the coming into
force of the WEPP Act, for example, setting up automatic systems
for processing applications. Furthermore, licensed trustees who
administer the insolvency system, and who will play a role under the
WEPP, will need to update their information technology systems to
account for the legislative and regulatory changes.

In response to (b), the coming into force of the WEPP Act will
depend upon the time it takes to finalize the regulations.
Development and finalization of other recently adopted regulations
by the labour program, such as the hazard prevention program,
ergonomic, regulations, workplace violence prevention regulations,
and the non-smoking health regulations each took about six months.

In response to (c), initial processing of applications for the WEPP
will depend on when the legislation comes into force. Work is under
way to ensure that initial processing of applications for the WEPP
could begin in the summer of 2008. A fully automated system for
processing applications is expected to be in place in autumn 2008.

Question No. 189—Mrs. Irene Mathyssen:

With regard to the Report of the Commission of Inquiry into certain events at the
Prison for Women in Kingston: (¢) how has the government provided action on the
recommendations of the report; and (b) how will the government provide further
action on the recommendations?
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Hon. Stockwell Day (Minister of Public Safety, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, in response to (a), the Correctional Service of Canada took
the recommendations from the Arbour report very seriously; it was
the catalyst for pervasive policy change throughout the organization
and led to the strengthening of the organization’s focus on respecting
the rule of law and accountability.

The report contained 14 main recommendations with over 100
subrecommendations that focused primarily on women’s corrections
but had broad policy and management implications throughout CSC.
The report broadly addressed issues such as human rights,
segregation, the inmate complaints and grievances process, as well
as the investigative process.

Various committees were convened to examine the findings and
develop action plans to address the recommendations. Many
recommendations were addressed immediately, or in the short term,
while others required multi-year implementation. A prominent
example of an action taken by CSC following the Arbour report’s
recommendations was the creation of the Deputy Commissioner for
Women, DCW, in June 1996. The DCW and the Women Offender
Sector provide corporate expertise on women offender issues, and
leadership on program and policy development and implementation.

In April 2006, the Women Offender Sector published the “Ten-
Year Status Report on Women’s’ Corrections, 1996-2006” to
coincide with the anniversary of the release of the Arbour report
in 1996. The “Ten-Year Status Report” addresses the recommenda-
tions and changes that resulted from the Arbour Report as well as
from subsequent major reviews since 1996.

CSC has made progress in addressing the unique needs of women
offenders; however, an ever changing correctional environment
requires constant organizational evolution. The service must there-
fore continue to improve approaches in order to ensure they are
current, results focused and demonstrate the highest degrees of
accountability. In this context, CSC is committed to meeting the
needs of women offenders, while ensuring the protection of public
safety.

In response to (b), CSC considers many of the recommendations
put forth in the Arbour report that were either ‘accepted’ or ‘accepted
in principle’, to be complete. For those recommendations identified
in the status report as ‘ongoing’, the corrective actions undertaken
have become an integral part of the way the service conducts its
business on a daily basis. Nevertheless, the business of corrections is
dynamic and work is continually under way to ensure the
effectiveness of the women’s corrections system and strengthen the
protection of Canadians.

%% %
[English]
COMMITTEES OF THE HOUSE
ACCESS TO INFORMATION, PRIVACY AND ETHICS

The House resumed consideration of the motion.

Mr. Pat Martin (Winnipeg Centre, NDP): Mr. Speaker, I thank
my colleague, the chair of the Standing Committee on Access to
Information, Privacy and Ethics, for moving concurrence in the
report from our committee today. As I remember, it was a very

straightforward and simple report. It simply announced to the House
of Commons that our committee had concluded the witness phase of
the study into the Airbus Mulroney-Schreiber scandal, as it has come
to be known.

First, I want to thank my colleague, the member from
Mississauga, for the work he has done on that committee and for
having the fortitude and the wisdom that it takes to be a good chair
juggling a very difficult issue of national importance and of interest
to the whole country. I think he has done a great service to Canadians
by keeping an even keel on this study and making sure that it moved
forward to its logical conclusion.

I would like to remark on a few of the points he made.

First, there is no excuse any more for the Government of Canada
to postpone the full public inquiry that this report calls for. The
Prime Minister said he did not want to begin the public inquiry
because there might be overlap between witnesses that the ethics
committee calls and witnesses that the public inquiry calls. We have
finished with witnesses. We have announced that formally. Our chair
stood in the House of Commons and made a public declaration. We
are done. There is really no excuse or reason not to begin the public

inquiry.

I will also say that there is no excuse for the Government of
Canada to announce a very narrow public inquiry, limited, for
instance, to just the cash payments given in hotel rooms to the
former prime minister, because as recently as today, as my colleague
points out, this ground that Dr. Johnston said has been well-tilled and
adequately researched is still revealing new truths.

Just today, a senator in the current Parliament of Canada has
revealed how important that Bear Head file was to the former prime
minister, Mr. Mulroney, how it was key and paramount, and how it
was the very first file given to him in the newly struck ACOA
portfolio that he was given.

I have a simple question for my colleague. It is my view that no
amount of bafflegab will ever take the stink off those sacks full of
cash and secret hotel room meetings. There is no amount of excuses
that the former prime minister can offer Canadians to defend that, but
let me ask my colleague if it is not just as important that we go
beyond the sacks full of cash and research the genesis of the scandal,
which is Karlheinz Schreiber, an unrepentant Nazi, which is what the
German media calls him, interfering with Canadian politics by
buying our next prime minister.

That is shocking: the CEO of Airbus creating a prime minister
and then having that prime minister buy airplanes from him. If that is
not worth investigating, I do not know what is.

® (1245)

Mr. Paul Szabo: Mr. Speaker, I do not disagree with the points
made by the member.
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We are going to have a public inquiry. The issue really is what
form will it take. In his preliminary report, Dr. Johnston had given a
range or a menu of options. Now that we have heard more witnesses
than he heard previously, I think he may want to reconsider at least
one of the points, and that is that the RCMP did a thorough, effective
investigation of the facts.

Let us take one example. In his testimony in examination for
discovery, Mr. Mulroney said that he barely knew Mr. Schreiber, that
they had a coffee or two, when in fact if the RCMP had done a
thorough investigation, and it even says in Dr. Johnston's report that
the RCMP had knowledge of the cash payments, why did the RCMP
not advise the Government of Canada at those proceedings in 2005
that Mr. Mulroney just lied in his discovery?

Why not? Does the RCMP not support the Government of
Canada in its legal proceedings? This was a $50 million lawsuit.
There was perjury there. Canadians are entitled to have that matter
reconsidered. In fact, the justice minister of the day appeared before
us and said that had he known those payments were made, it would
have changed the way the case was approached. Canadians probably
would not have had to pay that money.

I think there has been a presumption, somehow, that the RCMP
has done a very good job so let us just assume everything the RCMP
concluded. I do not think that is a valid conclusion. Errors were
made. The ball was dropped.

New evidence has shown this even with regard to Senator
Murray's testimony, as it were, through the media today in the Globe
and Mail. 1t is very clear. This is brand new evidence and in fact
brings into question the credibility of yet another witness who
appeared before our committee to say that he knew nothing about it
and had no involvement. Yet this is the same person who was sitting
in the Pierre Hotel with Brian Mulroney and Karlheinz Schreiber
when Mr. Mulroney apparently gave a one hour to one and a half
hour report to Mr. Schreiber about his international work, which Mr.
Schreiber says never happened.

When we ask Mr. Doucet if he knows who the prime minister met
with in China, for instance—it is a pretty big country—he says he
has no recollection.

Those are the kinds of situations that a formal public inquiry is
going to have to deal with. There are people who have lied to the
committee and lied to Canadians. The testimony is in contradiction
at almost every spot.

It is very clear that to do this properly, to resolve it once and for
all, we need a commissioner who is involved in determining the
scope and terms of reference. We need to make sure that the
commission has the powers to call for persons, papers and records by
subpoena, and also that this commissioner has the full latitude and
confidence that he will not go anywhere except where the material
evidence leads him to determine the truth and nothing but the truth.

® (1250)
The Acting Speaker (Mr. Royal Galipeau): Questions and

comments. The hon. member for Ottawa South might want to look at
the Chair as he formulates his question.

Mr. David McGuinty (Ottawa South, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, as a
member of Parliament in this House, I am shocked by what I have
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heard here from my colleague, the chair of the standing committee. It
is more than disturbing.

In a question for my colleague, to paraphrase Mr. Mulroney
himself, let me say that the government here, sir, has an option. It has
an option and that is to proceed in an open, transparent way.

I would like to hear more from my colleague, more information,
more shocking revelations, as we have heard from the senator today.
I would like to hear more from my colleague to substantiate his call
for a fully open, funded, properly empowered inquiry to get to the
bottom of this, because I think it speaks directly to the whole
question of the office of the prime minister and whether it has been
brought into disrepute and sullied.

What exactly happened here? I really need to know more and I
think Canadians deserve to know more as well. Perhaps I could put
that question to my colleague.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Royal Galipeau): The hon. member
for Mississauga South has a minute and a half for his answer.

Mr. Paul Szabo: Mr. Speaker, when we asked for records there
were no records. When we asked for banking documents we had
trouble getting them.

The RCMP did investigations over a long period of time but when
we asked the RCMP to share the information it had from its closed
investigations, we were denied the information. Why? It said that the
investigation may be reopened. Who is saying this to the RCMP?
What information do they have? The RCMP has more information.
There are more developments and the RCMP is doing further
reviews. The details continue to come out.

Let me throw in some of the other facts. Thirteen of the fifteen
members of the board of directors of Air Canada, then a crown
corporation, were fired and replaced by Mr. Mulroney before the
Airbus contract award. It is interesting to note that the president and
CEO of Air Canada at the time, after the Airbus contract was
awarded, retired. Where did he retire to? He retired to Telus, France,
which happens to be the headquarters of Airbus Industries.

When we look at some of the details, everything that we touched
looked like an impropriety, but the conclusion that continues to be
reached by people is that there is no evidence. It is clear that there is
substantial evidence that a full public inquiry should look into and I
hope that we proceed—

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Royal Galipeau): It is with regret that
I must interrupt the hon., member. Resuming debate, the hon.
Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Intergovernmental Affairs
and Minister for Western Economic Diversification.

Mr. Russ Hiebert (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
Intergovernmental Affairs and Minister of Western Economic
Diversification, CPC): Mr. Speaker, [ appreciate the opportunity to
address the House on this subject.

It comes as a bit of a surprise that we are even having this
discussion because I do not think anyone expected concurrence in
this particular motion since the motion that we are here to debate is
an extraordinarily small motion. In fact, it is quite unique I think in
this chamber that we are having this debate at all.
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I will give a bit of background. Our committee began its
investigation into this matter last November after some spurious
allegations were printed in the paper. At that point, the Prime
Minister indicated that he would appoint someone to investigate the
matter. He subsequently hired Professor Johnston to look at this
issue and provide a report to the government that was later tabled in
January.

However, not satisfied with the steps that the government was
taking—
® (1255)

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Royal Galipeau): I am sorry to
interrupt the hon. parliamentary secretary.

[Translation]

The hon. member for Hull—Aylmer is rising on a point of order.

Mr. Marcel Proulx: Mr. Speaker, I would request that you check
whether we have in the chamber the quorum required to continue.

And the count having been taken:

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Royal Galipeau): I thank the hon.
member for Hull—Aylmer. We do have quorum in the chamber.

[English]

The hon. parliamentary secretary has the floor to continue with his
statement.

Mr. Russ Hiebert: Mr. Speaker, 1 appreciate the member's
vigilance, as he now leaves the chamber and the opposition is now
vacant. It is quite ironic that they are calling for quorum when their
own members are not even present.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Royal Galipeau): The hon. parlia-
mentary secretary knows full well, as I explained yesterday, that we
do not point out the absence or presence of members of the House.

Mr. Russ Hiebert: I apologize for that, Mr. Speaker. It seems
ironic that the opposition is calling for a quorum call at this particular
moment.

Before I was interrupted, I was providing some background as to
how we got to this place. The Prime Minister had asked for Professor
Johnston to provide a preliminary report but before Professor
Johnston could complete his work, the opposition members took it
upon themselves to force this matter on to the ethics committee.

The ethics committee had other issues that it was in the process of
investigating. In fact, we had put forward some issues related to the
Privacy Act that needed to be addressed urgently but all of these
matters were set aside because of this matter that had come before
the media and Parliament.

Seized with this new opportunity to investigate a 15 year old
incident, the committee took upon itself the obligation of requesting
witnesses and the first witness, of course, was Mr. Schreiber. We
heard from Mr. Schreiber, I think, on four occasions, for a total of
eight hours initially. He later came back and provided us additional
testimony. Following that, we heard from Mr. Mulroney and then a
number of other witnesses.

I want to note that throughout the entire time, at least at the point
when we heard from Mr. Schreiber, it was apparent to government

members that there was no evidence of wrongdoing, certainly at that
point. The member opposite stated just a moment ago that there was
substantial evidence of wrongdoing. In fact, he has declared that a
number of the witnesses, without naming them, actually lied to the
committee. I find that quite a surprising statement coming from the
chair when he himself had the opportunity to confront those
witnesses, had he chosen to do so, when they were before the
committee.

Needless to say, based on the testimony that we heard, we
reviewed the Parliament of Canada Act and the code of conduct that
applied at the time and, based on the testimony we heard from Mr.
Schreiber, there was no evidence of wrongdoing. However, the
opposition insisted on inviting, initially I think it was close to 40
witnesses before the committee, but it later pared that down.

I need to note that Conservative members did not ask for any
particular witness. We did not think it was appropriate to do so but
we listened to the witnesses who were provided by the opposition.

We went through the scenario every Tuesday and Thursday for
two hours, and sometimes double appointments in some meetings.
We heard from witnesses who came before the committee and
offered what they knew about the Mulroney-Schreiber affair.
However, in not one instance did anybody offer anything of
substance in terms of ethical wrongdoing.

The reason I can say that with such certainty is that with every
witness who came before the committee, I or one of my colleagues
dutifully asked the question of whether that witness had any
evidence of any wrongdoing by any public official related to this
matter. Not one of the witnesses provided such evidence and, in fact,
not one of them could even refer to such evidence existing, whether
the witness knew it or not. Each one of them, given the opportunity
to clarify for Canadians whether they were aware of any evidence of
wrongdoing, dismissed the question or denied having any evidence.

However, the committee persisted and we continued to listen, at
least on my part, with some hesitation. I was always fearful and said
from the very beginning that I thought this was going to turn into a
political partisan witch hunt, which, at times, it certainly did, and at
other times appeared to be a bit of a political circus.

This continued and we heard from all the witnesses. Mr. Schreiber
came back after the other witnesses and had nothing new to offer,
despite his claims to the media that he had documents that had not
been released. We got to the point where we had heard from all the
witnesses and the committee had to decide whether it would call
more witnesses or call it a day and try to summarize its evidence.

At that point, the committee had a discussion and decided that
enough was enough, that it would not call any more witnesses. The
opposition admitted that it had dragged this on long enough and the
committee notified witnesses and the chamber that no more
witnesses were needed and that it would summarize the evidence.

® (1300)
The committee agreed to the third report of the ethics committee.
It is very brief so I will take a minute to read it. It states:

The Standing Committee on Access to Information, Privacy and Ethics has the
honour to present its THIRD REPORT
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Your Committee met on Thursday, February 28, 2008 to discuss the Mulroney
Airbus settlement and agreed to the following recommendation:

As your Committee has now completed its examination of witnesses in this matter
it recommends, as it did in its Second Report to the House; “That the Government
immediately initiate a formal public inquiry into the Mulroney—Schreiber affair”.

Then it goes on to give some details of minutes tabled and that
sort of thing.

This is the motion that we are now debating before this chamber. |
find this quite ironic because concurrence in this motion is simply
that. We are simply acknowledging that no more witnesses will be
called. The silence behind this motion basically indicates that we
will be putting together a report, which is exactly what we are doing
right now.

We are taking the time to summarize the testimony that we heard
from the witnesses and to compile the thousands of pages of
documents that were submitted to our committee. We are putting
them together so we can fulfill our responsibilities as members of
this committee and provide this chamber with a summary, a
conclusion or recommendations of what we heard in the four months
of testimony that we had.

Why we are now debating this particular motion is rather ironic
and perhaps unique to this chamber. Perhaps, Mr. Speaker, you
might know how often in the history of this chamber such a limited
non-motion or non-report has been discussed. However, that is
where we find ourselves.

I want to make a few more comments on why I think it is
inappropriate for this committee at this point to even pretend that we
have a report to discuss.

We are beginning to consider a draft report. It is many pages in
length, simply summarizing the issues that we have heard and, as [
said earlier, none of it has any evidence of wrongdoing. For the
opposition to press this chamber to consider this issue, as it did two
weeks ago, is a bit misplaced. I will explain why.

Two weeks ago we had an opposition day motion in this House
where we debated whether or not the government should proceed
with the public inquiry immediately. At that time I argued very
strongly that because this committee had not finished its work it
would be improper for us to do so.

Here we are again. This feels a little bit like Groundhog Day,
where we are coming back to an issue that was addressed some
weeks ago. The bottom line is that Professor Johnston has a mandate
to provide recommendations to the Prime Minister as to the scope of
a public inquiry. The Prime Minister hired him to do that and he has
partially completed his responsibilities by providing an interim
report in January. However, he cannot complete his report until he
has seen the report that our committee is supposed to provide him.

We are in the process of working on that report but we are
nowhere near completion. However, we do hope that in the next
couple of weeks we will be able to complete it.

It is a bit nonsensical for the member opposite to suggest that the
government proceed immediately to a public inquiry when it does
not have the benefit of what our committee has put its hand to for the
last four or five months. We have heard 25 to 30 hours of testimony
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from more than a dozen witnesses. It would be improper for the
government or even Professor Johnston to recommend to the
government the parameters of a possible public inquiry without the
benefit of hearing from our committee.

Again, our job as committee members is not simply to listen to
testimony and say, “okay, enough is enough, you guys go oft and do
the rest of the job for us”. We need to finish our work and for us to
finish our work means that we need to compile the testimony and
debate whether or not there are recommendations that the committee
should make to the House. Perhaps there are some conclusions that
we can draw.

Personally, I am quite skeptical as to whether or not there are any
recommendations that we can make in light of the fact that there was
no evidence of wrongdoing. I am also skeptical of the fact that we
may not have any conclusions that we can provide for the very same
reason.

Nonetheless, the committee has an obligation to fulfill its
responsibilities and finish its work, and, hopefully, that will be
done in the very near future.

However, for the party opposite to suggest twice within a two
week period of time that it is imperative that the government proceed
with this public inquiry before it has had the benefit of a report is a
little bit nonsensical.

I would ask the opposition to perhaps put more forethought into
its use of the time that this chamber focuses on this in the future.
Nonetheless, we are here debating this issue. I think it is a bit hasty
to suggest that the government proceed with this without that further
information, but that is its purview.

® (1305)

I want to draw attention of the House some points that I made the
last time we had this debate, because they are particularly relevant.

I remember telling this chamber about the mandate that was given
to the independent adviser, Professor Johnston. The mandate
assigned to the independent adviser included four areas: first, to
conduct a review of the allegations concerning the financial dealings
of Mr. Schreiber and the Right Hon. Brian Mulroney; second, to
make recommendations as to the appropriate mandate for a full and
public inquiry in these allegations, including the specific issues that
warrant examination; third, to determine whether any prima facie
evidence existed to suggest that criminal acts had taken place; and
fourth, to indicate whether any additional course of action was
appropriate.

To fulfill this mandate, the Prime Minister hired Professor
Johnston, who is a very reputable individual. He is the president
of the University of Waterloo. In fact, he has impeccable credentials,
which are widely admired because of his considerable legal
experience and expertise.

It should be noted that during the course of his career, Professor
Johnston has served on numerous provincial and federal task forces
and committees. He is therefore perfectly suited to fulfill this
responsibility. However, nevertheless, I think it is improper for us to
expect Professor Johnston to fulfill and to complete these
responsibilities until he has had a chance to see our final report.
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Again, here we have the opposition simply trying to manipulate
the process when it is obvious to everybody who has been following
this issue that this is not necessary. We are all confident that once our
report is complete and Professor Johnston has had a chance to review
our ethics report, he will make the recommendations that he chooses
to make to the Prime Minister. At that point, the Prime Minister will
look at those recommendations and make a wise decision, as he
always does.

However, at this time, I have said all that is necessary to be said
on this topic.

[Translation]

Mrs. Carole Lavallée (Saint-Bruno—Saint-Hubert, BQ):
Mr. Speaker, I have a question for the member for South Surrey—
White Rock—Cloverdale.

Earlier, he said it felt like Groundhog Day. It certainly does. Does
he know why? In fact, it is exactly like in the movie. As long as an
individual has not developed an honest, responsible attitude, and
figured out the proper way to behave, it is indeed like Groundhog
Day, and that day just keeps starting over and over. That is what is in
store for the member for South Surrey—White Rock—Cloverdale.

On January 11, his leader, the Prime Minister, announced that a
public inquiry would be called once the Standing Committee on
Access to Information, Privacy and Ethics had completed its public
hearings. He did say public hearings. Then, this member came and
said that it would be called after the final report was tabled.

Let me ask him this. Once this final report has been tabled, will
the member for South Surrey—White Rock—Cloverdale once again
contradict his leader and change the timing again or think up some
new obstacle to holding a public inquiry?

®(1310)
[English]

Mr. Russ Hiebert: Mr. Speaker, it is interesting that the member
would ask this question. If I recall correctly, this was the same
question she asked about two weeks ago when I spoke to the matter
as well.

She misrepresents the facts. She is suggesting that the government
made a commitment that it did not make. The government made a
commitment to address this matter at the appropriate time, based on
the recommendations of Professor Johnston.

Professor Johnston's mandate is clear, I spoke to it a moment ago.
His obligation to the Prime Minister, not to this chamber, is to
provide some recommendations as to the scope of an appropriate
mandate for a public inquiry.

At no time did the government or the Prime Minister say that as
soon as the committee had completed listening to witnesses, that
they would proceed with a public inquiry. What the Prime Minister
said, and this was affirmed by Professor Johnston, is once the
committee had completed its work, or words to that effect.

Our work is not done until we submit a report to this chamber. To
suggest otherwise is a bit offensive to the members who serve on the
numerous committees in the House.

It is not our job to listen to witnesses and then once they are
finished speaking, to say that our work is done. That is not the case
at all. Our obligation is to listen to the witnesses, synthesize and
consider the testimony we have heard. Once the witnesses have all
departed the chamber, then we take some time to summarize the
testimony we have heard, thankfully, with the able assistance of so
many of the researchers on these committees. The researchers are
able to help us with the draft of the testimony, summarizing the key
issues.

Once that is all considered and we have had a chance to look at it,
we put our minds to recommendations or to the conclusions that we
have heard, things that we can share with the government based on
our new-found expertise in a particular subject matter, things from
which this chamber and this government can benefit from.

The member opposite is suggesting that we should not take the
time to do any of that. Because we have finished hearing from
witnesses, the government should immediately proceed with a public
inquiry. That is a little irresponsible.

She is suggesting that her own contribution to our report would
not be worth reading or listening to. That is an offence not only to
me, but to her own contributions on this committee. She diligently
works on other reports that are currently before our committee. In
fact, she puts forward numerous motions, recommendations and
amendments to the draft documents that we have considered from
previous studies we have done.

Yet now she inconsistently suggests that the contributions she
makes in one study should not be considered in another area of
study. It is quite hypocritical for the member opposite to think that
her contributions in the area of the Afghanistan report, which we are
currently working on, are worthwhile and deserve the time to
diligently make amendments, word by word, throughout the
document. However, on this other study, she has nothing to add.
In fact, she is making the assertion that no member should have an
opportunity to review a report or to make edits or recommendations
to a report. It is a bit hypocritical and ironic that the member makes
such a statement.

Hon. John McKay (Scarborough—Guildwood, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, I want to ask the hon. member for his comments on the
article in today's Globe and Mail, entitled, “How one file set of
Schreiber's string of mystery payments”, “Mulroney's Atlantic
minister speaks out on proposed arms plant”. I want to connect
that to the rather curious statement by the hon. member that they had
done everything they possibly could do at the committee and there
were really no more questions to be answered.

The articles states, “Mr. Murray said he couldn't recall speaking
about the factory with Mr. Ouellet”, Mr. Murray is Senator Lowell
Murray, one of three Progressive Conservatives remaining in the
chamber, “and he said he has a vague recollection of meeting with
Mr. Moores”, who is the former premier of Newfoundland, “but said
he couldn't remember the exact date”. It goes on to say:
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Fred Doucet's only public comments about his role with the Bear Head project
came in February when he testified before the House of Commons ethics committee.
In his sworn testimony, the former Mulroney staffer was asked—when he started
working for Mr. Schreiber. His answer—*I believe I got on the payroll in February of
'90”—was 14 months after he issued his $90,000 invoice to Mr. Schreiber. When the
contradiction was exposed in the media, Mr. Doucet's lawyer sent a letter to the
committee apologizing and explaining that his client was “mistaken”—but neglected
to explain how Mr. Doucet came to make that mistake.

Questions about what Mr. Mulroney knew about the commission deal, and why
he selected the Thyssen file as the only file to hand Mr. Murray during his first day
on the job remain unanswered.

The public relations firm handling inquires for the former prime minister declined
to comment.

In December, Mr. Mulroney testified before the House of Commons ethics
committee that he was “supportive of the project” but was never asked about the
money that was funnelled back to Canada...

I am therefore a bit surprised that the hon. member seems to have
no interest in speaking to Senator Murray at the committee, or Mr.
Doucet, or Mr. Doucet's public relations firms, or Mr. Mulroney's
public relations firms, or Mr. Mulroney's lawyer, or Mr. Mulroney
again. It seems to me that the hon. member would prefer to know
much less about this file than more.

I would be interested in his comments on this Globe and Mail
article, which is quite an extensive article.

®(1315)

Mr. Russ Hiebert: Mr. Speaker, 1 will certainly respond to my
colleague's question, although I regret he has not had an opportunity
to follow this matter as closely as perhaps he would have liked. Had
he had that opportunity, he would know it was the opposition, his
party in fact, that provided the list of witnesses. Perhaps he should be
asking his own colleagues on the committee why they did not call
Senator Lowell Murray as a witness before our committee.

In fact, they have called absolutely everybody else who could be
considered. Why they did not include Mr. Murray, I am not sure. In
fact, they called so many witnesses that they stretched the bounds of
credibility by even calling the former chef of 24 Sussex Drive, Mr.
Frangois Martin, who, unfortunately for him, was put on the spot
with nothing to offer to this committee. He did offer his recipes, but
they were not really relevant to the study we were taking upon
ourselves at that time.

However, if he has to question as to why Senator Murray was not
invited, perhaps he could call on his colleagues to answer that very
question.

My colleague from the Bloc earlier made a statement that
suggested that the Prime Minister would call a public inquiry
immediately once our committee had finished its work. I want to
quote what the Prime Minister stated on January 11, which clarifies
this matter. He stated:

I 'have also asked Professor Johnston to finalize his recommendations on the terms
of reference for the public inquiry on an expedited basis once the Committee has
completed its work. I am pleased that he has agreed to do so.

There we have it. Once the committee has completed its work, we
will be in a position to have Professor Johnston provide
recommendations to the Prime Minister. However, we have not
completed our work yet. As I have said earlier, our work will be
done when we have tabled the report to this chamber, which
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summarizes our testimony and perhaps includes some recommenda-
tions and conclusions.

[Translation]

Mrs. Carole Lavallée (Saint-Bruno—Saint-Hubert, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, in response to the member for South Surrey—White Rock
—<Cloverdale, I must say that as I understand it, on January 11, the
Prime Minister said that he would launch a public inquiry as soon as
the committee wrapped up its hearings.

Furthermore, the Conservative Party's House leader repeatedly
said in the House that he did not want to launch the public inquiry
until we had finished our hearings, because he did not want two
public hearings to overlap.

There is certainly no danger of that happening. Everyone knows
that it can take six months from the time an inquiry is launched to the
time it begins its hearings. In the case of the Gomery commission, it
took seven months.

But those were just excuses. The Conservative Party seems to be
using one excuse after another to delay the public inquiry for as long
as possible. The Conservatives are doing everything they can to
delay the inquiry, and they are doing it in the committee too. As
Justice Gomery said—and this was reported in the papers this
morning—if they have nothing to hide, why are they hiding?

I can see that I have very little time left and that I will not benefit
from the regulation time, so I will move on to my conclusions. I will
then return to the beginning of the argument I wanted to make.

Here is the most recent explanation I have heard: the money Mr.
Schreiber paid to Mr. Mulroney was a private transaction, and none
of the government's, the public's, the voters' or the taxpayers'
business.

Canadians learned that their former Prime Minister had received
$225,000 or $300,000 in cash from one of the most powerful
lobbyists around. They learned that that same lobbyist had cashed in
on a windfall of contracts that allowed him to collect $225 million in
commissions, and those were just the commissions that he told the
committee he had received. The contracts themselves were worth
some $2 billion.

The $225 million was spread around to people in the former Prime
Minister's entourage. Right after he left office, and perhaps even
before then, Brian Mulroney began depositing cash into a bank
account. People in my riding—if not those in South Surrey—White
Rock—Cloverdale—cannot help thinking that the cash he deposited
was received in return for services rendered while he was in office.
That is why the transaction in question is not a private transaction,
and that is why we have to look into this affair.

We have heard some contradictions. The member from Mis-
sissauga pointed out several of them. Indeed, there is a long, endless
list of these contradictions, facts that do not add up and people
playing tricks on one another. When there are so many contra-
dictions, some light must be shed on them.
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Furthermore, some light needs to be shed on the correspondence
addressed to the Prime Minister's Office. We know that
Mr. Schreiber sent some letters to the Prime Minster denouncing
some of the facts that were heard during the hearings held by the
Standing Committee on Access to Information, Privacy and Ethics.
Some light must also be shed on how that correspondence was
managed within the current Prime Minister's Office.

Several things must be taken into consideration. Why did Brian
Mulroney make this mistake? Why did he admit—mea culpa, mea
culpa, mea maxima culpa—that he had made the worst mistake of
his life?

Here is what we must ask him: why did he make that mistake?
Why did he accept so much cash from one of the most powerful
lobbyists under his government? Why did he do it? What was
clouding his judgment at the time? How did he rationalize it? What
were his motivations?

He must be asked these questions. Brian Mulroney told us that
Schreiber always paid in cash. Marc Lalonde told us the opposite.
Mr. Lalonde, who is a former justice minister of this House, also
added that it made no sense to sell armoured vehicles to China, as
former Prime Minister Brian Mulroney claims was the case. Instead
of correcting the negative perception of his actions, Mr. Mulroney
tried to show that he did nothing illegal.

©(1320)

Brian Mulroney should have corrected that negative perception,
but he was too busy showing us that he had done nothing illegal. He
told us a preposterous story which did not add up.

This is about a contract, but what contract? The two parties do not
agree on the nature of the contract. I have never seen such a thing; it
is quite extraordinary. The parties do not agree on the amount of the
contract. Obviously, one of the men is telling the truth, and the other
is lying. One is talking about $300,000 and the other is talking about
$225,000. Clearly, one of them is lying; that is the only explanation.
One man said that he got the contract to travel the world, and the
other man said that he awarded the contract for lobbying the
Government of Canada. This is also rather unbelievable, because at
that time, it was no longer a Conservative government. The two
versions are unbelievable.

Furthermore, Brian Mulroney reported the money to the tax
authorities five years later, when he started to worry that the truth
would come out, because Mr. Schreiber was having legal problems
and was facing extradition.

Brian Mulroney and Karlheinz Schreiber will have to provide
solid evidence to prove that the money that changed hands, whether
it was $225,000 or $300,000, was not a payment for services
rendered or a thank you or a bribe for the contracts awarded to
Karlheinz Schreiber by Brian Mulroney's Conservative government.

Taxpayers have a right to know whether or not their taxes directly
or indirectly paid for commissions so that large corporations could
obtain government contracts. They have the right to know whether
these taxes then helped pay—too much—for airplanes or helicopters
or anything else as part of the contracts obtained by Mr. Schreiber.
As 1 said earlier, all the contracts obtained between 1984 and 1993
by Karlheinz Schreiber totalled at least $2 billion, which would be

$225 million in commissions. And those are the amounts we have
been told about; we do not know about the rest.

A public inquiry must be launched as quickly as possible, with as
broad a mandate as possible, and it must absolutely require proof.
Brian Mulroney will have to testify, and this time, he will have to do
so under oath.

Back now to the contract I mentioned earlier. The Mulroney-
Schreiber contract was dealt with as if there was something
illegitimate about it. The very nature of the contract was
questionable. Both explanations that were given are equally
unbelievable.

In addition, Brian Mulroney contended that he had the approval of
his law firm to accept contract work as a sideline, so to speak. I
realize that may not be the proper term, but it says what I want to say.
We asked him how come his law firm would allow him to accept
such contracts, such sideline work. He told us he was allowed to do
so and would provide us with the contracts signed with his firm. We
have asked him on several occasions to produce them and,
eventually, a sheet of paper with a single paragraph, and a very
vague one at that, was produced. There was no proof that this
paragraph on a sheet of paper was part of a legitimate contract
between the firm and Brian Mulroney and that the clause in question
was indeed in effect at the time when Brian Mulroney accepted
money from Karlheinz Schreiber.

The public inquiry will have to demand from Brian Mulroney's
legal associates office that they provide the actual contract and
scrutinize it to determine whether that clause is indeed part of the
contract and was in effect at the time when Brian Mulroney was
accepting contract work outside his law firm.

® (1325)

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Royal Galipeau): It is my duty to
interrupt the proceedings on the motion at this time. The debate on
this motion is deferred to a later sitting. When we resume
consideration of the report R-72, there will be 10 minutes left for
the hon. member for Saint-Bruno—Saint-Hubert to finish her
presentation and 10 minutes allocated for questions and comments.

[English]

The House will now proceed to the consideration of private
members' business as listed on today's order paper.

PRIVATE MEMBERS' BUSINESS

® (1330)
[English]
STATUS OF WOMEN
The House resumed from February 7 consideration of the motion.

Mr. Bruce Stanton (Simcoe North, CPC): Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to rise today to debate Motion No. 400, which asks the
Government of Canada to include equality in the mandate of the
women's program at Status of Women Canada.
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As hon. members know full well, our government has already
included the word “equality” in the mandate of the women's program
at Status of Women Canada. I know some opposition members were
surprised by this announcement, when the minister appeared in
committee, but it is the reality.

I have to admit that I do not really understand why we are still
debating this motion, when it has already been rendered obsolete.
The word “equality” is, as I said, included.

I am a member of the standing committee and I recall a question
that the member for Beaches—East York put to the Minister of
Canadian Heritage, Status of Women and Official Languages during
her appearance. She asked:

Are you saying that you've now changed the policy and you've put the word
“equality” back in the mandate? That's what I understood you to say.

The minister responded with the word, “Exactly”.

Yet, here we are debating a motion asking that the focus of the
women's program be equality. So, what do the opposition members
do? They change their minds.

Through the shock and surprise of the minister's words at that
committee, the opposition members decided that what they really
meant was to say that equality means advocacy, and groups that
receive funding for advocacy.

Indeed, the raison d'étre of Status of Women Canada is the
advancement of equality of women in Canadian society. As a
country, Canada has a strong legal framework for protecting human
rights and this foundation has provided a fertile ground for
promoting equality, including equality for women.

The women's program at Status of Women Canada reflects this
legal foundation. It focuses on promoting the equality and full
participation of women in the economic, social and democratic life
of Canada. Equality for women and their full participation are not
only important for women, their families and their communities but
also for the country.

In the future, to ensure Canada remains one of the most
prosperous countries in the world, we must increase the participation
of women in the workforce and fully support their career choices.
Canada's population is aging. During the next two decades it is
predicted that the ratio of older persons to active workers in Canada
will increase by some 20%. Most of those people will be women.

More than ever, we will need strong female leaders to keep our
country strong, economically, socially and as a democracy. Having
more women in the labour force, including older women, will fuel
economic growth and productivity gains in the long term, and that
benefits all Canadians.

It is because our government remains committed to equality that
we fully support this motion. But actions speak louder than words. In
December 2007 our government amended the terms and conditions
of the women's program at Status of Women Canada to include
equality.

In support of this noble goal, the women's program provides
financial and professional assistance to organizations. Organizations
in turn carry out vital projects that improve women's lives at the
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local, regional and national levels. The projects selected for funding
focus on key areas, such as women's economic status, violence
against women and girls, and all of this within an accountable and
transparent framework.

Strengthening the women's program at Status of Women Canada
is just one of our government's impressive list of accomplishments
that are improving the lives of women across this land. Included in
this list is this government's increase in the women's program budget
to $20 million, an increase of 76%, the highest level ever.

This is proof positive of our confidence in the program's work and
our commitment to achieving results for women. With the creation of
two new funding components, the women's program is poised to
continue to achieve results for women directly in their respective
communities throughout the country.

As a result of the first call for proposals, which took place in June
2007, $8 million in funding has been distributed to 60 projects across
the country through the women's program. Over 260,000 women and
girls will benefit from these projects.
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These projects will address everything from the barriers they face,
help to teach them about violence prevention, educate them on how
to achieve better financial literacy, and encourage cooperative peer
support networks.

The second call for proposals took place in November of last year
for the women's community fund. We received a record number of
proposals with a total of 342 proposed projects. Of these projects,
107 have been accepted and will best achieve results for women by
promoting women's economic security and prosperity, health and
safety, and ending all forms of discrimination and violence against
women.

With the newly added convenience of online application forms,
the women's program can reach more organizations than ever. With
the funding of the women's program now being at its highest level
ever, the number of proposals receiving funding and the number of
new organizations accessing funding is growing. The best news is
that the number of women expected to benefit directly increases as
well.

All projects funded must support the advancement of all women in
Canada, and that is exactly where equality comes in. It is a complex
legal concept, but it lies at the very heart of what Canadians hold
dear and what Status of Women Canada is working to achieve.

In recent months women's program funding has supported
invaluable projects. For example, in the Atlantic region one project
will result in a strategic model for mentoring and intergenerational
consultation dealing with the obstacles faced by younger and older
women who live in official language minority communities.

A project in the Ontario region will result in the development of
tools, training, mentoring and networking programs for aboriginal
women, immigrants, older women, and members of racial minorities
who are trying to establish their own businesses based on
microskills.
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In the western and northern regions there is a project to develop a
program that community groups and governments can use to support
female sex trade workers during their transition to a new and better
life.

These initiatives, focusing on the economic security of women,
will provide meaningful results for women and girls today and in the
future. They will bring about real and lasting change. They represent
a rapid increase in opportunities for women and girls to participate in
the life of their communities and their country, and to enjoy a life
that offers financial security and the freedom that brings.

In other words, they advance equality for women who might
otherwise continue to face disadvantage, discrimination, poverty and
violence as daily realities.

As announced in the last budget, over the next year we will
develop an action plan that will advance the equality of women
across Canada through the improvement of their economic and
social conditions and their participation in democratic life.

In addition, we will be fostering the participation of women in
leadership and decision-making bodies. Women's participation in
governance bodies in Canada is vital to achieving enhanced
economic prosperity now and in the future.

An organization's actions should accurately reflect its goals. With
equality now included in the mandate of the women's program, the
mandate, actions and goals of the women's program once again
reflect a synchronicity that is fitting and makes sense.

[Translation]

Mrs. Carole Lavallée (Saint-Bruno—Saint-Hubert, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, 1 was listening very carefully to the hon. Conservative
member for Simcoe North and I must say that there is a big
difference between what he says and what he does, as Status of
Women Canada would certainly agree.

I would like to commend my colleague from Laval, who
explained the Bloc Québécois position so well during the first hour
of debate on this motion by the hon. member for London West,
whom I would also like to congratulate for her motion on promoting
the status of women, a motion that is totally non-partisan. I would
like to congratulate both hon. members.

In the days following International Women's Day, | must say that
it worries me deeply to sit in this Parliament under a Conservative
government. I was elected almost four years ago and I have never
had to make so many speeches to promote the status of women. This
is unusual. I feel like the rug is being pulled out from under us.

It seems to me that this Conservative government is attacking the
promotion of the status of women. Some attacks are obvious. The
most obvious, of course, are the cuts made to Status of Women
Canada, so that the organization would stop promoting the status of
women. There have been many other attacks. The most recent is Bill
C-484, introduced by a Conservative member, a legislative measure
that greatly concerns me. The bill has to do with unborn victims of
crime. Under the pretense of protecting fetuses and protecting
women, it would give a legal status to the fetus. This could mean
sending women to prison for having an abortion. It would turn back
the clock on women's rights by decades.

I am surprised that, as I speak here today in 2008, I am forced to
defend women's equality, to defend women's bodies and to tell men
they must stop trying to legislate on women's bodies. They cannot
simultaneously be a legal entity and have another legal entity inside
them. That is schizophrenia. I say this jokingly, but I am really very
worried.

As the labour critic, I would simply like to draw the House's
attention to some of the elements in the Bloc Québécois platform
that improve the living conditions of women working under federal
jurisdiction. In Quebec, the status of women is not under threat as it
is in this Parliament and working women have privileges not enjoyed
by women working under federal jurisdiction. Among others, the
anti-strikebreaker legislation significantly reduces the number of
person days lost due to labour disputes. There is also the protective
reassignment of pregnant women. If we truly wish to protect women
and their unborn children, we must support this measure. It allows a
woman working in a factory or workplace that is unhealthy for her or
her fetus to leave her employment early and to be paid under the
protective reassignment program, without affecting her maternity
leave. That is what is currently happening at the federal level. That is
what this Conservative government is forcing on all women working
in the public service, in ports, airports or telecommunications.

In addition, women earn less than men. I have the statistics and 1
have provided them many times. I believe everyone is aware of this.

As 1 said earlier, the anti-strikebreaker legislation and protective
reassignment are very important measures in support of working
women.

1 do not wish to take up too much time but I do wish to reiterate
my concerns about this Conservative government that is causing the
status of women to be eroded.

® (1340)
[English]

Ms. Libby Davies (Vancouver East, NDP): Mr. Speaker, I am
very pleased to rise in the House today to support the motion
presented by the member for London West. I know that she is very
committed to women's equality and has fought for that. Therefore, I
am pleased, on behalf of the New Democratic Party, to support her
motion.

I am assuming that the motion will get support from all members
of the House. As we know, because of the outcry that has happened
across the country and because the Conservative government took
out the mandate of equality from Status of Women Canada, it has
now had to rethink its position.

Based on the massive opposition from women's organizations
across the country, the minister responsible for the Status of Women
has finally agreed that equality will go back into the mandate of the
Status of Women.
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Therefore, that is a victory and it is a victory for all of the women's
organizations and members of the House who pushed back on the
government and said that it was completely unacceptable that
equality be taken out of the Status of Women mandate.

Having said that, I want to focus on what this issue of equality for
Status of Women in Canada means. As we just celebrated
International Women's Day, I think it is important to note that while
we have won equality in a legal sense, equality in a real sense, day to
day in terms of programs and services and the wage gap, and
equality in terms of access to the law are still things that are being
fought for.

For example, when we look at the wage gap that still exists in this
country, the Canadian Labour Congress has produced excellent
information that is really quite shocking. It shows us that women
working full time all year still make only 70¢ for every $1 men earn.
For racialized women it is even worse. It is 64¢. For aboriginal
women it is 46¢. In fact, the gender pay gap in Canada is even bigger
than the wage gap in the United States and that may surprise some
people.

What was most shocking to me to learn from this information is
that by age 51 women's average income in this country is only 41%
of the average income for 51-year-old men. That is truly appalling to
know that, after years of striving for women's equality, we are still so
far behind.

We have further evidence of the struggle and what needs to be
done by looking at the last federal budget. In fact, at the
parliamentary committee on the Status of Women just a couple of
days, March 13, Kathleen Lahey, who is a professor at the Faculty of
Law at Queen's University, pointed out in her presentation that the
only reference to women in the budget had to do with the fact that
$20 million was allotted to the Status of Women to develop an action
plan for women.

However, when we examine this, we find out that the $20 million
that has been allocated in the Conservative budget is actually $4
million less than Status of Women Canada received in the year 2002-
03.

Therefore, we are not even keeping pace with the cutbacks that
have happened over a number of years in terms of this department
fulfilling its responsibilities for the equality of women in Canada.

If we take that number of $20 million and apportion it out for the
number of females in Canada, Professor Lahey pointed out that it
amounted to $1.21 per woman and child in Canada. That is what
women's equality is worth to the government in the budget. That is
something that we find quite outrageous and one of the reasons that
we voted against the budget.

Another benchmark to see whether or not we are actually meeting
the goal of equality for women is to again look at the budget to see
what is happening with some of the tax cuts. Again from the
professor's analysis, corporate income tax rates have been estab-
lished and the Conservative government, with the support of the
Liberals, has rolled back corporate taxes. This means a loss of about
$60 billion in public revenues. Professor Lahey points out that low
income individuals, most of whom are women, now pay higher
income tax rates than even large corporations.
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So much for this gender analysis in the budget because when we
strip it all away and look at the numbers, we can see the impacts of
cuts and that the tax load is disproportionately being carried by
women and in particular low income women.
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The corporate income tax cuts “shift the overall tax burden onto
low-income individuals at the same time they drain revenues needed
to redress growing gender disparities”. That is from Professor
Lahey's brief.

I believe that in passing this motion today we should see it as a
step forward, but we should recognize that we have a huge struggle
here in terms of attaining equality for all women in Canada. I am
very proud to say that in the NDP we have a very strong action plan,
“Fairness for Women”, which covers everything from political
representation to violence against women, pay equity, programs and
services, support for women, and child care.

These are the basics that we need to see happen. When we look at
a federal budget, we see that there are some very basic choices made
by any government when it brings in a budget. Clearly, in the last
budget that we saw, those choices were made in favour of people
who already have very significant resources. It was a budget that
clearly said the government does not care about women in this
country and is leaving them behind.

Like my colleague from the Bloc, I have to say that along with
other women in this House I was truly dismayed that the private
member's bill, Bill C-484, passed through this House a few days ago.
We see this as an absolute attack on women's equality and on
reproductive rights. It was a bill brought in by a Conservative
backbencher. It is clearly a back door way of trying to unravel the
decades of struggle for women's equality in this country, for
reproductive rights and for choice on abortion. I know that from the
emails and messages that I got from across the country, people could
not believe that today we are still in this battle to uphold those rights.

Today we are debating this motion to insert the word “equality” in
the mandate of the status of women department, and of course that is
essential. It is symbolic. It is the whole essence of what that work is
all about, but while we do that, and while I have no doubt that this
motion will pass today, please let us be committed and understand
the reality that women in this country, particularly low income
women, immigrant women, racialized women, aboriginal women,
and women with disabilities, are struggling for their lives. They are
struggling for dignity. They are struggling to have the basic
necessities of life, whether it is housing, education, a living income,
access to programs and the legal system, and so on.

On behalf of the NDP, we are very pleased to support this motion.
I want to congratulate the member for bringing it forward. It is an
important motion. We want this Parliament to speak with one clear
voice and say that women's equality must be part of the status of
women program and mandate. It could not be otherwise. We could
not let this go unchallenged. I am thankful to the member for
bringing it forward.

However, let us be clear that we have many other struggles and
issues to face to ensure that women's equality truly is living and
breathing in this country.
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Hon. Diane Marleau (Sudbury, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I am very
happy to be speaking today to support the motion of my colleague
from London West.

Since this motion was tabled, the government did hastily add the
word “equality” back into the mandate of Status of Women Canada.
However, we are not sure that is worth very much, because we really
do not think the Conservatives get it.

The clock was turned back in 2006 when the Conservative
government removed the word “equality”. The government removed
it from the funding guidelines of the women's program. After taking
a quick look at the status of women website, one can see that this
year's International Women's Day theme was “Strong Women,
Strong World”.

Status of Women Canada's website states, “This theme draws in
part from one of the fundamental beliefs underlying the modern
woman's movement, that a woman's place in society marks the level
of civilization of that society”. How ironic is this given the
government's actions that have hurt the advancement of women so
much?

For example, there is the issue of denying funding to groups that
advocate for women's equality. The Conservatives do not get it.

There was the dismantling of the court challenges program.
Again, they do not get it.

There was the decimation of the policy and research unit in the
status of women department, another big problem, and there was the
closure of 12 of the 16 regional status of women offices across
Canada.

Taken collectively, these actions deny women access to services
and support that would help improve their lives and those of their
families.

The Conservative government is in denial about the place of
women in our society. It hides behind the fact that in law women are
equal to men in all aspects. No one disputes this fact, but equality
under the law does not translate into equality in everyday living.
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[Translation]

The statistics are clear: women get paid less than men; women are
more likely to be victims of violence; and women are undeniably
under-represented at all levels of government, including local,
provincial and federal.

They are the hardest-hit victims of poverty in our society, yet the
Conservative government continues to ignore the status of women in
Canada.

[English]

The government has a role to play in ensuring that women are full
participants in all aspects of our society: economic, social, political
and cultural. This is why the Liberal government in the 1970s
established Status of Women Canada: to help women overcome the
challenges and barriers they face in their lives.

However, in September 2006, the Conservative government cut
$5 million from the Status of Women Canada in what was called at
the time “an effective savings exercise”, claiming that these funds
were an inefficient use of taxpayers' dollars. I remember at the time
hearing the minister responsible actually wonder what was the use of
this money, because, after all, it was only going to pay for phones
and things like that. That shows a big lack of understanding.

As a result of these cuts, 61 of 131 staff positions were eliminated
and 12 of the 16 regional offices that provided assistance to local
women's organizations were closed. The policy research fund, a
highly successful program that funded independent, high quality
research about policy affecting women's equality, was disbanded.

What is a little sad to realize is that while the government has been
cutting research and funding for advocacy for women and for
women's groups, it certainly has not cut funding for advocacy and
research for national defence. National defence directly funds all
kinds of advocacy and all kinds of research in support of national
defence. 1 am not saying that is wrong, but why cut the same
programs that help women who really need the help? It has to be
because the Conservatives do not get it.

At the same time as the cuts, the government announced new
terms and conditions for the women's program, which is the main
vehicle used to fund projects. These changes included removing the
word “equality” as one of the goals of the women's program. We do
know that they now have put the word back, but it is only a cosmetic
thing, I believe. The government was denying funding to any
women's organization that undertakes advocacy activities, restricting
capacity building in organizations, except under very special and
narrow circumstances, and opening up the women's program to the
for profit organizations.

In March 2007, the government claimed this measure was never
meant to be a cutback, that is, the cutting back of the $5 million,
despite having said so earlier. It announced that the $5 million in
savings would be transferred to the women's program, which was
being divided into two components: the women's community fund
and the women's partnership fund. The women's community fund
will support projects at the local, regional and national levels, and
the newly created women's partnership fund is, the government says,
an enhancement to the existing grant program.

However, since the introduction of the new terms and conditions
put in place by the Conservative government, the women's program
no longer supports projects that seek to promote women's equality.
In other words, there is money available, but not to equality seeking
organizations that do advocacy work. But remember, the Con-
servatives are still funding for profit groups. It is a little sad to see
that happening, because for profit groups generally do not need the
money, but the other groups, which are always begging for anything,
are not going to get any funding.



March 14, 2008

COMMONS DEBATES

4213

[Translation]

The March 2007 federal budget gave Status of Women Canada
$20 million over two years. But it is not clear how that money is to
be distributed. Perhaps we should ask the government for an
accounting.

The Conservative government refuses to admit that it has done
irreparable damage to the status of women by preventing Canadian
women from playing an equal role in all recommendations or
initiatives affecting all aspects of our society.

® (1400)
[English]

Why is this happening? Because the Conservatives just do not get
it. Maybe it is because there are not enough women as part of its
caucus. I am sure the women understand that they are not strong
enough to influence the thinking of the Conservative caucus.

Women work differently than men. They work collegially. They
test ideas to ensure that they work, that they are sound and valid.
Status of Women's offices, for example, were places where women
could meet and work together to advance their cause. It is a shame
that vehicle has been shut down for many women.

I would ask that the government follow the example set out by the
Liberal women's caucus, which came out with two studies on a
number of policies. We went across the country asking for advice
and opinions. We did not formulate it by itself. We did it collegially,
with women across the country.

I ask all members to please support the motion for true equality,
not just with words but with real actions.

Hon. Sue Barnes (London West, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I thank
every party in the House for participating in this debate. It is an
important discussion that our country needed.

I was very affected as were all women and the men who were
supportive of women, when back in 2006 the mandate of the Status
of Women changed and the word “equality” was removed. The word
was not put back because the Conservative Party felt different about
equality.

I have already had my opportunity in the first hour of debate to
give my full speech. However, when I tabled this motion, it was
because the equality provision was not there. In fact, I attended the
meeting of the Standing Committee on Status of Women, on
February 5, when the minister gave her opening remarks, of which I
have a copy. Again, there was no discussion and certainly no press
announcement of change, no announcement of this happy news.

On that date, the face page of the website of the Status of Women
had changed. My first hour of debate was February 7. On the
morning of February 7, I came to Parliament and turned on the
computer to check whether anything had really changed. If anyone
went to the women's program that day, the program mandate read:
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The mandate of the WP is to facilitate women's participation in Canadian society
by addressing their economic, social and cultural situation through Canadian
organizations.

It continues, but there is no mention of the word “equality”.

I was to speak a few hours later. A couple of hours before I spoke,
I went to the website and the program mandate miraculously said:

The newly revised mandate of the Women's Program is to advance the equality of
women across Canada through the improvement of their economic and social
conditions and their participation in democratic life.

There we have it. There was a change, but real change has to be
followed through with real guidelines, real programs, real financing
and advocacy for equality is an important part.

The government has put the word back in now, thankfully. I do not
think it would have happened without this motion. I do not think it
would have happened without the voices from women of every party
and women's organizations on the ground fighting for this.

However, to make it real, to make it worthwhile, to make it
something that actually changes the status quo, advocacy and
research for equality is important. I hope the government does not
demean this. It is important enough when there is lobbying from the
military establishment. It gets dollars for that. It cannot say that is not
important, and I do not disagree with that. However, I also think
advocacy for equality is vital if we are to do more than just help
people manage with the status quo.

If we want real change in our country, the women in these halls, in
this chamber and out there on the ground, who work in not for profit
organizations, need to know that a government will stand behind
them, that it really wants equality of women to be the goal. The
women's program is certainly not the only thing, but it is one thing
that can help. If the government has put the word “equality” back in,
it should follow through with the advocacy so women can have a
better life in Canada.

I thank all who have spoken on this. I appreciate their work and
support. However, it is not for me; it is support for the women of our

country.
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[Translation]
The Acting Speaker (Mr. Royal Galipeau): The time provided
for debate has expired. Accordingly, the question is on the motion.

Is it the pleasure of the House to adopt the motion?

Some hon. members: Agreed.
(Motion agreed to)
[English]
The Acting Speaker (Mr. Royal Galipeau): It being 2:07 p.m.,

the House stands adjourned until Monday, March 31 at 11 a.m.
pursuant to Standing Orders 28(2) and 24(1).

(The House adjourned at 2:07 p.m.)







APPENDIX

ALPHABETICAL LIST OF MEMBERS WITH THEIR
CONSTITUENCIES, PROVINCE OF CONSTITUENCY
AND POLITICAL AFFILIATIONS;
COMMITTEES OF THE HOUSE,

THE MINISTRY AND PARLIAMENTARY SECRETARY



CHAIR OCCUPANTS

The Speaker

HON. PETER MILLIKEN

The Deputy Speaker and Chair of Committees of the Whole

HoON. BILL BLAIKIE

The Deputy Chair of Committees of the Whole

MR. ROYAL GALIPEAU

The Assistant Deputy Chair of Committees of the Whole

MR. ANDREW SCHEER

BOARD OF INTERNAL ECONOMY

HON. PETER MILLIKEN

MS. LIBBY DAVIES

MR. MICHEL GUIMOND

HoN. JAY HILL

MR. MICHAEL IGNATIEFF

MR. JAMES MOORE

MR. JOE PRESTON

HON. KAREN REDMAN

HON. PETER VAN LOAN



ALPHABETICAL LIST OF MEMBERS OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS

Second Session—Thirty Nine Parliament

Province of Political

Name of Member Constituency Constituency Affiliation
Abbott, Hon. Jim, Parliamentary Secretary for Canadian Heritage.. Kootenay—Columbia........... British Columbia ........ CPC
Ablonczy, Hon. Diane, Secretary of State (Small Business and

TOULISIN) .ttt et et et e e e et e e e e e eaas Calgary—Nose Hill............. Alberta ................... CPC
Albrecht, Harold ..ot Kitchener—Conestoga.......... Ontario ................... CPC
Alghabra, Omar ..........oouiiiiit et e s Mississauga—FErindale.......... Ontario ........ooeveennnn. Lib.
Allen, MIKe . ... Tobique—Mactaquac ........... New Brunswick.......... CPC
AllISON, Dean .....ooutiiiii i Niagara West—Glanbrook ..... Ontario ................... CPC
Ambrose, Hon. Rona, President of the Queen's Privy Council for

Canada, Minister of Intergovernmental Affairs and Minister of

Western Economic Diversification ................ccovviiiiiiie... Edmonton—Spruce Grove ..... Alberta .................l. CPC
Anders, RoD .....ooi Calgary West............cooues Alberta ................... CPC
Anderson, David, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Natural

Resources and for the Canadian Wheat Board...................... Cypress Hills—Grasslands ..... Saskatchewan ............ CPC
ANAIE, GUY ottt Berthie—Maskinongé.......... Québec .......eviii..... BQ
Angus, Charlie ..o Timmins—James Bay .......... Ontario ................... NDP
Arthur, André......ooii Portneuf—Jacques-Cartier ......... Québec .....ooviiiiiint Ind.
Asselin, Gerard ... ... e Manicouagan .................... Québec ......vviinn.... BQ
Atamanenko, ALEX ........ooiiiiiiiii British Columbia Southern

Interior..........cooeviiiiiinnn British Columbia ........ NDP

Bachand, Claude ..o Saint-Jean........................ Québec ......ooviiiinn. BQ
Bagnell, Hon. Larry.........ccooiiiiiiii e Yukon......ooovviiiiiiiiiinn. Yukon .......oooeeiiiiinn Lib.
Bains, Hon. Navdeep .........ccoviuiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii e Mississauga—Brampton South Ontario ................... Lib.
Baird, Hon. John, Minister of the Environment ...................... Ottawa West—Nepean.......... Ontario ................... CPC
Barbot, Vivian........ ..o e Papineau..................ol Québec .......evvinn.... BQ
Barnes, HOn. SUE.........ooiiiiiiii London West .................... Ontario ................... Lib.
Batters, Dave ........ooiiiii i Palliser.................ooovnnnn. Saskatchewan ............ CPC
Beaumier, Colleen. ... .. ... Brampton West.................. Ontario ................... Lib.
Bélanger, Hon. Mauril ... Ottawa—Vanier ................. Ontario ...........cco.een. Lib.
Bell, Catherine ...ttt Vancouver Island North ........ British Columbia ........ NDP
Bell, Don ..o North Vancouver................ British Columbia ........ Lib.
Bellavance, André...........cooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii e Richmond—Arthabaska ........ Québec ......cvvvinn.... BQ
Bennett, Hon. Carolyn............ooooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii e St. Paul's........cooviiiiiiii, Ontario ........ooeeeennnns Lib.
Benoit, Leom. ... .uitiitt e e Vegreville—Wainwright ........ Alberta ................... CPC
Bernier, Hon. Maxime, Minister of Foreign Affairs.................. Beauce..............oooiiiiinnnn. Québec ..., CPC
Bevilacqua, Hon. Maurizio ..........coovviviiiiieiiiie i eiinennns Vaughan .......................e. Ontario ........coeveennnns Lib.
Bevington, Dennis ............ccoiiiiiiiiiiiii i Western Arctic .................. Northwest Territories .... NDP
Bezan, James ... Selkirk—Interlake............... Manitoba ................. CPC
Bigras, Bernard ... Rosemont—La Petite-Patrie.... Québec ................... BQ
Black, Dawn......coouiiii New Westminster—Coquitlam . British Columbia ........ NDP
Blackburn, Hon. Jean-Pierre, Minister of Labour and Minister of the

Economic Development Agency of Canada for the Regions of

QUEDEC ettt s Jonquiere—Alma ............... Québec ......cvviinn.... CPC
Blaikie, Hon. Bill, The Deputy Speaker..............c...occoiiinee. Elmwood—Transcona .......... Manitoba ................. NDP
Blais, Raynald ...........coooiiiiiiiii Gaspésie—iles—de-la-Madeleine Québec ................... BQ
Blaney, Steven...........ooiuiii i Lévis—Bellechasse ............. Québec .....ooviiiiiinnnn CPC
Bonin, Raymond .............coooiiiiiiii Nickel Belt ...................... Ontario ................... Lib.
Bonsant, France ...........coooiiiiiiiiii Compton—Stanstead ........... Québec ..., BQ



Province of Political
Name of Member Constituency Constituency Affiliation
Boshcoff, Ken ......ooooii Thunder Bay—Rainy River.... Ontario ................... Lib.
Bouchard, Robert ..ot Chicoutimi—Le Fjord .......... Québec .......vvvinnn.... BQ
Boucher, Sylvie, Parliamentary Secretary to the Prime Minister and
for Status of Women ............ooiiiiiiiiii i Beauport—Limoilou............. Québec .....ovviiiiiinn CPC
Bourgeois, Diane...........c.oiiiiiiiiii Terrebonne—Blainville ......... Québec .........veienn.... BQ
Breitkreuz, Garry .......oooeeiiii i Yorkton—Melville .............. Saskatchewan ............ CPC
Brison, Hon. Scott ........ouiiiiiii Kings—Hants ................... Nova Scotia.............. Lib.
Brown, Bonnie ........cooouiiiiiiii i Oakville.........ccoovviiieiin. Ontario ...........coune... Lib.
Brown, GOrd..........cooiiiiiiiiiii Leeds—Grenville ............... Ontario ..........cccoune... CPC
Brown, Patrick ... Barrie ... Ontario ...........ccounn... CPC
Bruinooge, Rod, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Indian
Affairs and Northern Development and Federal Interlocutor for
Métis and Non-Status Indians ..............ccooiiiiiiiieiiininannn. Winnipeg South................. Manitoba ................. CPC
Brunelle, Paule ........ ..o Trois-Riviéres ................... Québec .......vviiin..... BQ
Byrne, Hon. Gerry ... Humber—St. Barbe—Baie Newfoundland and
Verte .....oovviiiiiiiiiiiee, Labrador.................. Lib.
Calkins, Blaine ... Wetaskiwin ................o..... Alberta ................... CPC
Cannan, RON..... ... i e Kelowna—ILake Country ....... British Columbia ........ CPC
Cannis, JONN ... ... Scarborough Centre............. Ontario ................... Lib.
Cannon, Hon. Lawrence, Minister of Transport, Infrastructure and
COMMUNIEIES .+ .+ vv ettt et et e e e e e e e ee e e e eaeenaaas Pontiac............cooeivien.... Québec .......evvinn.... CPC
Cardin, ST ...o.uueteitt et Sherbrooke ...................... Québec ................... BQ
Carrie, Colin, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Industry.. Oshawa .......................... Ontario ........coeeeenen.. CPC
Carrier, RODErt. ... Alfred-Pellan .................... Québec .......ovviii..... BQ
Casey, Bill .....o.oiii Cumberland—Colchester—
Musquodoboit Valley ........... Nova Scotia.............. Ind.
Casson, RiCK........c.ooiiiii Lethbridge ..............ocoeoitt Alberta ..............o.eel CPC
Chamberlain, Hon. Brenda ..., Guelph.........ooiiiiiii, Ontario ................... Lib.
Chan, Hon. Raymond...........cc.ooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii i, Richmond ....................... British Columbia ........ Lib.
Charlton, ChIiS ...t il Hamilton Mountain ............. Ontario ................... NDP
Chong, Hon. Michael ............ccooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii i Wellington—Halton Hills ...... Ontario ........coveennnns CPC
Chow, OlIVIA ..ottt e Trinity—Spadina................ Ontario .........ooeeennes NDP
Christopherson, David ...........ccooiiiiiiiiii e Hamilton Centre ................ Ontario .........oceeeue. NDP
Clement, Hon. Tony, Minister of Health and Minister for the Federal
Economic Development Initiative for Northern Ontario............ Parry Sound—Muskoka ........ Ontario ..........c.oeenn. CPC
Coderre, Hon. Denis ...........iiiiiiiii il Bourassa......................... Québec .......vviii..... Lib.
Comartin, JOE. ......ooiiiii Windsor—Tecumseh............ Ontario ................... NDP
Comuzzi, Hon. JOoe.........oiiiii e Thunder Bay—Superior North. Ontario ................... CPC
Cotler, Hon. Irwin..........ooiiiiiiii e Mount Royal .................... Québec .....ooviiiiiiin. Lib.
Créte, Paul ... Montmagny—L'Islet—
Kamouraska—Riviére-du-Loup Québec ................... BQ
Crowder, Jean ..........ooiuiiiiiii i Nanaimo—Cowichan............ British Columbia ........ NDP
Cullen, Nathan ..o Skeena—Bulkley Valley........ British Columbia ........ NDP
Cullen, Hon. ROY ......ooiiiiiii Etobicoke North................. Ontario ...............e... Lib.
Cummins, JOhn. ... Delta—Richmond East ......... British Columbia ........ CPC
Cuzner, ROAger.......ooinii i Cape Breton—Canso ........... Nova Scotia.............. Lib.
D'Amours, Jean-Claude ............ooooiiiiiiii i Madawaska—Restigouche ..... New Brunswick.......... Lib.
Davidson, Patricia............oooiiiiiiiiiii Sarnia—Lambton ............... Ontario ................... CPC
Davies, LibbY .....oiiiiii i Vancouver East.................. British Columbia ........ NDP
Day, Hon. Stockwell, Minister of Public Safety ...................... Okanagan—Coquihalla......... British Columbia ........ CPC
DeBellefeuille, Claude ..............oooiiiiiiii e Beauharnois—Salaberry ........ Québec ..., BQ
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Del Mastro, Dean .........coueiiiiiiiiiii i Peterborough .................... Ontario .................. CPC
Demers, Nicole ....ooo e Laval...........ooooiiiia, Québec .........oeennnn. BQ
Deschamps, Johanne .............ccooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii e Laurentides—Labelle ........... Québec ........vvinnn.... BQ
Devolin, Barry..........oooo Haliburton—Kawartha Lakes—
Brock ... Ontario .................. CPC
Dewar, Paul... ... Ottawa Centre................... Ontario .................. NDP
Dhaliwal, Sukh ....... ... Newton—North Delta .......... British Columbia ....... Lib.
Dhalla, Ruby ..o Brampton—Springdale ......... Ontario ........ooeeeennn. Lib.
Dion, Hon. Stéphane, Leader of the Opposition...................... Saint-Laurent—Cartierville..... Québec ......oooiiinn Lib.
Dosanjh, Hon. Ujjal.........coooiiiiiiii e Vancouver South................ British Columbia ....... Lib.
Doyle, NOImMan ........oouiitiiite et e e e Newfoundland and
St. John's East................... Labrador................. CPC
Dryden, Hon. Ken ... York Centre ..................... Ontario ...........coeuun. Lib.
Duceppe, Gilles .....oiiiniiii i Laurier—Sainte-Marie .......... Québec ......ovviinnn BQ
Dykstra, RICK.......oiiiiiiiii e St. Catharines ................... Ontario .................. CPC
Easter, Hon. Wayne ..........coooiiiiiiiiiiii e Malpeque .....coovvvveininennn Prince Edward Island.... Lib.
Emerson, Hon. David, Minister of International Trade and Minister
for the Pacific Gateway and the Vancouver-Whistler Olympics ... Vancouver Kingsway ........... British Columbia ....... CPC
Epp, Ken. ... Edmonton—Sherwood Park.... Alberta .................. CPC
Eyking, Hon. Mark ... Sydney—Victoria ............... Nova Scotia............. Lib.
Faille, Meili......o.ooiiiii i e Vaudreuil-Soulanges ............ Québec .......ooouine.. BQ
Fast, Ed ..o o Abbotsford ...................... British Columbia ....... CPC
Finley, Hon. Diane, Minister of Citizenship and Immigration....... Haldimand—Norfolk ........... Ontario .................. CPC
Fitzpatrick, Brian.............coooiiiiii Prince Albert .................... Saskatchewan ........... CPC
Flaherty, Hon. Jim, Minister of Finance............................... Whitby—Oshawa ............... Ontario .................. CPC
Fletcher, Steven, Parliamentary Secretary for Health................. Charleswood—St. James—
Assiniboia ... Manitoba ................ CPC
Folco, Raymonde ............ooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii i Laval—Les fles ................. Québec ........ooeinn.... Lib.
Freeman, Carole............o.oiiiiiiiiiiiii i Chateauguay—Saint-Constant.. Québec .................. BQ
Fry, Hon. Hedy .......coooiiiiii i Vancouver Centre............... British Columbia ....... Lib.
Gagnon, ChriStIane. . ... ....oviueite et e e Québec......vvviiiiiiii Québec ...........o....n. BQ
Galipeau, Royal, The Acting Speaker ...............cooviiiiiiiie.n. Ottawa—Orléans................ Ontario .........oeeeennn. CPC
Gallant, Cheryl ..o e Renfrew—Nipissing—
Pembroke...................o.L Ontario .................. CPC
Gaudet, ROZET ...t Montcalm........................ Québec ...........o...n. BQ
Godfrey, Hon. John ... Don Valley West................ Ontario .................. Lib.
Godin, YVOI ... Acadie—Bathurst ............... New Brunswick......... NDP
Goldring, Peter ..o Edmonton East.................. Alberta .................. CPC
Goodale, Hon. Ralph, Wascana ................coooooiiiiiiin. Wascana ......................... Saskatchewan ........... Lib.
Go0odyear, Gary ......coouuuieiitt et e Cambridge.........ccooeveeennnn. Ontario .........oeeeennns CPC
Gourde, Jacques, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Labour
and Minister of the Economic Development Agency of Canada for Lotbiniére—Chutes-de-la-
the Regions of QUEbEC........c.vvviiiiiiiiii i Chaudiére............ovvvvvennn. Québec .....oovvvinnnn... CPC
Gravel, Raymond .............oooiiiiiiii Repentigny ...................... Québec .....ovviiiinnn BQ
Grewal, NINQ ......oooiiiiii el Fleetwood—Port Kells ......... British Columbia ....... CPC
Guarnieri, Hon. Albina ............c.ooiiiiiiiii e Mississauga East—Cooksville . Ontario .................. Lib.
GUaY, MONIQUE .. ...ttt Riviere-du-Nord................. Québec .....ooviuiiinan. BQ
Guergis, Hon. Helena, Secretary of State (Foreign Affairs and
International Trade) (SPort)......c.cevvviiiiiiiiiii i et Simcoe—Grey ......ocvvvnnnnn.. Ontario ........coeeeenen. CPC
Guimond, Michel ......... .o i Montmorency—Charlevoix—
Haute-Cote-Nord................ Québec .......oouiinnn BQ



Province of Political
Name of Member Constituency Constituency Affiliation
Hanger, Art......oooiiiiii Calgary Northeast............... Alberta ................ CPC
Harper, Right Hon. Stephen, Prime Minister.......................... Calgary Southwest.............. Alberta ................ CPC
Harris, Richard ...t i Cariboo—Prince George ....... British Columbia ..... CPC
Harvey, LUC ....ooiiiiii Louis-Hébert .................... Québec ................ CPC
Hawn, Laurie, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of National

Defence ... Edmonton Centre ............... Alberta ................ CPC
Hearn, Hon. Loyola, Minister of Fisheries and Oceans .............. Newfoundland and

St. John's South—Mount Pearl Labrador............... CPC
Hiebert, Russ, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Inter-

governmental Affairs and Minister of Western Economic Diversi- South Surrey—White Rock—

FICALION « ettt Cloverdale ....................... British Columbia ..... CPC
Hill, Hon. Jay, Secretary of State and Chief Government Whip .... Prince George—Peace River... British Columbia ..... CPC
Hinton, Betty, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Veterans Kamloops—Thompson—

AFaITS ..o Cariboo ... British Columbia ..... CPC
Holland, Mark ..........ooiiiiii e Ajax—Pickering ................ Ontario ................ Lib.
Hubbard, Hon. Charles ...t Miramichi ....................... New Brunswick....... Lib.
Ignatieff, Michael ..............ooiiiiiiiiii e Etobicoke—Lakeshore.......... Ontario ................ Lib.
Jaffer, Rahim ........ ... . Edmonton—Strathcona ......... Alberta ................ CPC
Jean, Brian, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Transport,

Infrastructure and Communities ..., Fort McMurray—Athabasca ... Alberta ................ CPC
Jennings, Hon. Marlene............cooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiie e, Notre-Dame-de-Grace—

Lachine .......................... Québec ................ Lib.
Julian, Peter.......ooouuiiii Burnaby—New Westminster ... British Columbia ..... NDP
Kadis, SUSAN. ... ..ooiiiiii e Thornhill................coooiil Ontario ................ Lib.
Kamp, Randy, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Fisheries Pitt Meadows—Maple Ridge—

ANA OCCANS ... \uettt ettt ettt e et e aee s MiSSION ..oovvieeiiiie e British Columbia ..... CPC
Karetak-Lindell, Nancy ..........coooviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii e Nunavut .......ocoovveiiiin... Nunavut ............... Lib.
Karygiannis, Hon. Jim ... Scarborough—Agincourt ....... Ontario ................ Lib.
Keddy, Gerald, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of the

Atlantic Canada Opportunities AZeNncy ............cooueeeueenneenn.. South Shore—St. Margaret's ... Nova Scotia........... CPC
Keeper, Tina......ooeiiiiiiii i Churchill................cooa Manitoba .............. Lib.
Kenney, Hon. Jason, Secretary of State (Multiculturalism and

Canadian Identity).........ooouiiiiiiiiiii i Calgary Southeast............... Alberta ................ CPC
Khan, Wajid .....oooniiii e Mississauga—Streetsville........ Ontario ................ CPC
Komarnicki, Ed, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of

Citizenship and Immigration ..............ccoiviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiein. Souris—Moose Mountain ...... Saskatchewan ......... CPC
Kramp, Daryl. ... ..o Prince Edward—Hastings ...... Ontario ................ CPC
Laforest, Jean-YVeS .......coveeeiiiiiiiiieee e eiiiiiiiieeeeeaannns Saint-Maurice—Champlain..... Québec ................ BQ
Laframboise, Mario ..........coouiieeiiiiiiiiie it eiieeeanaeenns Argenteuil—Papineau—

Mirabel ...l Québec ................ BQ
Lake, MIKE ..o Edmonton—Mill Woods—

Beaumont........................ Alberta ................ CpPC
Lalonde, Francine ...............oooiiiiiiiiiii e La Pointe-de-Ile................ Québec ................ BQ
Lauzon, Guy, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Agriculture

and Agri-Food and for the Federal Economic Development Stormont—Dundas—South

Initiative for Northern Ontario ................ccoociiiiiiiiionn.. Glengarry .........coooeevieinn. Ontario ................ CPC
Lavallée, Carole .......ooouuviiiiiiii e Saint-Bruno—Saint-Hubert..... Québec ................. BQ
Layton, Hon. Jack....... ..o Toronto—Danforth.............. Ontario ................. NDP
Lebel, DeNnis ...t Roberval—Lac-Saint-Jean...... Québec ................. CPC
LeBlanc, Hon. DOmINic ..........ooviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieiieenn. Beauséjour..............ooen New Brunswick........ Lib.
Lee, Derek . ....ooinueiiii Scarborough—Rouge River.... Ontario ................. Lib.
Lemay, Marc .....ocoviiiiiiiii e Abitibi—Témiscamingue........ Québec .......coevnnnn BQ
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Lemieux, Pierre, Parliamentary Secretary for Official Languages ... Glengarry—Prescott—Russell . Ontario .................. CPC
LeSSard, YVeS ..ttt ettt Chambly—Borduas.............. Québec .........oenn.nn. BQ
Lévesque, YVOM «...uieiinii i Abitibi—Baie-James—Nunavik
—Eeyou ......cooiiiiiil, Québec .................. BQ
Lukiwski, Tom, Parliamentary Secretary to the Leader of the
Government in the House of Commons and Minister for Regina—Lumsden—Lake
Democratic Reform ... Centre.......oooevvviiiniiinein. Saskatchewan ........... CPC
Lunn, Hon. Gary, Minister of Natural Resources..................... Saanich—Gulf Islands.......... British Columbia ....... CPC
Lunney, James.........oooiiiiiiii Nanaimo—Albemi.............. British Columbia ....... CPC
Lussier, Marcel ..........oouiiieiiiiiiiii e Brossard—La Prairie ........... Québec ........ooinnnn. BQ
MacAulay, Hon. Lawrence ...........oovvveiiiiieiiiiieeniieennnnnn. Cardigan...............coeeeennns Prince Edward Island.... Lib.
MacKay, Hon. Peter, Minister of National Defence and Minister of
the Atlantic Canada Opportunities Agency................ceoueenn.. Central Nova .................... Nova Scotia............. CPC
MacKenzie, Dave, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Public
57 2 Oxford .......oovvvviviiiiininnn, Ontario .........o.eeenen. CPC
Malhi, Hon. Gurbax ...........cccoiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieaee s Bramalea—Gore—Malton...... Ontario .................. Lib.
Malo, LUC. ... Verchéres—Les Patriotes ....... Québec ........ooeennnn. BQ
Maloney, John ... ... Welland ... Ontario .................. Lib.
Manning, Fabian .......... ..o Newfoundland and
Avalon .........ccoooieiiiiii. Labrador................. CPC
Mark, InKy ..o Dauphin—Swan River—
Marquette..........coeeeinneen.n. Manitoba ................ CPC
Marleau, Hon. Diane..........ccoooiiiiiiiiiiiiii e Sudbury.........cooiiiiiiii Ontario .........o.eeennn. Lib.
Marston, Wayne .......oo.uueeernteeie i Hamilton East—Stoney Creek . Ontario .................. NDP
Martin, Hon. Keith........oooiiii e Esquimalt—Juan de Fuca ...... British Columbia ....... Lib.
Martin, Pat.......c.oiiiiii i e Winnipeg Centre................ Manitoba ................ NDP
Martin, Right Hon. Paul ... LaSalle—Emard................. Québec ..........oonn.an. Lib.
Marting TONY . ....oeentitei e e Sault Ste. Marie................. Ontario .................. NDP
Masse, Brian...........oooiiiiiiii Windsor West ................... Ontario .................. NDP
Mathyssen, Irene ..........ooiiiiiiii London—Fanshawe............. Ontario .................. NDP
Matthews, Bill.... ... Newfoundland and
Random—Burin—St. George's Labrador................. Lib.
Mayes, COLN ... e e Okanagan—Shuswap ........... British Columbia ....... CPC
McCallum, Hon. John ... Markham—Unionville.......... Ontario .................. Lib.
McDonough, AleXa .........coiuiiiiiiiiii i Halifax...........ccoocoiiine Nova Scotia............. NDP
McGuinty, David.......cooiiiii Ottawa South.................... Ontario ...........ceeenun. Lib.
McGuire, HOn. JO€.....coiuuiiiii i Egmont .................l Prince Edward Island.... Lib.
McKay, Hon. John ... Scarborough—Guildwood...... Ontario .................. Lib.
McTeague, Hon. Dan .........cccooiiiiiiiiiiiii e Pickering—Scarborough East.. Ontario .................. Lib.
Ménard, Réal ...t Hochelaga ....................... Québec ........oooen.l. BQ
MENArd, SEr@e ......evinriii ettt e Marc-Auréle-Fortin ............. Québec ........oooenn.n. BQ
Menzies, Ted, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Finance.. Macleod ......................... Alberta .................. CPC
Merrifield, Rob ... ... Yellowhead ...................... Alberta .................. CPC
Miller, Larry . ....oooueiii i Bruce—Grey—Owen Sound... Ontario .................. CPC
Milliken, Hon. Peter, Speaker............ccoooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiin... Kingston and the Islands ....... Ontario .........o.eeennns Lib.
Mills, BOD ..o RedDeer .....cccooooooiiiiiiil. Alberta .................. CPC
Minna, Hon. Maria.........ooooiiiiiiiii i Beaches—East York ............ Ontario ...........ccoun... Lib.
Moore, James, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Public
Works and Government Services and for the Pacific Gateway and Port Moody—Westwood—Port
the Vancouver-Whistler Olympics...........ccoviiiiiiiiiiiiie.. Coquitlam ...............coouiee British Columbia ....... CPC
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Moore, Rob, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Justice and

Attorney General of Canada...............coovviiiiiiiiiniiinn... Fundy Royal .................... New Brunswick.........
Mourani, Maria............oooeeeiiiieie e Ahuntsic ......................... Québec ..........oonn.n.
Mulcair, ThOmas ...t Outremont ............coeeeee.... Québec ...........o...an.
Murphy, Brian ...... ..o Moncton—Riverview—Dieppe New Brunswick.........
Murphy, Hon. Shawn ... Charlottetown ................... Prince Edward Island....
Nadeau, Richard..............cooiiii s Gatineau ...............oeeeinnnn. Québec .........ooennnn.
Nash, Peggy .....oovniiiii Parkdale—High Park ........... Ontario ........ooeeeennn.
Neville, Hon. Anita .........c.ooviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii i Winnipeg South Centre......... Manitoba ................
Nicholson, Hon. Rob, Minister of Justice and Attorney General of

Canada ... e Niagara Falls .................... Ontario ............oo.ue.
Norlock, Rick .......ooiiiiiii Northumberland—Quinte West Ontario ..................
O'Connor, Hon. Gordon, Minister of National Revenue ............. Carleton—M ississippi Mills.... Ontario ..................

Obhrai, Deepak, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Foreign

ATTAITS . .o e Calgary East..................... Alberta ..................
Oda, Hon. Bev, Minister of International Cooperation ............... Durham.......................... Ontario ..................
Ouellet, ChriStian. ..........coiiuiieii i Brome—Missisquoi............. Québec .....ooiiiiiinn.
Pacetti, MasSImO .....o.uuuiiitit et Saint-Léonard—Saint-Michel .. Québec ..................

Pallister, Brian, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Interna-

tional Trade and to the Minister of International Cooperation ..... Portage—Lisgar................. Manitoba ................
Paquette, Pierre...........ooiuiiiiii Joliette .........coeviiiiiiiiiii. Québec .....ovvniiinn.
Paradis, Hon. Christian, Secretary of State (Agriculture) ............ Mégantic—L'Erable............. Québec ....ooviiiiinnn.
Patry, Bernard ....... ..o Pierrefonds—Dollard ........... Québec .....ooiiiiiiinin.
Pearson, Glen...........oooiiiiiiiiii London North Centre........... Ontario ..................
Perron, Gilles-A. ... e Riviére-des-Mille-iles............ Québec .........oennnnn
Petit, Daniel ...........oooiiii Charlesbourg—Haute-Saint-
Charles......................o.e Québec ..........oenn.nn.
Picard, Pauline ......... ... Drummond ...................... Québec ..................
Plamondon, LouiS ........cooiiiiiiii i Bas-Richelieu—Nicolet—
Bécancour ....................... Québec ....oovnviinnnn...

Poilievre, Pierre, Parliamentary Secretary to the President of the

Treasury Board ..........cooiniiiiiii Nepean—Carleton .............. Ontario ...........oeeenun.
Prentice, Hon. Jim, Minister of Industry .............................. Calgary Centre-North........... Alberta ..................
PreSton, JOE ... Elgin—Middlesex—London ... Ontario ..................
Priddy, Penny.........coooiiiiiiiiiii e Surrey North .................... British Columbia .......
ProulX, Marcel. ... ... Hull—Aylmer ................... Québec ..................
Rajotte, James ........cooiiiii i Edmonton—Leduc.............. Alberta ..................
Ratansi, Yasmin ..........oooiiiiiiiiii i Don Valley East................. Ontario ..................
Redman, Hon. Karen ..................... i, Kitchener Centre................ Ontario ..................
Regan, Hon. Geoff....... ... Halifax West .................... Nova Scotia.............
Reid, SCOtt ... ot Lanark—Frontenac—Lennox

and Addington .................. Ontario ..................
Richardson, Lee ........oviiiiiiii i Calgary Centre .................. Alberta ..................

Ritz, Hon. Gerry, Minister of Agriculture and Agri-Food and

Minister for the Canadian Wheat Board............................. Battlefords—Lloydminster ..... Saskatchewan ...........
Rodriguez, Pablo ..........ccooiiiiiiiii i Honoré-Mercier ................. Québec .........ooon.ln.
Rota, ANthONY .....uviiiit i e e Nipissing—Timiskaming ....... Ontario .........o.eeennns
Roy, Jean-Yves ... Haute-Gaspésie—La Mitis—

Matane—Matapédia ............ Québec ....oovvviinnn..
Russell, Todd ...t i Newfoundland and

Labrador......................... Labrador.................

CPC
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Savage, Michael............oooiiiiiiii Dartmouth—Cole Harbour ..... Nova Scotia.............. Lib.
Savoie, DeniSe. ....ooiiit i Victoria ......oooeviiiiiiniiinnn.. British Columbia ........ NDP
Scarpaleggia, Francis ...........cc.oooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii Lac-Saint-Louis ................. Québec .....oooiiiiiiin. Lib.
Scheer, Andrew, The Acting Speaker..............covviiiiiiiiiaan Regina—Qu'Appelle............ Saskatchewan ............ CPC
Schellenberger, Gary .........o.eeeeerieeiiiee et e eaiaeeanns Perth—Wellington .............. Ontario ........ooeveennnns CPC
Scott, HON. ANAY....oonriiieiiiie e e Fredericton ...................... New Brunswick.......... Lib.
Sgro, Hon. Judy .....oooniiiiii York West ......oovvviiinnnnnnn. Ontario ........coeeeennns Lib.
Shipley, Bev ....ouiiiii Lambton—Kent—Middlesex... Ontario ................... CPC
Siksay, Bill ... Burnaby—Douglas.............. British Columbia ........ NDP
Silva, Mario ...ttt e Davenport ..............ooeeen. Ontario .........oceeeunnes Lib.
Simard, Hon. Raymond................cooiiiiiiiiiiiii s Saint Boniface................... Manitoba ................. Lib.
SImms, SCott ... Bonavista—Gander—Grand Newfoundland and
Falls—Windsor.................. Labrador.................. Lib.
Skelton, Hon. Carol............cooiiiiiiiiiiiiii e Saskatoon—Rosetown—Biggar Saskatchewan............ CPC
Smith, JOY ..o Kildonan—St. Paul ............. Manitoba ................. CPC
Solberg, Hon. Monte, Minister of Human Resources and Social
Development. ......ouiueiie et Medicine Hat.................... Alberta ................... CPC
Sorenson, Kevin..........ooooiiiiiiiii Crowfoot ........ccoevveeeeiii... Alberta ................... CPC
St-Cyr, TRICITY ...ttt e Jeanne-Le Ber................... Québec .....ovviiiiiiin BQ
St-Hilaire, Caroline............covviiiiiieiiiiiiiiii et Longueuil—Pierre-Boucher .... Québec ................... BQ
St. Amand, LIoyd ..o Brant...........ooooii Ontario .........coeeennes Lib.
St. Denis, Brent ........o.ooiiiiiiii i Algoma—Manitoulin—
Kapuskasing..................... Ontario ................... Lib.
Stanton, Bruce............ooooiiiii i Simcoe North ................... Ontario ...........c.o.een. CPC
Steckle, Paul..........c.ooiiiiiiii Huron—Bruce................... Ontario ................... Lib.
Stoffer, Peter. ... ..ooooviiii Sackville—Eastern Shore ...... Nova Scotia.............. NDP
Storseth, Brian. ... Westlock—St. Paul ............. Alberta ................... CPC
Strahl, Hon. Chuck, Minister of Indian Affairs and Northern
Development and Federal Interlocutor for Métis and Non-Status
Indians ......ooiii Chilliwack—Fraser Canyon.... British Columbia ........ CPC
Stronach, Hon. Belinda ............. ... Newmarket—Aurora............ Ontario ................... Lib.
Sweet, David ..o Ancaster—Dundas—
Flamborough—Westdale ....... Ontario ................... CPC
Szabo, Paul ... ..o Mississauga South .............. Ontario .........ooeeennes Lib.
Telegdi, Hon. Andrew .........ccoviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieen Kitchener—Waterloo ........... Ontario ........ooeeeennnns Lib.
Temelkovski, Lul......ooooiuniiiii i Oak Ridges—Markham ........ Ontario ..........ccoeee... Lib.
Thi Lac, Eve-Mary Thai...............coooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiaein, Saint-Hyacinthe—Bagot........ Québec .......oouiiiint BQ
Thibault, LoUiSE ... ..ot Rimouski-Neigette—
Témiscouata—Les Basques .... Québec ................... Ind.
Thibault, Hon. Robert.............ccooooii i West Nova....................... Nova Scotia.............. Lib.
Thompson, Hon. Greg, Minister of Veterans Affairs................. New Brunswick Southwest..... New Brunswick.......... CPC
Thompson, MYTON .....c.uuiieiiite et eeieeeanaeeens Wild Rose ...ooovvviiiininannn Alberta ...............ll CPC
Tilson, David .......oooiiiiiii Dufferin—Caledon.............. Ontario ................... CPC
Toews, Hon. Vic, President of the Treasury Board................... Provencher ...................... Manitoba ................. CPC
Tonks, Alan........oooiii i York South—Weston ........... Ontario ................... Lib.
Trost, Bradley .......ooviiiiii Saskatoon—Humboldt.......... Saskatchewan ............ CPC
Turner, Hon. Garth......... ... ... i, Halton ........................... Ontario ................... Lib.
Tweed, MEIrVIN .......oooiiiiiii it Brandon—Souris................ Manitoba ................. CPC
Valley, ROET ....ooiniii Kenora........cooooviiiiiia. Ontario .........oeeeeunnes Lib.

Van Kesteren, Dave .......ccoooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii e Chatham-Kent—Essex.......... Ontario ................... CPC
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Van Loan, Hon. Peter, Leader of the Government in the House of

Commons and Minister for Democratic Reform .................... York—Simcoe.................. Ontario ...............e...
Vellacott, MAUTICE . ......vu ettt Saskatoon—Wanuskewin...... Saskatchewan ............
Verner, Hon. Josée, Minister of Canadian Heritage, Status of Women

and Official Languages ...........ooeeiviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii s Louis-Saint-Laurent............ Québec ......oooviiinn.
Vincent, RODErt. ... ...ouuuiiiii e Shefford ........................ Québec .....oviiiiiiinnnn
Volpe, Hon. JOSEph ..o Eglinton—Lawrence ........... Ontario ...................
Wallace, MIKE ... Burlington ...................... Ontario ...................
Wappel, TOM ... e Scarborough Southwest........ Ontario ...................
Warawa, Mark, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of the

ENVITONMENT ...\ttt e e e iiee e eans Langley ........covvvvnniaannn British Columbia ........
Warkentin, ChIis .......ooiiiiiiiii el Peace River..................... Alberta ...................
Wasylycia-Leis, Judy .......ooviniiiiiiiiiiii i Winnipeg North................ Manitoba .................
Watson, Jeff .. .. ESseX. ..o Ontario ...................
Wilfert, Hon. Bryon............oooiiiiiiiiii Richmond Hill ................. Ontario ............cooeeen.
Williams, John......... ..o Edmonton—St. Albert......... Alberta ...................
Wilson, Blair ... ... West Vancouver—Sunshine

Coast—Sea to Sky Country.... British Columbia ........

Wrzesnewskyj, BOTYS .....vviiiiiiii e Etobicoke Centre............... Ontario ........ooeveennnns
Yelich, Lynne, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Human

Resources and Social Development..............ccooooeviiieanan. Blackstrap ...........coooeln. Saskatchewan ............
Zed, Paul. ... ..o Saint John ...................... New Brunswick..........
VACANCY oot e e Desnethé—M issinippi—

Churchill River................. Saskatchewan ............

VACANCY it Saint-Lambert .................. Québec ........eviinn....
VACANCY ittt Westmount—Ville-Marie ........ Québec .......vviin.....
VACANCY oo Toronto Centre ................. Ontario ........ooeeeennnes
VACANCY oo Willowdale ..................... Ontario ...................
VACANCY ottt Vancouver Quadra ............. British Columbia ........

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

- Independent
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ALBERTA (28)
Ablonczy, Hon. Diane, Secretary of State (Small Business and Tourism) ............ Calgary—Nose Hill ........................ CPC
Ambrose, Hon. Rona, President of the Queen's Privy Council for Canada, Minister of

Intergovernmental Affairs and Minister of Western Economic Diversification...... Edmonton—Spruce Grove ................ CPC
ANAErS, ROD ... e Calgary West ......oovviiviiiiiiiiiieeannns CPC
Benoit, LeOm ...ttt e Vegreville—Wainwright ................... CPC
Calking, Blaine. . ......oooiiiiiii Wetaskiwin ...........oooiiiiiiinnen.... CPC
Casson, RICK ...o..uiii e Lethbridge .......oooviviiiiiiii s CPC
Epp, Ken .o Edmonton—Sherwood Park............... CPC
Goldring, Peter..........oiiii Edmonton East...................o.oool. CPC
HaN@eL, ATT. ... Calgary Northeast................oooouiee. CPC
Harper, Right Hon. Stephen, Prime Minister ..............ccooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiinn... Calgary Southwest ................ocoeiunee CPC
Hawn, Laurie, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of National Defence ......... Edmonton Centre ............coooeeeiie CPC
Jaffer, Rahim ... ..o o Edmonton—Strathcona .................... CPC
Jean, Brian, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Transport, Infrastructure and

(0703 10754100081 1<1 Fort McMurray—Athabasca .............. CPC
Kenney, Hon. Jason, Secretary of State (Multiculturalism and Canadian Identity) ... Calgary Southeast.......................... CPC
LaKe, MIKE ...t Edmonton—Mill Woods—Beaumont .... CPC
Menzies, Ted, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Finance .................... Macleod .....cceviiiiiiiiiiiii CPC
Merrifield, RO .....oooiii Yellowhead ..............ccooiiiiiiiiiiiil CPC
MILLS, BOD ..o RedDeer ... CPC
Obhrai, Deepak, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Foreign Affairs ......... Calgary East..........cooooviiiiiiit. CPC
Prentice, Hon. Jim, Minister of Industry.................cciii Calgary Centre-North...................... CPC
Rajotte, James. . ... Edmonton—Leduc......................... CPC
Richardson, Lee.......oounuuiiii i Calgary Centre .........cooveveiinnieannnns CPC
Solberg, Hon. Monte, Minister of Human Resources and Social Development ...... Medicine Hat................ocoiiiiiii CPC
Sorenson, KeVIn .......ooiiiiiiii e Crowfoot. ... CPC
Storseth, Brian ......oooouiii s Westlock—St. Paul ........................ CPC
ThomPSON, MYTOMN ... .uett ettt et e et e e e e et eeeaee e aaeenns Wild ROS€ .. CPC
Warkentin, CRIiS .. .....oooiiiiii e e Peace River...............cooviiiiiiiii i, CPC
Williams, JORN .. ..o Edmonton—St. Albert..................... CPC
BRITISH COLUMBIA (35)
Abbott, Hon. Jim, Parliamentary Secretary for Canadian Heritage .................... Kootenay—Columbia...................... CPC
AtamanenKo, ALCX . .........oiiiiiiiiiiii e British Columbia Southern Interior....... NDP
Bell, Catherine ..........vuiiiii e Vancouver Island North ................... NDP
Bell, DOn ... North Vancouver........................... Lib.
Black, Dawn ... New Westminster—Coquitlam ............ NDP
Cannan, ROM ... Kelowna—Lake Country .................. CPC
Chan, Hon. Raymond ..........c.ooiiiiiiiiiit i e e eaee e Richmond............cooovveiiiiiiiin Lib.
CrOWAET, JEaN .. ...ttt Nanaimo—Cowichan ...................... NDP
Cullen, Nathan ........ooiiiiii i e e e e e aaeeas Skeena—Bulkley Valley................... NDP
Cummins, JONN ... Delta—Richmond East .................... CPC
Davies, LIbDY . ..o Vancouver East..................oo NDP

Day, Hon. Stockwell, Minister of Public Safety ....................ooocci.. Okanagan—Coquihalla.................... CPC
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Dhaliwal, SUKh ... Newton—North Delta ..................... Lib.
Dosanjh, Hon. Ujjal ... Vancouver South...................ooi Lib.
Emerson, Hon. David, Minister of International Trade and Minister for the Pacific

Gateway and the Vancouver-Whistler Olympics ...........ccvviiiiiiiiiiinaiinnn..n. Vancouver Kingsway ...................... CPC
Fast, Ed. ..o Abbotsford................o CPC
Fry, Hon. Hedy ..o Vancouver Centre ............cooevuueeennn. Lib.
Grewal, NINQ . .. ...ooooiiii e Fleetwood—Port Kells .................... CPC
Harris, RIChard.........cooiiuiii e e Cariboo—Prince George .................. CPC
Hiebert, Russ, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Intergovernmental Affairs

and Minister of Western Economic Diversification .................ccooveviiiinne..n. South Surrey—White Rock—Cloverdale CPC
Hill, Hon. Jay, Secretary of State and Chief Government Whip....................... Prince George—Peace River.............. CPC
Hinton, Betty, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Veterans Affairs........... Kamloops—Thompson—Cariboo......... CPC
Julian, Peter ... ..o Burnaby—New Westminster .............. NDP
Kamp, Randy, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Fisheries and Oceans..... Pitt Meadows—Maple Ridge—Mission.. CPC
Lunn, Hon. Gary, Minister of Natural ReSOUrces ..........c..ovviriieiiiiieeannnneennn. Saanich—Gulf Islands ..................... CPC
LUNNEY, JAMES ...\ttt ettt e e e et e e e et e e e e e aaas Nanaimo—Alberni................oooooo... CPC
Martin, Hon. Keith .. ... Esquimalt—Juan de Fuca ................. Lib.
Mayes, COLIM. ...ttt e et e et e Okanagan—Shuswap ...................... CPC
Moore, James, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Public Works and

Government Services and for the Pacific Gateway and the Vancouver-Whistler Port Moody—Westwood—Port

OLYIMIPICS ettt e Coquitlam ..., CPC
Priddy, Penny ........oouiiii Surrey North ..., NDP
SaAV0IE, DEIISE ...\ttt VICtOrIa ..o NDP
Siksay, Bill. .. ... Burnaby—Douglas....................... NDP
Strahl, Hon. Chuck, Minister of Indian Affairs and Northern Development and

Federal Interlocutor for Métis and Non-Status Indians ....................c..ocoe. Chilliwack—Fraser Canyon............... CPC
Warawa, Mark, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of the Environment......... Langley ......cooovviiiiiiii CPC
WILSON, Blair. ..ot West Vancouver—Sunshine Coast—Sea

to Sky Country..........coovvvvvnnennnn. Ind.

VA C AN CY oo Vancouver Quadra .........................
MANITOBA (14)
Bezan, JamEs. . ....oooiiii i Selkirk—Interlake.......................... CPC
Blaikie, Hon. Bill, The Deputy Speaker .........c.c.oviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeaiaenns Elmwood—Transcona ..................... NDP
Bruinooge, Rod, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Indian Affairs and

Northern Development and Federal Interlocutor for Métis and Non-Status Indians Winnipeg South......................oo... CPC
Fletcher, Steven, Parliamentary Secretary for Health .................................. Charleswood—St. James—Assiniboia.... CPC
QTS 1S3 PR 1T Churchill..............ooiiiii Lib.
Mark, INKY ..o e Dauphin—Swan River—Marquette....... CPC
Marting Pat ... e Winnipeg Centre .........ocvvvvnnieennnn. NDP
Neville, HON. ANIEA. . ..ottt e eeaes Winnipeg South Centre.................... Lib.
Pallister, Brian, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of International Trade and to

the Minister of International CoOPEeration.............ouvveeeiriieeririeeninneeennnnnn. Portage—Lisgar...........c.ccovvveennn... CPC
Simard, Hon. Raymond ..o e Saint Boniface.............................. Lib.
SIMIth, JOY .ot e Kildonan—St. Paul ........................ CPC
Toews, Hon. Vic, President of the Treasury Board .......................cooiiia. Provencher....................il CPC
TWeed, MEIVIN .. ...t e Brandon—Souris................... L CPC

Wasylycia-Leis, JUdY ..o Winnipeg North ... NDP
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NEW BRUNSWICK (10)
ALLET, MIKE ..ottt e Tobique—Mactaquac ...................... CPC
D'Amours, Jean-Claude ..ot Madawaska—Restigouche................. Lib.
GOdIN, YVOM .ot e Acadie—Bathurst ....................... .. NDP
Hubbard, Hon. Charles...........oiiiiiiiii e e i Miramichi........coooviiiiiii i Lib.
LeBlanc, Hon. DOmMINIC .......ooiiiiiiiiiie e Beauséjour.......cvvviiiiiiiiiiiiiiienns Lib.
Moore, Rob, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Justice and Attorney General

OFf Canada ..ot Fundy Royal ..., CPC
Murphy, Brian .......oooi e Moncton—Riverview—Dieppe ........... Lib.
Scott, HON. ANAY . o.nneetii e Fredericton .............ccoovviiiiiiiiiinnn. Lib.
Thompson, Hon. Greg, Minister of Veterans Affairs ................ccoiiiiii. New Brunswick Southwest................ CPC
Zed, Paul ... ..o Saint John ......................... Lib.
NEWFOUNDLAND AND LABRADOR (7)
Byrne, HOM. GeITY .. .ttt ittt ettt et e e e e aae e aaas Humber—St. Barbe—Baie Verte ......... Lib.
|13 (T N[04V St. John's East...................oooiinnn. CPC
Hearn, Hon. Loyola, Minister of Fisheries and Oceans...................cc.coovvvenn.. St. John's South—Mount Pearl ........... CPC
Manning, Fabian...........o.ooiiiii Avalon ... CPC
Matthews, BIll ... Random—Burin—St. George's ........... Lib.
Russell, Todd ....ooooiii Labrador.................oooiiiiiiiil Lib.
SIMIMS, SCOtE ..ttt et et e e Bonavista—Gander—Grand Falls—

WiIndsor......oovviiiiiiie i, Lib.
NORTHWEST TERRITORIES (1)
Bevington, DeNmiS .. ......uuuuittetit ettt et e e e e et Western Arctic .............coooiinnnnnn. NDP
NOVA SCOTIA (11)
Brison, HON. SCOtt. ...ttt Kings—Hants ................ccoevennn... Lib.
Casey, Bill ... e Cumberland—Colchester—
Musquodoboit Valley ...................... Ind.

Cuzner, ROAGET ..o Cape Breton—Canso ...................... Lib.
Eyking, Hon. Mark ... ..o Sydney—Victoria ..........ccoooeieinna... Lib.
Keddy, Gerald, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of the Atlantic Canada

OPPOItUNIHES AZENCY ..ttt et ettt et e et e e e e e e e aeeenns South Shore—St. Margaret's .............. CPC
MacKay, Hon. Peter, Minister of National Defence and Minister of the Atlantic

Canada Opportunities AZENCY ... ...eeenrrteentee ettt e eiteeanieeeaaeeeeanneeenns Central Nova ........ccoooviiiiiiiin.. CPC
MceDONOUZh, ALCXA. .. ..ttt ettt e Halifax ... NDP
Regan, Hon. Geoff ..o e Halifax West..............coooiiiiiiiii. Lib.
Savage, MIChael ..ot Dartmouth—Cole Harbour ................ Lib.
StOfTer, Peter .. oo Sackville—Eastern Shore.................. NDP
Thibault, Hon. RObert ... . ..o i West Nova..........ooooiiiiiiiiiianaaa.. Lib.
NUNAVUT (1)
Karetak-Lindell, Nancy ...........oooiiiiiiiiiii e NUNaVUL. ..o Lib.
ONTARIO (104)
Albrecht, Harold ... ... Kitchener—Conestoga ..................... CPC
Alghabra, OMAr...... ..ottt e Mississauga—Erindale..................... Lib.
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ALLSON, DEAN ..ot Niagara West—Glanbrook................ CPC
ANGUS, Charlie .......oooi Timmins—James Bay .................... NDP
Bains, Hon. Navdeep..........c.uoiiiiiiii i Mississauga—Brampton South........... Lib.
Baird, Hon. John, Minister of the Environment.............................ooiiiinn... Ottawa West—Nepean.................... CPC
Bamnes, HOn. SUE ......ooiiii London West ..., Lib.
Beaumier, Colleen .......oooiiiiiii Brampton West............c.covviiviinn Lib.
Bélanger, Hon. Mauril..........c.oooiiiiiii e Ottawa—Vanier ...............cccoeennn... Lib.
Bennett, Hon. Carolyn ... St. Paul's........ooooiiii Lib.
Bevilacqua, Hon. Maurizio .........oouiiiiiiiii e Vaughan .........cooviiiiiiiiiiiiiian, Lib.
Bonin, Raymond....... ..o Nickel Belt .......cooviiiiiiiiiiii.. Lib.
Bosheoff, Ken. .. ..o Thunder Bay—Rainy River.............. Lib.
Brown, BONNIC. . ........ooiiiiii i Oakville. ... Lib.
Brown, GOrd .......oooniiiiii e Leeds—Grenville ......................... CPC
Brown, Patrick .........oooiiiiii Barrie ....ooooiii CPC
Cannis, JONN .. ..o i Scarborough Centre....................... Lib.
Carrie, Colin, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Industry .................... Oshawa ........oocoviiiiiiiiiii CPC
Chamberlain, Hon. Brenda.............co.oooi i Guelph ... Lib.
Charlton, CRIiS. ......oooiii e e Hamilton Mountain ....................... NDP
Chong, Hon. Michael ...........cooiiiiiii e Wellington—Halton Hills ................ CPC
ChowW, OLIVI .. neeeee e e e Trinity—Spadina...................ooll NDP
Christopherson, David...........cooiiiiii i Hamilton Centre ..................ocoonit NDP
Clement, Hon. Tony, Minister of Health and Minister for the Federal Economic

Development Initiative for Northern Ontario .............coooeiiiiiiiiiiiiiiann... Parry Sound—Muskoka .................. CPC
Comartin, JOE . ... Windsor—Tecumseh...................... NDP
Comuzzi, HOn. JOE ... Thunder Bay—Superior North........... CPC
Cullen, Hon. ROY ...coonniiii Etobicoke North........................... Lib.
Davidson, Patricia ............ooiiiiiiiii Sarnia—Lambton ......................... CPC
Del Mastro, Dean.........ooiiiiii Peterborough ...l CPC
Devolin, Barmy .. ...ooeii e Haliburton—Kawartha Lakes—Brock.... CPC
Dewar, Paul ... ..o Ottawa Centre ............coovvvvneeeennn.. NDP
Dhalla, RUDY ... Brampton—Springdale ................... Lib.
Dryden, Hon. Ken .......oooiiii York Centre .........cooevviiiiiiiiiiiaan. Lib.
Dykstra, RICK ...t St. Catharines ..............ccoooeeeinne.. CPC
Finley, Hon. Diane, Minister of Citizenship and Immigration ......................... Haldimand—Norfolk ..................... CPC
Flaherty, Hon. Jim, Minister of Finance .................ccoiiiiiiiiiiiiiin. Whitby—Oshawa ......................... CPC
Galipeau, Royal, The Acting Speaker.............cooiiiiiiiiiiiii e Ottawa—Orléans ........................e. CPC
Gallant, Cheryl.......ooiuriii e e e e e e Renfrew—Nipissing—Pembroke ........ CPC
Godfrey, Hon. JOMN. ... ..o e Don Valley West .........ccovvviininnnn. Lib.
GOOAYCAT, GAIY ... vttt ettt ettt et e ettt et e e et e e e e e e aeeas Cambridge .......oovvvviiiiiieiiieaa CPC
Guarnieri, Hon. AIDINa..........ooiiiiiii e Mississauga East—Cooksville ........... Lib.
Guergis, Hon. Helena, Secretary of State (Foreign Affairs and International Trade)

55 5107 4 Simcoe—Grey....coovvvvieneeeeniiiinnnn CPC
Holland, Mark .......oooi i e Ajax—Pickering ...l Lib.
Ignatieff, Michael...........ooiiiiii e e Etobicoke—Lakeshore.................... Lib.
Kadis, SUSAN ... o Thornhill......................iii... Lib.
Karygiannis, Hon. JIm ... Scarborough—Agincourt ................. Lib.
Khan, Wajid. ... Mississauga—Streetsville................. CPC
Kramp, Daryl ... Prince Edward—Hastings ................ CPC
Lauzon, Guy, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Agriculture and Agri-Food

and for the Federal Economic Development Initiative for Northern Ontario........ Stormont—Dundas—South Glengarry ... CPC
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Layton, Hon. Jack ..o e Toronto—Danforth......................... NDP
Lee, DETEK ...t Scarborough—Rouge River............... Lib.
Lemieux, Pierre, Parliamentary Secretary for Official Languages ..................... Glengarry—Prescott—Russell............. CPC
MacKenzie, Dave, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Public Safety ......... Oxford .....ooovviiiiiii CPC
Malhi, HOn. GUIDAX ... ..o Bramalea—Gore—Malton................. Lib.
Maloney, JONN ......oii e e Welland ... Lib.
Marleau, Hon. Diane ... Sudbury....ocovviiii Lib.
Marston, Wayne .........o.ooiiiiiiiii Hamilton East—Stoney Creek ............ NDP
Marting TONY ...ttt e e Sault Ste. Marie..............oooeiiin... NDP
Masse, Brian .......oooooii Windsor West .............ooiiiiiiiiil NDP
Mathyssen, ITeNe. ......oouuiiii London—Fanshawe........................ NDP
McCallum, Hon. John ... ... Markham—Unionville..................... Lib.
McGuinty, David ... Ottawa South................coooiviinnt. Lib.
McKay, Hon. JORN ... Scarborough—Guildwood.................. Lib.
McTeague, HOn. Dan.........o.uoiiiiiiiiii i e e Pickering—Scarborough East ............. Lib.
MILLEL, LarTy ettt e et e e e et e e e e e e Bruce—Grey—Owen Sound............... CPC
Milliken, Hon. Peter, Speaker .............oooiiiiiiiiiiiiiii e Kingston and the Islands .................. Lib.
Minna, Hon. Maria ..... ... Beaches—East York ....................... Lib.
NaSh, Py ... Parkdale—High Park ...................... NDP
Nicholson, Hon. Rob, Minister of Justice and Attorney General of Canada.......... Niagara Falls ... CPC
NOTIOCK, RICK ... e e Northumberland—Quinte West ........... CPC
O'Connor, Hon. Gordon, Minister of National Revenue................................ Carleton—M ississippi Mills............... CPC
Oda, Hon. Bev, Minister of International Cooperation .................c.cooevevnnnn... Durham ... CPC
Pearson, Glem .......oooiiiiii i London North Centre ...................... Lib.
Poilievre, Pierre, Parliamentary Secretary to the President of the Treasury Board.... Nepean—Carleton ......................... CPC
Preston, JOC . ...t Elgin—Middlesex—London .............. CPC
Ratansi, Yasmin.........ooouoiiiiiii e Don Valley East...........ccceviiiiiiiiin Lib.
Redman, Hon. Karen ..........oooooiiiiii i Kitchener Centre ....................o...... Lib.
Reid, SCott ... Lanark—Frontenac—Lennox and

Addington ... CPC
Rota, ANthONY ..o Nipissing—Timiskaming .................. Lib.
Schellenberger, GarY ..........oeenuitei e e e et eaas Perth—Wellington ......................... CPC
Sgro, Hon. JUdy ..o York West ..o.evviiiiiiiiiii s Lib.
Shipley, Bev ... Lambton—Kent—Middlesex.............. CPC
Y172 TV F: ' (o R Davenport ........c.oooiiiiiiiii Lib.
St. Amand, LIOYd. ......oooi s Brant ........coooiiiiii Lib.
St. Denis, Brent ... ....uuiiiiit i e Algoma—Manitoulin—Kapuskasing ..... Lib.
Stanton, BIUCE .......uii it e Simcoe North .......................ooeee. CPC
Steckle, Paul .. ... Huron—Bruce......................o Lib.
Stronach, Hon. Belinda .............. . i Newmarket—Aurora....................... Lib.
SWeet, David. .. ...ooin s Ancaster—Dundas—Flamborough—

Westdale ........coooiiiiiiiiiiii CPC
Szabo, Paul. .. ... Mississauga South ....................oeee Lib.
Telegdi, HON. ANAICW ......oouetiiet et e e e as Kitchener—Waterloo....................... Lib.
TemelkovsKi, LUl .....oooii i Oak Ridges—Markham ................... Lib.
Tilson, David .......coooiiiiii Dufferin—Caledon......................... CPC
TONKS, ALAN ... York South—Weston ...................... Lib.
Turner, Hon. Garth ... ... Halton.................oooiiiiiiiii Lib.
Valley, ROGET. ... Kenora.....oooovviiiiiiiiii i Lib.
Van Kesteren, Dave .......ouueniiiii e Chatham-Kent—Essex..................... CPC
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Van Loan, Hon. Peter, Leader of the Government in the House of Commons and

Minister for Democratic Reform................cooiiiiiiiii e York—Simcoe..........ovvviiiiiiiiiiiiin CPC
Volpe, HON. JOSEPN ..ot Eglinton—Lawrence ....................... Lib.
Wallace, MIKeE. ..o oo e Burlington ............oooiiiiiiii CPC
Wappel, TOM ...t et e e Scarborough Southwest.................... Lib.
Watson, Jefl ... .o BSSeX . CPC
Wilfert, Hon. Bryon ..o Richmond Hill ... Lib.
Wirzesnewskyj, BOTys .....ooiuiiiii Etobicoke Centre............cccovveeiinn. Lib.
VA C AN CY it e Toronto Centre ..........ccevvvvveeennnnnnn.
VA C AN CY ottt e e Willowdale ...............oooeiiiinl.
PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND (4)
Easter, Hon. Wayne ........ooouiiiii i Malpeque ......ovvviiiiiiiiiii Lib.
MacAulay, HOn. LaWIeNnCe. ......covuriieitie ettt e eeiie e eiee e eiaeenns Cardigan ..........cooevviiiiiiiiiinennn... Lib.
McGuire, HON. JOE ..o Egmont .........ooooiiiiiiiiiiii Lib.
Murphy, HOn. Shawin.........ouiiiiii e e e Charlottetown ...........cccevviiviieinnn... Lib.
QUEBEC (73)
ANAIE, GUY ...ttt et et e et e e Berthier—Maskinongé..................... BQ
Arthur, ANAI€ ... Portneuf—Jacques-Cartier................. Ind.
Asseling GErard ..........oiuiii i Manicouagan ............ooeeeeeiiiniaaannn. BQ
Bachand, Claude. ...t e Saint-Jean...............ooooiiii, BQ
Barbot, VIVIAN ... Papineau ... BQ
Bellavance, André ...........ooiiiiiiiiiiii e e Richmond—Arthabaska ................... BQ
Bernier, Hon. Maxime, Minister of Foreign Affairs .................cooviiiiiiiiiinnn Beauce ... CPC
Bigras, Bernard ..........ooiiuiiiiiii s Rosemont—La Petite-Patrie............... BQ
Blackburn, Hon. Jean-Pierre, Minister of Labour and Minister of the Economic

Development Agency of Canada for the Regions of Quebec ........................ Jonquiere—Alma................ooi CPC
Blais, Raynald ........oooiiiii Gaspésie—iles-de-la-Madeleine............ BQ
Blaney, STEVEI .....ooiit e Lévis—Bellechasse ...................cuu.t. CPC
Bonsant, France..........ooouuiiiiiii i Compton—Stanstead....................... BQ
Bouchard, RODEIt . ... ..o Chicoutimi—Le Fjord ..................... BQ
Boucher, Sylvie, Parliamentary Secretary to the Prime Minister and for Status of

A0 4T N Beauport—Limoilou ................... ... CPC
Bourgeois, DIane ..........ooiuuuiiiitii i Terrebonne—Blainville .................... BQ
Brunelle, Paule. ... ... Trois-RIVIEres ..., BQ
Cannon, Hon. Lawrence, Minister of Transport, Infrastructure and Communities.... Pontiac..................oooviiiiiiine... CPC
Cardin, ST .ttt et ettt e e e Sherbrooke .................iiiiia. BQ
Carrier, RODEIt .. ..o Alfred-Pellan ............................... BQ
Coderre, HON. Denis. ... ..o e Bourassa...............oooiiiiiiiiii Lib.
Cotler, HON. IrWin ... e Mount Royal ... Lib.
Créte, Paul ... e Montmagny—L'Islet—Kamouraska—

Riviere-du-Loup.........coovvviiiiiiiinin BQ

DeBellefeuille, Claude ..... ... Beauharnois—Salaberry ................... BQ
Demers, NICOLE . .....ooiiii i Laval......ooooooiiiiiii BQ
Deschamps, JORANNe ............ooiiiiiiii e Laurentides—Labelle ...................... BQ
Dion, Hon. Stéphane, Leader of the Opposition ..............coeiiiiiiiiiiiiiannnn... Saint-Laurent—Cartierville................ Lib.
Duceppe, GIlles ..ot e Laurier—Sainte-Marie ..................... BQ
Faille, MEili ..o Vaudreuil-Soulanges ....................... BQ
Folco, RAymMONAe . ...oouetii ittt e Laval—Les fles ....ooveeeie. Lib.
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Freeman, Carole ........oo.uiiiiiiii e Chateauguay—Saint-Constant............. BQ
Gagnon, CHIISHANE .......oee ettt QUEDEC... i BQ
Gaudet, ROET ...t Montcalm.........oooviiiiiiiiiiii BQ
Gourde, Jacques, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Labour and Minister of
the Economic Development Agency of Canada for the Regions of Quebec ........ Lotbiniere—Chutes-de-la-Chaudiére........ CPC

Gravel, Raymond ...... ... Repentigny .........ooooiiiiiiiiiiiii, BQ
GUAY, MOMIQUE .. ..ottt et e et Riviere-du-Nord ..o BQ
Guimond, Michel ....... ... Montmorency—Charlevoix—Haute-

Cote-Nord ........coovvniiiiiiiiiiiiiiin, BQ
Harvey, LUC ..o e e Louis-Hébert ...............ccooiiiiiiiiil. CPC
Jennings, Hon. Marlene ...........oooiiiiiiiiiii e Notre-Dame-de-Grace—Lachine........... Lib.
Laforest, JEan-YVes .. ...o.uuiiii it Saint-Maurice—Champlain................ BQ
Laframboise, Mario. . ... ...oouuuiiii e Argenteuil—Papineau—Mirabel .......... BQ
Lalonde, Francine. ............ooiiiiiiiiiii et La Pointe-de-ITle..........cooveiniiiil. BQ
Lavallée, Carole ........ooviiiiiiiiiii e Saint-Bruno—Saint-Hubert................ BQ
Lebel, DENIS ..ottt Roberval—Lac-Saint-Jean................. CPC
Lemay, Marc . ...ttt e e Abitibi—Témiscamingue .................. BQ
LeSSard, YVES ..ttt Chambly—Borduas ........................ BQ
170 TS 7o) Abitibi—Baie-James—Nunavik—Eeyou. BQ
Lussier, Marcel ..........oiiiiiiiiii e Brossard—La Prairie ...................... BQ
Malo, LUC .ottt e Verchéres—Les Patriotes .................. BQ
Martin, Right Hon. Paul ..... ... e LaSalle—Emard............................ Lib.
MeéEnard, REal. ... ... ..oooiiiiiii i Hochelaga ..., BQ
A (1 R ¢ Marc-Auréle-Fortin ........................ BQ
MoOUTani, MATIA .. ..ottt et e Ahuntsic ... BQ
Mulcair, TROMAS . ... e Outremont .............covvviiiiiianaaa... NDP
Nadeau, Richard .............ooo i e Gatineau ............ooovviiiiiiiiiaaaaaaa., BQ
Ouellet, CRIISHAN .. ... i e Brome—MisSiSquOi........c.vvviiiiaennnn. BQ
Pacetti, MasSImO . ...ttt e Saint-Léonard—Saint-Michel ............. Lib.
Paquette, PIeTTe ......cooinniii Joliette ......ooevviii BQ
Paradis, Hon. Christian, Secretary of State (Agriculture)..............ccoooveiiin... Mégantic—L'Erable........................ CPC
Patry, Bernard.........oouiiiii i e Pierrefonds—Dollard ...................... Lib.
Perron, GIlIEeS-A. ... ... Riviére-des-Mille-iles...................... BQ
Petit, Daniel ... ....oveii Charlesbourg—Haute-Saint-Charles ...... CPC
Picard, Pauline ... . ... Drummond .............. ...l BQ
Plamondon, LOUIS ... Bas-Richelieu—Nicolet—Bécancour ..... BQ
ProulX, Marcel ... ..o Hull—Aylmer .............coooeiiiiiiiin, Lib.
Rodriguez, Pablo ... Honoré-Mercier ...........ocoeviiiiiiinn. Lib.
ROY, Jean-YVes. ... Haute-Gaspésie—La Mitis—Matane—

Matapédia .........coovviiiviiiiiiiinn.. BQ
Scarpaleggia, Francis ...........ooouiiiiiiii i s Lac-Saint-Louis ...........cccevviniiiinn Lib.
St-Cyr, TRICITY ..ot Jeanne-Le Ber................ooooi BQ
St-Hilaire, CaroliNe ............oouuiiiiitii e Longueuil—Pierre-Boucher ............... BQ
Thi Lac, Eve-Mary TRai ...........oooiiiiiiii e Saint-Hyacinthe—Bagot ................... BQ
Thibault, LOUISE ...ttt e Rimouski-Neigette—Témiscouata—Les

Basques .......oooeiiiiiii Ind.
Verner, Hon. Josée, Minister of Canadian Heritage, Status of Women and Official

LangUages .. .o.neeeie e e Louis-Saint-Laurent ........................ CPC

Vincent, RODEIT ......oooi i Shefford ... BQ

VA C AN CY o Westmount—Ville-Marie ..................
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Political

Name of Member Constituency Affiliation
VA C AN CY o Saint-Lambert ...,
SASKATCHEWAN (13)
Anderson, David, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Natural Resources and

for the Canadian Wheat Board ... Cypress Hills—Grasslands ................ CPC
Batters, Dave . ... ..ottt Palliser......coovviiiiiiiiiiiiiiie CPC
Breitkreuz, GaITY . ..ooneeitit ettt e et e et e et e e e e e e eaas Yorkton—Melville ......................... CPC
Fitzpatrick, Brian ... Prince Albert ..., CPC
Goodale, Hon. Ralph, Wascana..............coooiiiiiiiiiiiiii e Wascana ............coiiiiiiiiiiaa Lib.
Komarnicki, Ed, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Citizenship and

007000 T 213 o) 1 Souris—Moose Mountain ................. CPC
Lukiwski, Tom, Parliamentary Secretary to the Leader of the Government in the

House of Commons and Minister for Democratic Reform ........................... Regina—Lumsden—Lake Centre......... CPC
Ritz, Hon. Gerry, Minister of Agriculture and Agri-Food and Minister for the

Canadian Wheat Board............coiiiiiiiii e Battlefords—Lloydminster ................ CPC
Scheer, Andrew, The Acting Speaker .............cooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii e Regina—Qu'Appelle ....................... CPC
Skelton, Hon. Carol ...........ooiiiiii e Saskatoon—Rosetown—Biggar........... CPC
Trost, Bradley . ......oooneiii e Saskatoon—Humboldt..................... CPC
Vellacott, MAUTIICE .......ouurii ettt ettt e e et Saskatoon—Wanuskewin.................. CPC
Yelich, Lynne, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Human Resources and

Social DeVelOPMENt .........oouuiitiiit it Blackstrap ........cooooviiiiiiiii . CPC
VACANCY oo Desnethé—Missinippi—Churchill River .
YUKON (1)

Bagnell, Hon. Larry ......oooooiiii Yukon.....ooooiiiiiiiiiii Lib.



Chair:

Harold Albrecht
Rod Bruinooge
Tina Keeper

Jim Abbott
Mike Allen
Dean Allison
Rob Anders
David Anderson
Charlie Angus
Gérard Asselin
Larry Bagnell
Dave Batters
Catherine Bell
Leon Benoit
Dennis Bevington
James Bezan
Steven Blaney
Sylvie Boucher
Garry Breitkreuz
Gord Brown
Patrick Brown
Blaine Calkins
Ron Cannan
Colin Carrie
Rick Casson
Michael Chong
Olivia Chow
Joe Comuzzi

19

LIST OF STANDING AND SUB-COMMITTEES
(As of March 14, 2008 — 2nd Session, 39th Parliament)

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS AND NORTHERN DEVELOPMENT

Barry Devolin

Marc Lemay
Yvon Lévesque

Nathan Cullen
John Cummins
Patricia Davidson
Dean Del Mastro
Norman Doyle
Rick Dykstra
Ken Epp

Meili Faille

Ed Fast

Brian Fitzpatrick
Steven Fletcher
Cheryl Gallant
Peter Goldring
Gary Goodyear
Jacques Gourde
Nina Grewal
Art Hanger
Richard Harris
Luc Harvey
Laurie Hawn
Russ Hiebert
Betty Hinton
Rahim Jaffer
Brian Jean
Randy Kamp

Vice-Chairs:

Anita Neville
Todd Russell

Associate Members

Gerald Keddy
Wajid Khan
Ed Komarnicki
Daryl Kramp
Mike Lake
Guy Lauzon
Denis Lebel
Pierre Lemieux
Tom Lukiwski
James Lunney
Dave MacKenzie
Fabian Manning
Inky Mark

Pat Martin
Tony Martin
Colin Mayes
Ted Menzies
Rob Merrifield
Larry Miller
Bob Mills
James Moore
Rob Moore
Rick Norlock
Deepak Obhrai
Brian Pallister

Jean Crowder
Nancy Karetak-Lindell

Brian Storseth (12)
Chris Warkentin

Daniel Petit
Pierre Poilievre
Joe Preston
James Rajotte
Scott Reid

Lee Richardson
Gary Schellenberger
Bev Shipley
Carol Skelton
Joy Smith

Kevin Sorenson
Bruce Stanton
David Sweet
Myron Thompson
David Tilson
Bradley Trost
Mervin Tweed
Dave Van Kesteren
Maurice Vellacott
Mike Wallace
Mark Warawa
Jeff Watson

John Williams
Lynne Yelich
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Chair:

Dean Del Mastro
Sukh Dhaliwal
Russ Hiebert

Jim Abbott
Harold Albrecht
Mike Allen
Dean Allison
Rob Anders
David Anderson
Charlie Angus
Dave Batters
Leon Benoit
James Bezan
Steven Blaney
Sylvie Boucher
Garry Breitkreuz
Gord Brown
Patrick Brown
Rod Bruinooge
Blaine Calkins
Ron Cannan
Colin Carrie
Rick Casson
Michael Chong
Joe Comartin
Joe Comuzzi
Paul Créte

John Cummins

ACCESS TO INFORMATION, PRIVACY AND ETHICS

Paul Szabo

Charles Hubbard
Carole Lavallée

Patricia Davidson
Barry Devolin
Norman Doyle
Rick Dykstra
Ken Epp

Meili Faille

Ed Fast

Brian Fitzpatrick
Steven Fletcher
Cheryl Gallant
Yvon Godin
Peter Goldring
Gary Goodyear
Jacques Gourde
Nina Grewal
Monique Guay
Michel Guimond
Art Hanger
Richard Harris
Luc Harvey
Laurie Hawn
Betty Hinton
Rahim Jaffer
Brian Jean
Randy Kamp

Vice-Chairs:

Richard Nadeau
Glen Pearson

Associate Members

Gerald Keddy
Wajid Khan
Ed Komarnicki
Daryl Kramp
Mike Lake
Guy Lauzon
Jack Layton
Denis Lebel
Pierre Lemieux
Tom Lukiwski
James Lunney
Dave MacKenzie
Fabian Manning
Inky Mark
Colin Mayes
Ted Menzies
Rob Merrifield
Larry Miller
Bob Mills
James Moore
Rob Moore
Rick Norlock
Deepak Obhrai
Brian Pallister
Daniel Petit

Pat Martin
David Tilson

Dave Van Kesteren
Mike Wallace

Pauline Picard
Pierre Poilievre
Joe Preston
Penny Priddy
James Rajotte
Scott Reid

Lee Richardson
Gary Schellenberger
Bev Shipley
Carol Skelton
Joy Smith

Kevin Sorenson
Bruce Stanton
Brian Storseth
David Sweet
Myron Thompson
Bradley Trost
Mervin Tweed
Maurice Vellacott
Mark Warawa
Chris Warkentin
Jeff Watson

John Williams
Lynne Yelich

(12)




Chair:

Alex Atamanenko
Ken Boshcoff
Wayne Easter

Jim Abbott
Harold Albrecht
Mike Allen
Dean Allison
Rob Anders
David Anderson
Guy André
Charlie Angus
Dave Batters
Leon Benoit
Steven Blaney
Sylvie Boucher
Garry Breitkreuz
Gord Brown
Patrick Brown
Rod Bruinooge
Blaine Calkins
Ron Cannan
Serge Cardin
Colin Carrie
Rick Casson
Michael Chong
Joe Comartin
Joe Comuzzi
John Cummins
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AGRICULTURE AND AGRI-FOOD

Larry Miller

Patricia Davidson
Dean Del Mastro
Barry Devolin
Norman Doyle
Rick Dykstra
Ken Epp

Meili Faille

Ed Fast

Brian Fitzpatrick
Steven Fletcher
Cheryl Gallant
Yvon Godin
Peter Goldring
Gary Goodyear
Jacques Gourde
Nina Grewal

Art Hanger
Richard Harris
Luc Harvey
Laurie Hawn
Russ Hiebert
Betty Hinton
Charles Hubbard
Rahim Jaffer
Brian Jean

Lloyd St. Amand

Associate Members

Randy Kamp
Gerald Keddy
Wajid Khan
Ed Komarnicki
Daryl Kramp
Mike Lake
Denis Lebel
Pierre Lemieux
Tom Lukiwski
James Lunney
Dave MacKenzie
Fabian Manning
Inky Mark

Pat Martin
Tony Martin
Colin Mayes
Ted Menzies
Rob Merrifield
Bob Mills
James Moore
Rob Moore
Rick Norlock
Deepak Obhrai
Brian Pallister
Daniel Petit

James Bezan Vice-Chairs: André Bellavance
Paul Steckle
Guy Lauzon Carol Skelton Brian Storseth (12)

Eve-Mary Thai Thi Lac

Pierre Poilievre
Joe Preston
James Rajotte
Scott Reid

Lee Richardson
Gary Schellenberger
Bev Shipley

Joy Smith

Kevin Sorenson
Bruce Stanton
Peter Stoffer
David Sweet
Myron Thompson
David Tilson
Bradley Trost
Mervin Tweed
Dave Van Kesteren
Maurice Vellacott
Mike Wallace
Mark Warawa
Chris Warkentin
Jeff Watson

John Williams
Lynne Yelich
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Chair:

Jim Abbott
Dave Batters
Michael Chong

Harold Albrecht
Mike Allen

Dean Allison

Rob Anders
David Anderson
Charlie Angus
Alex Atamanenko
Vivian Barbot
Colleen Beaumier
Leon Benoit
James Bezan
Steven Blaney
Sylvie Boucher
Garry Breitkreuz
Patrick Brown
Rod Bruinooge
Blaine Calkins
Ron Cannan
Colin Carrie

Rick Casson
David Christopherson
Joe Comuzzi
Jean Crowder
Nathan Cullen
John Cummins
Patricia Davidson
Libby Davies

Gary Schellenberger

Ed Fast
Hedy Fry

Dean Del Mastro
Barry Devolin
Norman Doyle
Rick Dykstra
Ken Epp

Meili Faille
Brian Fitzpatrick
Steven Fletcher
Cheryl Gallant
Yvon Godin
Peter Goldring
Gary Goodyear
Jacques Gourde
Nina Grewal
Art Hanger
Richard Harris
Luc Harvey
Laurie Hawn
Russ Hiebert
Betty Hinton
Rahim Jaffer
Brian Jean
Randy Kamp
Gerald Keddy
Tina Keeper
Wajid Khan

CANADIAN HERITAGE

Vice-Chairs:

Luc Malo
Francis Scarpaleggia

Associate Members

Ed Komarnicki
Daryl Kramp
Mike Lake

Guy Lauzon
Denis Lebel
Pierre Lemieux
Tom Lukiwski
James Lunney
Dave MacKenzie
Fabian Manning
Inky Mark
Wayne Marston
Colin Mayes
Ted Menzies
Rob Merrifield
Larry Miller
Bob Mills
James Moore
Rob Moore
Richard Nadeau
Peggy Nash
Rick Norlock
Deepak Obhrai
Brian Pallister
Glen Pearson
Daniel Petit

Mauril Bélanger
Maria Mourani

Andy Scott (12)
Bill Siksay

Pierre Poilievre
Joe Preston
James Rajotte
Scott Reid

Lee Richardson
Pablo Rodriguez
Bev Shipley
Carol Skelton
Joy Smith

Kevin Sorenson
Bruce Stanton
Peter Stoffer
Brian Storseth
David Sweet
Myron Thompson
David Tilson
Bradley Trost
Mervin Tweed
Dave Van Kesteren
Maurice Vellacott
Mike Wallace
Mark Warawa
Chris Warkentin
Jeff Watson

John Williams
Lynne Yelich
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CITIZENSHIP AND IMMIGRATION

Chair: Norman Doyle Vice-Chairs: Thierry St-Cyr

Andrew Telegdi

Dave Batters
Colleen Beaumier
Maurizio Bevilacqua

Jim Abbott
Harold Albrecht
Mike Allen
Dean Allison
Rob Anders
David Anderson
Vivian Barbot
Don Bell

Leon Benoit
James Bezan
Dawn Black
Steven Blaney
Sylvie Boucher
Diane Bourgeois
Garry Breitkreuz
Gord Brown
Patrick Brown
Rod Bruinooge
Blaine Calkins
Ron Cannan
Colin Carrie
Rick Casson
Michael Chong
David Christopherson
Joe Comartin
Joe Comuzzi
John Cummins
Patricia Davidson

Robert Carrier
Olivia Chow

Libby Davies
Dean Del Mastro
Johanne Deschamps
Barry Devolin
Sukh Dhaliwal
Rick Dykstra
Ken Epp

Meili Faille

Ed Fast

Brian Fitzpatrick
Steven Fletcher
Cheryl Gallant
Peter Goldring
Gary Goodyear
Jacques Gourde
Art Hanger
Richard Harris
Luc Harvey
Laurie Hawn
Russ Hiebert
Betty Hinton
Rahim Jaffer
Brian Jean

Peter Julian
Randy Kamp
Gerald Keddy
Daryl Kramp
Mike Lake

Nina Grewal
Jim Karygiannis

Associate Members

Francine Lalonde

Guy Lauzon
Jack Layton
Denis Lebel
Pierre Lemieux
Tom Lukiwski
James Lunney
Dave MacKenzie
Fabian Manning
Inky Mark

Pat Martin
Brian Masse
Colin Mayes
Ted Menzies
Rob Merrifield
Larry Miller
Bob Mills
James Moore
Rob Moore
Peggy Nash
Rick Norlock
Deepak Obhrai
Brian Pallister
Daniel Petit
Pierre Poilievre
Joe Preston
Penny Priddy

Wajid Khan (12)
Ed Komarnicki

James Rajotte
Scott Reid

Lee Richardson
Gary Schellenberger
Bev Shipley

Bill Siksay

Carol Skelton

Joy Smith

Kevin Sorenson
Bruce Stanton
Brian Storseth
David Sweet

Lui Temelkovski
Myron Thompson
David Tilson
Bradley Trost
Mervin Tweed
Dave Van Kesteren
Maurice Vellacott
Mike Wallace
Mark Warawa
Chris Warkentin
Judy Wasylycia-Leis
Jeff Watson

John Williams
Blair Wilson
Lynne Yelich
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Chair:

Nathan Cullen
John Godfrey
Luc Harvey

Jim Abbott
Harold Albrecht
Mike Allen
Dean Allison
Rob Anders
David Anderson
Dave Batters
Leon Benoit
Dennis Bevington
James Bezan
Steven Blaney
Sylvie Boucher
Garry Breitkreuz
Gord Brown
Patrick Brown
Rod Bruinooge
Paule Brunelle
Blaine Calkins
Ron Cannan
Colin Carrie
Rick Casson
Michael Chong
Joe Comartin
Joe Comuzzi
Jean Crowder
John Cummins
Patricia Davidson

ENVIRONMENT AND SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT

Bob Mills

Marcel Lussier
David McGuinty

Claude DeBellefeuille
Dean Del Mastro
Barry Devolin
Norman Doyle
Rick Dykstra
Ken Epp

Meili Faille

Ed Fast

Brian Fitzpatrick
Steven Fletcher
Cheryl Gallant
Peter Goldring
Gary Goodyear
Jacques Gourde
Nina Grewal
Art Hanger
Richard Harris
Laurie Hawn
Russ Hiebert
Betty Hinton
Rahim Jaffer
Brian Jean

Peter Julian
Susan Kadis
Randy Kamp
Jim Karygiannis
Gerald Keddy

Vice-Chairs:

Francis Scarpaleggia
Maurice Vellacott

Associate Members

Wajid Khan

Ed Komarnicki
Daryl Kramp
Mike Lake

Guy Lauzon
Jack Layton
Denis Lebel
Pierre Lemieux
Tom Lukiwski
James Lunney
Dave MacKenzie
Fabian Manning
Inky Mark
Colin Mayes
Ted Menzies
Rob Merrifield
Larry Miller
James Moore
Rob Moore
Thomas Mulcair
Rick Norlock
Deepak Obhrai
Christian Ouellet
Brian Pallister
Daniel Petit
Pierre Poilievre
Joe Preston

Bernard Bigras
Geoff Regan

Mark Warawa (12)
Jeff Watson

James Rajotte
Scott Reid

Lee Richardson
Anthony Rota
Denise Savoie
Gary Schellenberger
Bev Shipley
Carol Skelton
Joy Smith

Kevin Sorenson
Lloyd St. Amand
Bruce Stanton
Peter Stoffer
Brian Storseth
David Sweet
Myron Thompson
David Tilson
Bradley Trost
Mervin Tweed
Dave Van Kesteren
Robert Vincent
Mike Wallace
Chris Warkentin
John Williams
Blair Wilson
Lynne Yelich




Chair:

Dean Del Mastro
Rick Dykstra
Jean-Yves Laforest

Jim Abbott
Harold Albrecht
Mike Allen
Dean Allison
Rob Anders
David Anderson
Navdeep Bains
Dave Batters
Leon Benoit
James Bezan
Steven Blaney
Robert Bouchard
Sylvie Boucher
Garry Breitkreuz
Gord Brown
Patrick Brown
Rod Bruinooge
Blaine Calkins
Ron Cannan
Colin Carrie
Rick Casson
Chris Charlton
Michael Chong
David Christopherson
Joe Comuzzi
Jean Crowder
John Cummins

Rob Merrifield

John McCallum
John McKay

Patricia Davidson
Libby Davies
Barry Devolin
Sukh Dhaliwal
Norman Doyle
Ken Epp

Meili Faille

Ed Fast

Brian Fitzpatrick
Steven Fletcher
Cheryl Gallant
John Godfrey
Peter Goldring
Gary Goodyear
Jacques Gourde
Nina Grewal
Art Hanger
Richard Harris
Luc Harvey
Laurie Hawn
Russ Hiebert
Betty Hinton
Rahim Jaffer
Brian Jean
Peter Julian
Randy Kamp
Gerald Keddy

FINANCE

Vice-Chairs:

Ted Menzies
Thomas Mulcair

Associate Members

Wajid Khan
Ed Komarnicki
Daryl Kramp
Mike Lake
Guy Lauzon
Jack Layton
Denis Lebel
Pierre Lemieux
Tom Lukiwski
James Lunney
Dave MacKenzie
Gurbax Malhi
Fabian Manning
Inky Mark
Colin Mayes
Larry Miller
Bob Mills
James Moore
Rob Moore
Peggy Nash
Rick Norlock
Deepak Obhrai
Brian Pallister
Daniel Petit
Pierre Poilievre
Joe Preston
James Rajotte

25

Massimo Pacetti

Garth Turner (12)
Mike Wallace

Scott Reid

Lee Richardson
Anthony Rota
Michael Savage
Gary Schellenberger
Bev Shipley

Bill Siksay

Carol Skelton

Joy Smith

Kevin Sorenson
Bruce Stanton
Brian Storseth
David Sweet

Lui Temelkovski
Myron Thompson
David Tilson
Bradley Trost
Mervin Tweed
Dave Van Kesteren
Maurice Vellacott
Mark Warawa
Chris Warkentin
Judy Wasylycia-Leis
Jeff Watson

John Williams
Blair Wilson
Lynne Yelich
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FISHERIES AND OCEANS

Chair: Fabian Manning Vice-Chairs: Raynald Blais
Bill Matthews
Mike Allen Randy Kamp Yvon Lévesque Scott Simms (12)
Gerry Byrne Gerald Keddy Lawrence MacAulay Peter Stoffer

Blaine Calkins

Jim Abbott
Harold Albrecht
Dean Allison
Rob Anders
David Anderson
Dave Batters
Catherine Bell
Leon Benoit
James Bezan
Steven Blaney
Sylvie Boucher
Garry Breitkreuz
Gord Brown
Patrick Brown
Rod Bruinooge
Ron Cannan
Colin Carrie
Robert Carrier
Rick Casson
Michael Chong
Joe Comuzzi
Paul Créte

Jean Crowder
Nathan Cullen
John Cummins
Rodger Cuzner

Patricia Davidson
Dean Del Mastro
Barry Devolin
Norman Doyle
Rick Dykstra
Wayne Easter
Ken Epp

Ed Fast

Brian Fitzpatrick
Steven Fletcher
Cheryl Gallant
Yvon Godin
Peter Goldring
Gary Goodyear
Jacques Gourde
Nina Grewal
Art Hanger
Richard Harris
Luc Harvey
Laurie Hawn
Russ Hiebert
Betty Hinton
Rahim Jaffer
Brian Jean
Wajid Khan

Ed Komarnicki

Associate Members

Daryl Kramp
Mario Laframboise
Mike Lake
Guy Lauzon
Denis Lebel
Pierre Lemieux
Tom Lukiwski
James Lunney
Dave MacKenzie
Inky Mark
Colin Mayes
Ted Menzies
Rob Merrifield
Larry Miller
Bob Mills
James Moore
Rob Moore
Rick Norlock
Deepak Obhrai
Brian Pallister
Daniel Petit
Pierre Poilievre
Joe Preston
James Rajotte
Scott Reid

Lee Richardson
Todd Russell
Gary Schellenberger
Bev Shipley
Carol Skelton
Joy Smith

Kevin Sorenson
Bruce Stanton
Paul Steckle
Brian Storseth
David Sweet
Myron Thompson
David Tilson
Bradley Trost
Mervin Tweed
Roger Valley
Dave Van Kesteren
Maurice Vellacott
Robert Vincent
Mike Wallace
Mark Warawa
Chris Warkentin
Jeff Watson

John Williams
Lynne Yelich




Chair:

Raymond Chan
Paul Dewar
Peter Goldring

Jim Abbott
Harold Albrecht
Mike Allen
Dean Allison
Rob Anders
David Anderson
Claude Bachand
Larry Bagnell
Navdeep Bains
Dave Batters

Colleen Beaumier

Leon Benoit
James Bezan
Dawn Black
Steven Blaney
Sylvie Boucher
Diane Bourgeois
Garry Breitkreuz
Bonnie Brown
Gord Brown
Patrick Brown
Rod Bruinooge
Blaine Calkins
Ron Cannan
Serge Cardin
Colin Carrie
Rick Casson
Michael Chong
Joe Comartin
Joe Comuzzi
Irwin Cotler
John Cummins
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FOREIGN AFFAIRS AND INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT

Kevin Sorenson

Wajid Khan
Denis Lebel

Patricia Davidson
Dean Del Mastro
Johanne Deschamps
Barry Devolin
Sukh Dhaliwal
Norman Doyle
Rick Dykstra
Ken Epp

Mark Eyking
Meili Faille

Ed Fast

Brian Fitzpatrick
Steven Fletcher
Raymonde Folco
Cheryl Gallant
John Godfrey
Gary Goodyear
Jacques Gourde
Nina Grewal

Art Hanger
Richard Harris
Luc Harvey
Laurie Hawn
Russ Hiebert
Betty Hinton
Michael Ignatieff
Rahim Jaffer
Brian Jean

Peter Julian
Randy Kamp
Jim Karygiannis
Gerald Keddy

Vice-Chairs:

Keith Martin
Deepak Obhrai

Associate Members

Jason Kenney
Ed Komarnicki
Daryl Kramp
Mike Lake
Francine Lalonde
Guy Lauzon
Jack Layton
Pierre Lemieux
Tom Lukiwski
James Lunney
Dave MacKenzie
Gurbax Malhi
Fabian Manning
Inky Mark
Wayne Marston
Brian Masse
Colin Mayes
Alexa McDonough
John McKay
Ted Menzies
Rob Merrifield
Larry Miller
Bob Mills
Maria Minna
James Moore
Rob Moore
Richard Nadeau
Anita Neville
Rick Norlock
Brian Pallister
Glen Pearson
Daniel Petit

Vivian Barbot
Bryon Wilfert

Bernard Patry (12)
Caroline St-Hilaire

Pierre Poilievre
Joe Preston
James Rajotte
Scott Reid

Lee Richardson
Anthony Rota
Michael Savage
Gary Schellenberger
Bev Shipley

Bill Siksay

Mario Silva
Raymond Simard
Carol Skelton
Joy Smith
Thierry St-Cyr
Bruce Stanton
Brian Storseth
David Sweet
Myron Thompson
David Tilson
Alan Tonks
Bradley Trost
Mervin Tweed
Dave Van Kesteren
Maurice Vellacott
Mike Wallace
Mark Warawa
Chris Warkentin
Jeff Watson

John Williams
Borys Wrzesnewskyj
Lynne Yelich

Chair:

Irwin Cotler

SUBCOMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL HUMAN RIGHTS

Scott Reid

Jason Kenney

Vice-Chairs:

Wayne Marston

Mario Silva
Caroline St-Hilaire

David Sweet (@)




28

Chair:

Harold Albrecht
Diane Bourgeois
Patrick Brown

Jim Abbott

Mike Allen
Dean Allison
Rob Anders
David Anderson
Dave Batters
Leon Benoit
James Bezan
Steven Blaney
Sylvie Boucher
Garry Breitkreuz
Gord Brown
Rod Bruinooge
Blaine Calkins
Ron Cannan
Colin Carrie
Rick Casson
Michael Chong
David Christopherson
Joe Comuzzi
John Cummins
Patricia Davidson
Dean Del Mastro
Barry Devolin
Norman Doyle
Rick Dykstra

GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS AND ESTIMATES

Diane Marleau

Meili Faille
Raymonde Folco

Ken Epp

Ed Fast

Brian Fitzpatrick
Steven Fletcher
Cheryl Gallant
Yvon Godin
Peter Goldring
Gary Goodyear
Jacques Gourde
Nina Grewal
Art Hanger
Richard Harris
Luc Harvey
Laurie Hawn
Russ Hiebert
Betty Hinton
Rahim Jaffer
Brian Jean
Peter Julian
Randy Kamp
Gerald Keddy
Wajid Khan

Ed Komarnicki
Jean-Yves Laforest
Mike Lake
Guy Lauzon

Vice-Chairs:

Mark Holland
James Moore

Associate Members

Denis Lebel
Pierre Lemieux
Tom Lukiwski
James Lunney
Marcel Lussier
Dave MacKenzie
Fabian Manning
Inky Mark
Colin Mayes
Alexa McDonough
Ted Menzies
Rob Merrifield
Larry Miller
Bob Mills

Rob Moore
Thomas Mulcair
Richard Nadeau
Peggy Nash
Rick Norlock
Deepak Obhrai
Massimo Pacetti
Brian Pallister
Daniel Petit
Pierre Poilievre
Joe Preston

Charlie Angus
Daryl Kramp

Mario Silva (12)
Chris Warkentin

James Rajotte
Geoff Regan

Scott Reid

Lee Richardson
Denise Savoie
Gary Schellenberger
Bev Shipley

Carol Skelton

Joy Smith

Kevin Sorenson
Bruce Stanton
Brian Storseth
David Sweet
Myron Thompson
David Tilson
Bradley Trost
Mervin Tweed
Dave Van Kesteren
Maurice Vellacott
Mike Wallace
Mark Warawa
Judy Wasylycia-Leis
Jeff Watson

John Williams
Lynne Yelich




Chair:

Carolyn Bennett
Patrick Brown
Patricia Davidson

Jim Abbott
Harold Albrecht
Mike Allen
Dean Allison
Rob Anders
David Anderson
Dave Batters
Leon Benoit
James Bezan
Bill Blaikie
Steven Blaney
Sylvie Boucher
Garry Breitkreuz
Gord Brown
Rod Bruinooge
Blaine Calkins
Ron Cannan
Colin Carrie
Rick Casson
Chris Charlton
Michael Chong
Joe Comuzzi
Nathan Cullen
John Cummins
Rodger Cuzner
Dean Del Mastro

Joy Smith

Steven Fletcher
Susan Kadis

Barry Devolin
Norman Doyle
Rick Dykstra
Ken Epp

Meili Faille

Ed Fast

Brian Fitzpatrick
Cheryl Gallant
Peter Goldring
Gary Goodyear
Jacques Gourde
Raymond Gravel
Nina Grewal
Art Hanger
Richard Harris
Luc Harvey
Laurie Hawn
Russ Hiebert
Betty Hinton
Rahim Jaffer
Brian Jean
Peter Julian
Randy Kamp
Gerald Keddy
Tina Keeper
Wajid Khan

HEALTH

Vice-Chairs:

Luc Malo
Robert Thibault

Associate Members

Ed Komarnicki
Daryl Kramp
Mike Lake

Guy Lauzon
Jack Layton
Denis Lebel
Pierre Lemieux
Tom Lukiwski
James Lunney
Dave MacKenzie
John Maloney
Fabian Manning
Inky Mark
Brian Masse
Irene Mathyssen
Colin Mayes
Ted Menzies
Rob Merrifield
Larry Miller
Bob Mills
Maria Minna
James Moore
Rob Moore
Brian Murphy
Rick Norlock
Deepak Obhrai
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Christiane Gagnon
Lui Temelkovski

David Tilson (12)
Judy Wasylycia-Leis

Brian Pallister
Daniel Petit
Pierre Poilievre
Joe Preston
Penny Priddy
James Rajotte
Scott Reid

Lee Richardson
Gary Schellenberger
Bev Shipley
Carol Skelton
Kevin Sorenson
Bruce Stanton
Brian Storseth
David Sweet
Myron Thompson
Bradley Trost
Mervin Tweed
Dave Van Kesteren
Maurice Vellacott
Mike Wallace
Mark Warawa
Chris Warkentin
Jeff Watson

John Williams
Lynne Yelich
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HUMAN RESOURCES, SOCIAL DEVELOPMENT AND THE STATUS OF PERSONS WITH DISABILITIES

Chair:

France Bonsant
Gord Brown
Rodger Cuzner

Jim Abbott
Harold Albrecht
Mike Allen

Rob Anders
David Anderson
Dave Batters
Carolyn Bennett
Leon Benoit
James Bezan
Steven Blaney
Sylvie Boucher
Garry Breitkreuz
Patrick Brown
Rod Bruinooge
Blaine Calkins
Ron Cannan
Colin Carrie
Rick Casson
Chris Charlton
Olivia Chow
David Christopherson
Joe Comuzzi
Jean Crowder
Nathan Cullen
John Cummins
Patricia Davidson
Libby Davies
Dean Del Mastro
Barry Devolin

Dean Allison

Ruby Dhalla
Jacques Gourde

Norman Doyle
Rick Dykstra
Ken Epp

Meili Faille

Ed Fast

Brian Fitzpatrick
Steven Fletcher
Raymonde Folco
Hedy Fry
Cheryl Gallant
Yvon Godin
Peter Goldring
Gary Goodyear
Raymond Gravel
Nina Grewal

Art Hanger
Richard Harris
Luc Harvey
Laurie Hawn
Russ Hiebert
Betty Hinton
Rahim Jaffer
Brian Jean

Peter Julian
Randy Kamp
Nancy Karetak-Lindell
Gerald Keddy
Wajid Khan

Vice-Chairs:

Mike Lake
Tony Martin

Associate Members

Ed Komarnicki
Daryl Kramp
Guy Lauzon
Carole Lavallée
Denis Lebel
Pierre Lemieux
Tom Lukiwski
James Lunney
Dave MacKenzie
Fabian Manning
Inky Mark

Irene Mathyssen
Colin Mayes
Alexa McDonough
Ted Menzies
Rob Merrifield
Larry Miller
Bob Mills

Maria Minna
James Moore
Rob Moore

Rick Norlock
Deepak Obhrai
Christian Ouellet
Brian Pallister
Daniel Petit
Pierre Poilievre
Joe Preston

Yves Lessard
Michael Savage

Judy Sgro (12)
Lynne Yelich

James Rajotte
Scott Reid

Lee Richardson
Todd Russell
Denise Savoie
Gary Schellenberger
Bev Shipley

Bill Siksay

Scott Simms

Carol Skelton

Joy Smith

Kevin Sorenson
Thierry St-Cyr
Bruce Stanton
Brian Storseth
David Sweet
Myron Thompson
David Tilson
Bradley Trost
Mervin Tweed
Dave Van Kesteren
Maurice Vellacott
Mike Wallace
Mark Warawa
Chris Warkentin
Judy Wasylycia-Leis
Jeff Watson

John Williams




Chair:

André Arthur
Scott Brison
Colin Carrie

Jim Abbott
Harold Albrecht
Mike Allen
Dean Allison
Rona Ambrose
Rob Anders
David Anderson
Gérard Asselin
Dave Batters
Catherine Bell
Don Bell

Leon Benoit
Dennis Bevington
James Bezan
Steven Blaney
Ken Boshcoff
Sylvie Boucher
Garry Breitkreuz
Gord Brown
Patrick Brown
Rod Bruinooge
Gerry Byrne
Blaine Calkins
Ron Cannan
Serge Cardin
Robert Carrier
Rick Casson
Raymond Chan
Michael Chong
David Christopherson
Joe Comartin

INDUSTRY, SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY

James Rajotte

Mark Eyking
Peggy Nash

Joe Comuzzi
Jean Crowder
John Cummins
Patricia Davidson
Libby Davies
Claude DeBellefeuille
Dean Del Mastro
Barry Devolin
Norman Doyle
Rick Dykstra
Ken Epp

Meili Faille

Ed Fast

Brian Fitzpatrick
Steven Fletcher
Hedy Fry
Cheryl Gallant
Yvon Godin
Peter Goldring
Gary Goodyear
Jacques Gourde
Nina Grewal

Art Hanger
Richard Harris
Luc Harvey
Laurie Hawn
Russ Hiebert
Betty Hinton
Rahim Jaffer
Brian Jean
Randy Kamp

Vice-Chairs:

Raymond Simard
Bruce Stanton

Associate Members

Gerald Keddy
Wajid Khan

Ed Komarnicki
Daryl Kramp
Jean-Yves Laforest
Mario Laframboise
Mike Lake

Guy Lauzon
Jack Layton
Denis Lebel
Dominic LeBlanc
Pierre Lemieux
Tom Lukiwski
James Lunney
Dave MacKenzie
Fabian Manning
Inky Mark

Tony Martin
Brian Masse
Colin Mayes
John McCallum
Joe McGuire

Ted Menzies

Rob Merrifield
Larry Miller

Bob Mills

James Moore
Rob Moore
Brian Murphy
Rick Norlock

Paule Brunelle
Dan McTeague

Dave Van Kesteren
Robert Vincent

Deepak Obhrai
Massimo Pacetti
Brian Pallister
Daniel Petit
Pierre Poilievre
Joe Preston
Geoff Regan
Scott Reid

Lee Richardson
Anthony Rota
Jean-Yves Roy
Gary Schellenberger
Bev Shipley

Bill Siksay

Carol Skelton
Joy Smith

Kevin Sorenson
Brian Storseth
David Sweet
Myron Thompson
David Tilson
Bradley Trost
Mervin Tweed
Maurice Vellacott
Mike Wallace
Mark Warawa
Chris Warkentin
Jeff Watson

John Williams
Lynne Yelich
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INTERNATIONAL TRADE

Chair: Lee Richardson Vice-Chairs: Serge Cardin

John Maloney

Dean Allison
Guy André
Navdeep Bains

Jim Abbott
Harold Albrecht
Mike Allen

Rob Anders
David Anderson
Vivian Barbot
Dave Batters
Don Bell

Leon Benoit
James Bezan
Steven Blaney
Sylvie Boucher
Garry Breitkreuz
Gord Brown
Patrick Brown
Rod Bruinooge
Paule Brunelle
Blaine Calkins
Colin Carrie
Rick Casson
Raymond Chan
Michael Chong
Joe Comuzzi
John Cummins
Patricia Davidson
Dean Del Mastro
Barry Devolin

Ron Cannan
Sukh Dhaliwal

Paul Dewar
Norman Doyle
Rick Dykstra
Wayne Easter
Ken Epp

Meili Faille

Ed Fast

Brian Fitzpatrick
Steven Fletcher
Cheryl Gallant
Peter Goldring
Gary Goodyear
Jacques Gourde
Nina Grewal
Art Hanger
Richard Harris
Luc Harvey
Laurie Hawn
Russ Hiebert
Betty Hinton
Rahim Jaffer
Brian Jean
Randy Kamp
Gerald Keddy
Wajid Khan

Ed Komarnicki

Peter Julian
Larry Miller

Associate Members

Daryl Kramp
Mike Lake
Francine Lalonde
Guy Lauzon
Denis Lebel
Dominic LeBlanc
Pierre Lemieux
Tom Lukiwski
James Lunney
Dave MacKenzie
Fabian Manning
Inky Mark

Colin Mayes
John McCallum
Alexa McDonough
Ted Menzies
Rob Merrifield
Bob Mills

James Moore
Rob Moore
Thomas Mulcair
Peggy Nash
Rick Norlock
Deepak Obhrai
Daniel Petit
Pierre Poilievre

Brian Pallister (12)
Lui Temelkovski

Joe Preston
James Rajotte
Geoff Regan
Scott Reid

Gary Schellenberger
Bev Shipley
Raymond Simard
Carol Skelton
Joy Smith

Kevin Sorenson
Bruce Stanton
Brian Storseth
David Sweet
Myron Thompson
David Tilson
Bradley Trost
Mervin Tweed
Dave Van Kesteren
Maurice Vellacott
Robert Vincent
Mike Wallace
Mark Warawa
Chris Warkentin
Jeff Watson

John Williams
Lynne Yelich
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JUSTICE AND HUMAN RIGHTS

Chair: Art Hanger Vice-Chairs: Réal Ménard
Brian Murphy
Larry Bagnell Rick Dykstra Dominic LeBlanc Rob Moore (12)

Blaine Calkins
Joe Comartin

Jim Abbott
Harold Albrecht
Mike Allen
Dean Allison
Rob Anders
David Anderson
Sue Barnes
Dave Batters
Leon Benoit
James Bezan
Bill Blaikie
Steven Blaney
Sylvie Boucher
Garry Breitkreuz
Bonnie Brown
Gord Brown
Patrick Brown
Rod Bruinooge
Ron Cannan
Colin Carrie
Rick Casson
Michael Chong
Joe Comuzzi
Irwin Cotler
John Cummins
Patricia Davidson
Libby Davies

Carole Freeman

Dean Del Mastro
Barry Devolin
Sukh Dhaliwal
Norman Doyle
Ken Epp

Meili Faille

Ed Fast

Brian Fitzpatrick
Steven Fletcher
Cheryl Gallant
Peter Goldring
Gary Goodyear
Jacques Gourde
Nina Grewal
Richard Harris
Luc Harvey
Laurie Hawn
Russ Hiebert
Betty Hinton
Rahim Jaffer
Brian Jean
Marlene Jennings
Randy Kamp
Gerald Keddy
Wajid Khan

Ed Komarnicki
Daryl Kramp

Derek Lee

Associate Members

Mike Lake
Guy Lauzon
Carole Lavallée
Denis Lebel
Pierre Lemieux
Tom Lukiwski
James Lunney
Dave MacKenzie
John Maloney
Fabian Manning
Inky Mark
Wayne Marston
Colin Mayes
John McKay
Serge Ménard
Ted Menzies
Rob Merrifield
Larry Miller
Bob Mills
James Moore
Anita Neville
Rick Norlock
Deepak Obhrai
Brian Pallister
Pierre Poilievre
Joe Preston

Daniel Petit

Penny Priddy
James Rajotte
Scott Reid

Lee Richardson
Gary Schellenberger
Bev Shipley

Bill Siksay

Carol Skelton
Joy Smith

Kevin Sorenson
Lloyd St. Amand
Bruce Stanton
Brian Storseth
David Sweet
Myron Thompson
David Tilson
Bradley Trost
Mervin Tweed
Dave Van Kesteren
Maurice Vellacott
Mike Wallace
Mark Warawa
Chris Warkentin
Jeff Watson

John Williams
Lynne Yelich
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LIAISON
Chair: Dean Allison Vice-Chair: Yasmin Ratansi
Rob Anders Rick Casson Diane Marleau Lee Richardson (26)
Leon Benoit Barry Devolin Rob Merrifield Gary Schellenberger
James Bezan Norman Doyle Bob Mills Joy Smith
Steven Blaney Art Hanger Shawn Murphy Kevin Sorenson
Garry Breitkreuz Derek Lee Joe Preston Paul Szabo
Blaine Calkins Fabian Manning James Rajotte Mervin Tweed
Associate Members
Charlie Angus Paul Créte John Maloney Michael Savage
Claude Bachand Jean Crowder Pat Martin Thierry St-Cyr
Vivian Barbot Roy Cullen Irene Mathyssen Lloyd St. Amand
Mauril Bélanger Patricia Davidson Bill Matthews Brent St. Denis
Catherine Bell Ken Epp Dan McTeague Paul Steckle
André Bellavance Christiane Gagnon Réal Ménard Peter Stoffer
Carolyn Bennett Yvon Godin Maria Mourani David Sweet
Bernard Bigras Michel Guimond Brian Murphy Andrew Telegdi
Raynald Blais Nancy Karetak-Lindell Massimo Pacetti Lui Temelkovski
Paule Brunelle Daryl Kramp Penny Priddy David Tilson
John Cannis Jean-Yves Laforest Marcel Proulx Joseph Volpe
Serge Cardin Mario Laframboise Geoff Regan Bryon Wilfert
David Christopherson Yves Lessard Pablo Rodriguez
SUBCOMMITTEE ON COMMITTEE BUDGETS
Chair: Dean Allison Vice-Chair: Yasmin Ratansi
Art Hanger Rob Merrifield Paul Szabo Mervin Tweed 7

Diane Marleau




Chair:

Dawn Black
Steven Blaney
Robert Bouchard

Jim Abbott
Harold Albrecht
Mike Allen
Dean Allison
Rob Anders
David Anderson
Larry Bagnell
Vivian Barbot
Dave Batters
Colleen Beaumier
Leon Benoit
James Bezan
Bernard Bigras
Bill Blaikie
Sylvie Boucher
Diane Bourgeois
Garry Breitkreuz
Gord Brown
Patrick Brown
Rod Bruinooge
Blaine Calkins
Ron Cannan
Colin Carrie
Robert Carrier
Michael Chong
Joe Comuzzi
John Cummins

Rick Casson

Denis Coderre
Cheryl Gallant

Patricia Davidson
Dean Del Mastro
Johanne Deschamps
Barry Devolin
Ujjal Dosanjh
Norman Doyle
Rick Dykstra
Ken Epp

Meili Faille

Ed Fast

Brian Fitzpatrick
Steven Fletcher
Peter Goldring
Gary Goodyear
Jacques Gourde
Nina Grewal

Art Hanger
Richard Harris
Luc Harvey
Russ Hiebert
Betty Hinton
Rahim Jaffer
Brian Jean
Randy Kamp
Gerald Keddy
Wajid Khan

Ed Komarnicki

NATIONAL DEFENCE

Vice-Chairs:

Laurie Hawn
James Lunney

Associate Members

Daryl Kramp
Mario Laframboise
Mike Lake
Francine Lalonde
Guy Lauzon
Denis Lebel
Dominic LeBlanc
Pierre Lemieux
Tom Lukiwski
Dave MacKenzie
Fabian Manning
Inky Mark

Colin Mayes
Alexa McDonough
Ted Menzies

Rob Merrifield
Larry Miller

Bob Mills

James Moore
Rob Moore

Rick Norlock
Deepak Obhrai
Brian Pallister
Gilles-A. Perron
Daniel Petit
Pierre Poilievre
Joe Preston
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Claude Bachand
John Cannis

Joe McGuire (12)
Anthony Rota

James Rajotte
Scott Reid

Lee Richardson
Gary Schellenberger
Bev Shipley

Scott Simms

Carol Skelton

Joy Smith

Kevin Sorenson
Bruce Stanton
Peter Stoffer

Brian Storseth
David Sweet
Myron Thompson
David Tilson

Alan Tonks
Bradley Trost
Mervin Tweed
Dave Van Kesteren
Maurice Vellacott
Mike Wallace
Mark Warawa
Chris Warkentin
Jeff Watson

John Williams
Borys Wrzesnewskyj
Lynne Yelich




36

NATURAL RESOURCES

Chair: Leon Benoit Vice-Chairs: Catherine Bell
Lloyd St. Amand
Omar Alghabra Ken Boshcoff Richard Harris Alan Tonks (12)

Mike Allen Claude DeBellefeuille Christian Ouellet Bradley Trost

David Anderson

Jim Abbott
Harold Albrecht
Dean Allison
Rob Anders
Dave Batters
Dennis Bevington
James Bezan
Bernard Bigras
Steven Blaney
Sylvie Boucher
Garry Breitkreuz
Gord Brown
Patrick Brown
Rod Bruinooge
Blaine Calkins
Ron Cannan
Colin Carrie
Rick Casson
Michael Chong
Joe Comuzzi
Paul Créte

Jean Crowder
Nathan Cullen
John Cummins
Patricia Davidson

Dean Del Mastro
Barry Devolin
Norman Doyle
Rick Dykstra
Ken Epp

Meili Faille

Ed Fast

Brian Fitzpatrick
Steven Fletcher
Cheryl Gallant
Yvon Godin
Peter Goldring
Gary Goodyear
Jacques Gourde
Nina Grewal
Art Hanger
Luc Harvey
Laurie Hawn
Russ Hiebert
Betty Hinton
Rahim Jaffer
Brian Jean
Randy Kamp
Gerald Keddy
Wajid Khan

Associate Members

Ed Komarnicki
Daryl Kramp
Mike Lake
Guy Lauzon
Denis Lebel
Pierre Lemieux
Tom Lukiwski
James Lunney
Marcel Lussier
Dave MacKenzie
Fabian Manning
Inky Mark
Colin Mayes
Ted Menzies
Rob Merrifield
Larry Miller
Bob Mills
James Moore
Rob Moore
Rick Norlock
Deepak Obhrai
Brian Pallister
Daniel Petit
Pierre Poilievre
Joe Preston

James Rajotte
Scott Reid

Lee Richardson
Gary Schellenberger
Bev Shipley
Scott Simms
Carol Skelton
Joy Smith

Kevin Sorenson
Bruce Stanton
Brian Storseth
David Sweet
Myron Thompson
David Tilson
Mervin Tweed
Roger Valley
Dave Van Kesteren
Maurice Vellacott
Robert Vincent
Mike Wallace
Mark Warawa
Chris Warkentin
Jeff Watson

John Williams
Lynne Yelich




Chair:

Mauril Bélanger
Michael Chong
Jean-Claude D'Amours

Jim Abbott
Harold Albrecht
Mike Allen

Dean Allison
Rob Anders
David Anderson
Alex Atamanenko
Vivian Barbot
Dave Batters
Leon Benoit
James Bezan
Sylvie Boucher
Garry Breitkreuz
Gord Brown
Patrick Brown
Rod Bruinooge
Blaine Calkins
Ron Cannan
Colin Carrie
Rick Casson

Joe Comartin
Joe Comuzzi
John Cummins
Patricia Davidson
Dean Del Mastro
Barry Devolin

OFFICIAL LANGUAGES

Steven Blaney Vice-Chairs:

Raymond Gravel Pierre Lemieux

Luc Harvey

Norman Doyle
Rick Dykstra
Ken Epp

Meili Faille

Ed Fast

Brian Fitzpatrick
Steven Fletcher
Cheryl Gallant
Peter Goldring
Gary Goodyear
Jacques Gourde
Nina Grewal
Art Hanger
Richard Harris
Laurie Hawn
Russ Hiebert
Betty Hinton
Rahim Jaffer
Brian Jean
Peter Julian
Randy Kamp
Gerald Keddy
Wajid Khan

Ed Komarnicki
Maka Kotto

Richard Nadeau

Associate Members

Daryl Kramp
Mike Lake

Guy Lauzon
Jack Layton
Denis Lebel
Tom Lukiwski
James Lunney
Dave MacKenzie
Fabian Manning
Inky Mark
Colin Mayes
Alexa McDonough
Ted Menzies
Rob Merrifield
Larry Miller
Bob Mills
James Moore
Rob Moore
Maria Mourani
Rick Norlock
Deepak Obhrai
Brian Pallister
Pierre Poilievre
Joe Preston
James Rajotte
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Yvon Godin
Pablo Rodriguez

Daniel Petit (12)
Brent St. Denis

Geoff Regan

Scott Reid

Lee Richardson
Denise Savoie
Gary Schellenberger
Bev Shipley

Carol Skelton

Joy Smith

Kevin Sorenson
Bruce Stanton
Brian Storseth
David Sweet
Myron Thompson
David Tilson
Bradley Trost
Mervin Tweed
Dave Van Kesteren
Maurice Vellacott
Mike Wallace
Mark Warawa
Chris Warkentin
Judy Wasylycia-Leis
Jeff Watson

John Williams
Lynne Yelich
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PROCEDURE AND HOUSE AFFAIRS

Chair: Joe Preston Vice-Chairs: Michel Guimond
Marcel Proulx
Yvon Godin Dominic LeBlanc Tom Lukiwski Karen Redman (12)
Gary Goodyear Pierre Lemieux Pauline Picard Scott Reid

Marlene Jennings

Jim Abbott
Harold Albrecht
Mike Allen
Dean Allison
Rob Anders
David Anderson
Charlie Angus
Gérard Asselin
Dave Batters
Leon Benoit
James Bezan
Bill Blaikie
Steven Blaney
Sylvie Boucher
Garry Breitkreuz
Gord Brown
Patrick Brown
Rod Bruinooge
Blaine Calkins
Ron Cannan
Colin Carrie
Rick Casson
Chris Charlton
Michael Chong
Joe Comartin
Joe Comuzzi

John Cummins
Patricia Davidson
Libby Davies
Dean Del Mastro
Barry Devolin
Norman Doyle
Rick Dykstra
Ken Epp

Ed Fast

Brian Fitzpatrick
Steven Fletcher
Cheryl Gallant
Peter Goldring
Jacques Gourde
Nina Grewal
Monique Guay
Art Hanger
Richard Harris
Luc Harvey
Laurie Hawn
Russ Hiebert
Betty Hinton
Rahim Jaffer
Brian Jean
Randy Kamp
Gerald Keddy

Associate Members

Wajid Khan
Ed Komarnicki
Daryl Kramp
Mike Lake
Guy Lauzon
Denis Lebel
Derek Lee
James Lunney
Dave MacKenzie
Fabian Manning
Inky Mark
Colin Mayes
Réal Ménard
Ted Menzies
Rob Merrifield
Larry Miller
Bob Mills
James Moore
Rob Moore
Brian Murphy
Shawn Murphy
Rick Norlock
Deepak Obhrai
Brian Pallister
Pierre Paquette
Daniel Petit

Pierre Poilievre
James Rajotte
Lee Richardson
Gary Schellenberger
Bev Shipley
Raymond Simard
Carol Skelton
Joy Smith

Kevin Sorenson
Bruce Stanton
Brian Storseth
David Sweet
Paul Szabo
Myron Thompson
David Tilson
Bradley Trost
Mervin Tweed
Dave Van Kesteren
Maurice Vellacott
Mike Wallace
Mark Warawa
Chris Warkentin
Jeff Watson

John Williams
Lynne Yelich

SUBCOMMITTEE ON THE CONFLICT OF INTEREST CODE FOR MEMBERS OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS

Chair:

Chris Charlton

Scott Reid

Gary Goodyear

Vice-Chair:

Dominic LeBlanc

Pauline Picard )

Chair:

Chris Charlton

SUBCOMMITTEE ON PRIVATE MEMBERS' BUSINESS

Joe Preston

Derek Lee

Vice-Chair:

Pauline Picard

Scott Reid 5)




Chair:

David Christopherson
Brian Fitzpatrick
Mark Holland

Jim Abbott
Harold Albrecht
Omar Alghabra
Mike Allen
Dean Allison
Rob Anders
David Anderson
Dave Batters
Leon Benoit
James Bezan
Steven Blaney
Ken Boshcoff
Sylvie Boucher
Diane Bourgeois
Garry Breitkreuz
Gord Brown
Patrick Brown
Rod Bruinooge
Blaine Calkins
Ron Cannan
Colin Carrie
Rick Casson
Michael Chong
Joe Comuzzi
John Cummins

Shawn Murphy

Charles Hubbard
Mike Lake

Patricia Davidson
Dean Del Mastro
Barry Devolin
Norman Doyle
Rick Dykstra
Ken Epp

Ed Fast

Steven Fletcher
Cheryl Gallant
Peter Goldring
Gary Goodyear
Jacques Gourde
Nina Grewal
Art Hanger
Richard Harris
Luc Harvey
Laurie Hawn
Russ Hiebert
Betty Hinton
Rahim Jaffer
Brian Jean
Peter Julian
Randy Kamp
Gerald Keddy
Wajid Khan

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS

Vice-Chairs:

Marcel Lussier
Pierre Poilievre

Associate Members

Ed Komarnicki
Daryl Kramp
Guy Lauzon
Jack Layton
Denis Lebel
Pierre Lemieux
Tom Lukiwski
James Lunney
Dave MacKenzie
Fabian Manning
Inky Mark

Pat Martin
Colin Mayes
Ted Menzies
Rob Merrifield
Larry Miller
Bob Mills
James Moore
Rob Moore
Thomas Mulcair
Richard Nadeau
Rick Norlock
Deepak Obhrai
Brian Pallister
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Jean-Yves Laforest
David Sweet

John Williams (12)
Borys Wrzesnewskyj

Daniel Petit

Joe Preston

James Rajotte
Scott Reid

Lee Richardson
Gary Schellenberger
Bev Shipley

Carol Skelton

Joy Smith

Kevin Sorenson
Bruce Stanton
Brian Storseth
Myron Thompson
David Tilson
Bradley Trost
Mervin Tweed
Dave Van Kesteren
Maurice Vellacott
Mike Wallace
Mark Warawa
Chris Warkentin
Judy Wasylycia-Leis
Jeff Watson

Lynne Yelich
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Chair:

Sue Barnes
Bonnie Brown
Gord Brown

Jim Abbott
Harold Albrecht
Omar Alghabra
Mike Allen
Dean Allison
Rob Anders
David Anderson
Dave Batters
Leon Benoit
James Bezan
Steven Blaney
France Bonsant
Sylvie Boucher
Patrick Brown
Rod Bruinooge
Blaine Calkins
Ron Cannan
Colin Carrie
Rick Casson
Raymond Chan
Michael Chong
Joe Comartin
Joe Comuzzi
John Cummins
Patricia Davidson
Dean Del Mastro

PUBLIC SAFETY AND NATIONAL SECURITY

Garry Breitkreuz

Ujjal Dosanjh

Dave MacKenzie

Barry Devolin
Norman Doyle
Rick Dykstra
Ken Epp

Ed Fast

Brian Fitzpatrick
Steven Fletcher
Carole Freeman
Cheryl Gallant
Peter Goldring
Gary Goodyear
Jacques Gourde
Nina Grewal
Art Hanger
Richard Harris
Luc Harvey
Laurie Hawn
Russ Hiebert
Betty Hinton
Rahim Jaffer
Brian Jean
Randy Kamp
Gerald Keddy
Wajid Khan

Ed Komarnicki

Vice-Chairs:

Colin Mayes
Serge Ménard

Associate Members

Daryl Kramp
Mike Lake
Guy Lauzon
Denis Lebel
Derek Lee
Pierre Lemieux
Tom Lukiwski
James Lunney
Fabian Manning
Inky Mark
Wayne Marston
Alexa McDonough
Réal Ménard
Ted Menzies
Rob Merrifield
Larry Miller
Bob Mills
James Moore
Rob Moore
Deepak Obhrai
Bev Oda

Brian Pallister
Daniel Petit
Pierre Poilievre
Joe Preston

Roy Cullen
Penny Priddy

Rick Norlock (12)
Eve-Mary Thai Thi Lac

James Rajotte
Scott Reid

Lee Richardson
Gary Schellenberger
Bev Shipley

Carol Skelton

Joy Smith

Kevin Sorenson
Bruce Stanton
Brian Storseth
David Sweet
Myron Thompson
David Tilson
Bradley Trost
Mervin Tweed
Dave Van Kesteren
Maurice Vellacott
Robert Vincent
Mike Wallace
Mark Warawa
Chris Warkentin
Jeff Watson

John Williams
Borys Wrzesnewskyj
Lynne Yelich




Chair:

Sylvie Boucher
Nicole Demers
Johanne Deschamps

Jim Abbott
Harold Albrecht
Mike Allen
Dean Allison
Rob Anders
David Anderson
Dave Batters
Catherine Bell
Leon Benoit
James Bezan
Dawn Black
Steven Blaney
France Bonsant
Garry Breitkreuz
Gord Brown
Patrick Brown
Rod Bruinooge
Blaine Calkins
Ron Cannan
Colin Carrie
Rick Casson
Chris Charlton
Michael Chong
Olivia Chow
Joe Comuzzi
Jean Crowder

Yasmin Ratansi

Nina Grewal
Inky Mark

John Cummins
Libby Davies
Dean Del Mastro
Barry Devolin
Norman Doyle
Rick Dykstra
Ken Epp

Meili Faille

Ed Fast

Brian Fitzpatrick
Steven Fletcher
Cheryl Gallant
Peter Goldring
Gary Goodyear
Jacques Gourde
Art Hanger
Richard Harris
Luc Harvey
Laurie Hawn
Russ Hiebert
Betty Hinton
Rahim Jaffer
Brian Jean
Randy Kamp
Nancy Karetak-Lindell
Gerald Keddy

STATUS OF WOMEN

Vice-Chairs:

Maria Minna
Anita Neville

Associate Members

Wajid Khan

Ed Komarnicki
Daryl Kramp
Mike Lake

Guy Lauzon
Jack Layton
Denis Lebel
Pierre Lemieux
Tom Lukiwski
James Lunney
Dave MacKenzie
Fabian Manning
Colin Mayes
Alexa McDonough
Ted Menzies
Rob Merrifield
Larry Miller
Bob Mills
James Moore
Rob Moore
Peggy Nash
Rick Norlock
Deepak Obhrai
Brian Pallister
Daniel Petit
Pierre Poilievre
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Patricia Davidson
Irene Mathyssen

Glen Pearson (12)
Bruce Stanton

Joe Preston

Penny Priddy
James Rajotte
Scott Reid

Lee Richardson
Gary Schellenberger
Bev Shipley

Carol Skelton

Joy Smith

Kevin Sorenson
Brian Storseth
David Sweet
Myron Thompson
David Tilson
Bradley Trost
Mervin Tweed
Dave Van Kesteren
Maurice Vellacott
Mike Wallace
Mark Warawa
Chris Warkentin
Judy Wasylycia-Leis
Jeff Watson

John Williams
Lynne Yelich
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Chair:

Don Bell
Robert Carrier
Ed Fast

Jim Abbott
Harold Albrecht
Mike Allen
Dean Allison
Rob Anders
David Anderson
Dave Batters
Leon Benoit
Dennis Bevington
James Bezan
Steven Blaney
Sylvie Boucher
Garry Breitkreuz
Gord Brown
Patrick Brown
Rod Bruinooge
Blaine Calkins
Ron Cannan
Colin Carrie
Rick Casson
Michael Chong
Olivia Chow
Joe Comartin
Joe Comuzzi
Paul Créte

John Cummins

TRANSPORT, INFRASTRUCTURE AND COMMUNITIES

Mervin Tweed

Brian Jean
John Maloney

Patricia Davidson
Dean Del Mastro
Barry Devolin
Norman Doyle
Rick Dykstra
Ken Epp

Meili Faille
Brian Fitzpatrick
Steven Fletcher
Cheryl Gallant
Roger Gaudet
Peter Goldring
Gary Goodyear
Jacques Gourde
Nina Grewal
Art Hanger
Richard Harris
Luc Harvey
Laurie Hawn
Russ Hiebert
Betty Hinton
Rahim Jaffer
Peter Julian
Randy Kamp
Gerald Keddy
Wajid Khan

Vice-Chairs:

Brian Masse
Bev Shipley

Associate Members

Ed Komarnicki
Daryl Kramp
Mike Lake
Guy Lauzon
Denis Lebel
Pierre Lemieux
Tom Lukiwski
James Lunney
Dave MacKenzie
Fabian Manning
Inky Mark
Colin Mayes
Ted Menzies
Rob Merrifield
Larry Miller
Bob Mills
James Moore
Rob Moore
Rick Norlock
Deepak Obhrai
Brian Pallister
Daniel Petit
Pierre Poilievre
Joe Preston
James Rajotte

Mario Laframboise
Joseph Volpe

Jeff Watson
Paul Zed

Geoff Regan
Scott Reid

Lee Richardson
Todd Russell
Denise Savoie
Gary Schellenberger
Carol Skelton
Joy Smith

Kevin Sorenson
Bruce Stanton
Peter Stoffer
Brian Storseth
David Sweet
Myron Thompson
David Tilson
Alan Tonks
Bradley Trost
Dave Van Kesteren
Maurice Vellacott
Robert Vincent
Mike Wallace
Mark Warawa
Chris Warkentin
John Williams
Lynne Yelich

(12)




Chair:

Ron Cannan
Roger Gaudet
Albina Guarnieri

Jim Abbott
Harold Albrecht
Mike Allen
Dean Allison
David Anderson
Claude Bachand
Dave Batters
Leon Benoit
James Bezan
Dawn Black
Bill Blaikie
Steven Blaney
Sylvie Boucher
Garry Breitkreuz
Gord Brown
Patrick Brown
Rod Bruinooge
Blaine Calkins
Colin Carrie
Rick Casson
Michael Chong
Joe Comuzzi
John Cummins
Patricia Davidson
Dean Del Mastro

Rob Anders

Betty Hinton
Gilles-A. Perron

Barry Devolin
Norman Doyle
Rick Dykstra
Ken Epp

Ed Fast

Brian Fitzpatrick
Steven Fletcher
Christiane Gagnon
Cheryl Gallant
Yvon Godin
Peter Goldring
Gary Goodyear
Jacques Gourde
Raymond Gravel
Nina Grewal
Art Hanger
Richard Harris
Luc Harvey
Laurie Hawn
Russ Hiebert
Rahim Jaffer
Brian Jean
Randy Kamp
Gerald Keddy
Wajid Khan

VETERANS AFFAIRS

Vice-Chairs:

Todd Russell
Bev Shipley

Associate Members

Ed Komarnicki
Daryl Kramp
Mike Lake

Guy Lauzon
Denis Lebel
Pierre Lemieux
Tom Lukiwski
James Lunney
Dave MacKenzie
Fabian Manning
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