CANADA

Pouse of Commons Debates

VOLUME 142 ° NUMBER 077 ° 2nd SESSION ° 39th PARLIAMENT

OFFICIAL REPORT
(HANSARD)

Friday, April 11, 2008

Speaker: The Honourable Peter Milliken




CONTENTS
(Table of Contents appears at back of this issue.)

Also available on the Parliament of Canada Web Site at the following address:

http://www.parl.gc.ca



4805

HOUSE OF COMMONS

Friday, April 11, 2008

The House met at 10 a.m.

Prayers

GOVERNMENT ORDERS
® (1000)
[English]
CANADA MARINE ACT

Hon. Lawrence Cannon (Minister of Transport, Infrastruc-
ture and Communities, CPC) moved that Bill C-23, An Act to
amend the Canada Marine Act, the Canada Transportation Act, the
Pilotage Act and other Acts in consequence, be read the third time
and passed.

Mr. Brian Jean (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
Transport, Infrastructure and Communities, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
I am very pleased today to rise in the House for the third reading
debate on a bill that is critical to the realization of some of Canada's
key economic, transportation and trade priorities: amendments to the
Canada Marine Act. This act is the economic framework for, among
other entities, Canada's port authorities.

It has been well recognized that while the implementation of the
Canada Marine Act has greatly contributed to the success of the
marine industry, in order to better respond to the future market
demands, changes now reflected in Bill C-23 are required, and they
are required as soon as possible.

Bill C-23 is extremely important to our Canadian ports and,
indeed, it is very important to Canada's economic prosperity.

I would like to remind members that the bill is the result of
extensive and very broad based consultations that date back to 2002
with the Canada Marine Act review.

The Standing Committee on Transport, Communities and
Infrastructure, of which I am a member, heard widespread industry
support for Bill C-23, not only unanimous support from the
membership of the Association of Canadian Port Authorities, but
also from the Shipping Federation of Canada and the Chamber of
Marine Commerce. They have all endorsed these positive changes
that our government has brought in under the bill.

The Association of Canadian Port Authorities has been very clear
in its submissions. While the Canada Marine Act has worked fairly
well overall since its inception in 1998 and has been beneficial for

the users of the ports, now the time is right to make changes that will
allow port authorities to respond to shifting global supply chains and
trade markets and to play an even larger role in Canada's economic
prosperity. This is very important to us.

The Shipping Federation of Canada, representing virtually all of
the trade moving between eastern Canada and ports overseas, has
urged the government to move swiftly in ensuring its passage. It has
stated:

—the amendments...will go a long way towards addressing the financial
constraints under which Canada's ports have operated since the Canada Marine
Act was passed in 1996, thus ensuring that Canada has a strong and competitive
ports system that can fully meet present and future trade objectives.

The Chamber of Marine Commerce has stated:

—Bill C-23 appears to be the badly needed next step in the evolution of the
competitiveness of Canadian ports and the future prosperity of Canada's system of
marine commerce.

Those are the chamber's words, not ours. It has also encouraged all
parties to act toward the swift passage of the bill in the House of
Commons and the Senate.

We have heard from witnesses appearing before the standing
committee that the various port labour interests also support these
changes. We have been informed that the unions view these
proposed changes positively as facilitating port growth and in turn
creating jobs for their members from coast to coast to coast.

The message to the standing committee from industry stake-
holders was very clear: we need to move quickly on Bill C-23.

When asked during committee how urgently the bill is needed,
Mr. Sean Hanrahan of the Association of Canadian Port Authorities
responded:

If all of this could be done with final proclamation by spring [of this year], that
would be the best.

Mr. Hanrahan elaborated further:

Trade is projected to double by 2020, and that is 11 years away. We simply have
to dovetail everything that encourages commercialization and development at the
same time as we hit this impending growth.

Those are not my words. They are not the words of members of
the government and they are not the words of members of the
opposition. They are the words of the people who operate in our
ports and they are saying that we should pass this bill quickly, that
Canada needs it.
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Indeed, I am pleased to inform the House that the standing
committee concluded its clause by clause review very swiftly,
somewhere in the range of 30 minutes, resulting in only one minor
change to the bill to correct a typographical drafting error. This
change in fact was a government sponsored amendment to bring the
French and the English into consistency.

1 should note that a minor consequential amendment to correct a
drafting oversight is also in the works. This consequential
amendment will simply fix a reference to the new numbering of
paragraphs that is necessary to the acceptance of the government
sponsored amendment.

I would now like to briefly address some of the key provisions of
the bill.

Bill C-23 will recognize our ports as the significant economic
contributors that they are to this economy. It acknowledges the role
of marine transportation, signifying the government's recognition of
this sector's vital contribution to Canada's economy, especially by
ports that are critical to international trade. We are a trading nation
and our success, the success of our economy and the success of our
future generations, depends on the efficiency and effectiveness of
our ports.

Many stakeholders have requested these amendments, suggesting
that in order to respond to the challenges ahead, an explicit
recognition of the marine industry's vital contribution to Canada's
economy is essential to fostering further growth and the future
success of our marine transportation industry.

Trade, capacity pressures, aging transport infrastructure and
increasing pressures on transportation lands in urban settings are
now part of the marine environment. Canada port authorities are
critical components of trade gateways and require new tools in a new
era of trade to respond to market forces in a timely manner in order
to support Canada's international and domestic trade.

“Advantage Canada”, introduced by this government, made
“modern transportation infrastructure” a core element of the
government's agenda and recognized that Canada's ability to
compete on the world stage is highly dependent on the efficiency
of larger ports such as Vancouver, Montreal and Halifax. This bill
takes great steps toward their efficiency.

We must ensure that Canadian port authorities have the tools they
need in the years ahead, not just today but in 10 and 20 years from
today. Bill C-23 introduces much needed flexibilities, enabling
Canada port authorities to compete and prosper in this global market.

Bill C-23 will facilitate trade and complement our gateway and
corridor initiatives such as the Asia-Pacific gateway and corridor
initiative, the Ontario-Quebec continental gateway and trade
corridor, and the Atlantic gateway, all three very important to jobs
in this country. The flexibilities it will provide are absolutely
imperative for Canada to take advantage of trade opportunities, both
today and in the future.

It is imperative, as you know, Mr. Speaker, that our ports have
access to a suite of modern financial instruments. How can they be
successful without that flexibility?

In a speech delivered in British Columbia on May 4, 2007 at the
International Conference on Gateways and Corridors, the Prime
Minister indicated that the government would “make it easier for
them to obtain financing for expansion and improvements”, referring
to the ports.

New measures are required if ports are to expand their capacity to
meet new demands.

Refining a framework, as proposed in Bill C-23, to provide more
borrowing flexibility and access to relevant contribution program
funding would also encourage the private sector and would
encourage it to invest. This would enable governments to make
targeted infrastructure investments that are in the public interest
where important funding gaps in the system cannot be met by other
levels of government or private investors.

Currently, Canada's port authorities are prohibited from accessing
contribution funding, while other transportation modes do not have
these legislative restrictions. We are bringing in an even playing
field. Does it make sense to treat our ports differently from other
modes knowing that it will limit their opportunities at a time when
ensuring sufficient port infrastructure is absolutely critical to our
success and to the success of our gateway and corridor initiatives?

©(1010)

Bill C-23 would permit CPAs to access federal contribution
funding specifically for three things. The first is capital infrastructure
projects. The second is security, which is so important since 9/11.
The third is environmental initiatives, which are important to all
Canadians.

More and more, we see the significant impact that transportation
has on our environment. This is certainly true when we speak of our
major marine ports, where a convergence of rail, road and marine
transportation is part of everyday business and operations.

Many ports are already exploring new, greener ways of doing
business, covering both land and waterside operations, from a
greater use of diesel electric gantry cranes to more efficient and
effective lighting and incentives for cleaner marine fuels and the
exploration of alternative shore power.

Given the future economic benefits of more energy efficient
transportation systems and improved quality of life for our local
communities in particular, which all in this House are trying to do,
this is an area where it makes eminent sense for the government to
allow for strategic, focused funding at ports that is related to
environmental sustainability. We want to encourage the environment
in every aspect of Canada's economy, and we are doing that.

I would like to remind members that as of the end of November
2007 contribution funding for security enhancements through the
Marine Transportation Security Act was in fact discontinued, yet
security enhancements continue to be required for Canada's port
authorities.
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Canada's port authorities, shipping lines and shippers have all
made it very clear that the federal government should continue to
contribute toward the cost of national security, particularly in light of
the funding being provided to ports for increased security in the
United States. We should have and give to them a competitive
environment so they can succeed against their competitors in the
United States.

It is essential that the government maintain a sound security
posture to reassure the travelling public and its partners, to ensure the
continued flow of international trade, and to make our country more
secure.

Without question, the Canadian port authorities must be able to
operate their assets in a commercial manner. They need to be able to
set fees and negotiate commercial leases and contracts that are
market driven and competitive. They also need a more dynamic and
responsive borrowing regime that is adaptable to changing
circumstances. This is paramount if our ports are to take advantage
of the anticipated increase in trade.

This amendment is important not only for the ports, but for
Canada's entire economy. That is correct: the economy of Canada.
We all know that major financial investments require the collabora-
tion of a number of parties, be it the port authorities themselves, the
municipalities, the provinces, other modes of transport or private
sector investments.

Currently, port authorities can only seek an increase in their
borrowing limit by making a request to the Minister of Transport,
Infrastructure and Communities to amend their letters patent. It is
quite the process. It takes a long time.

With this new amendment, those ports that meet certain
conditions, and have the capacity to do so, could assume a larger
debt obligation consistent with a borrowing code, to make sure they
can pay it. Such a regime would maintain the accountability this
government stands for, yet would allow ports to respond to
opportunities more efficiently and recognize their changing financial
circumstances as our trade doubles in 11 short years.

Recognizing that many of our ports are already operating at
capacity today and feeling the pressure of increased trade, it is not
difficult to imagine the capital infrastructure funding that will be
required for our ports to respond to the anticipated growth in trade in
the coming years.

Patrice Pelletier, CEO of the Montreal Port Authority, told the
committee that the authority would need to invest a minimum of
$220 million to maintain existing infrastructure and an additional
$500 million to make necessary expansions to the port over the next
five years, and that is only for the port of Montreal.

®(1015)

Captain Gordon Houston, CEO for the Vancouver Fraser Port
Authority, told the committee that this port has $350 million worth of
commitments on its $500 million borrowing capacity in addition to a
$1.3 billion terminal that is to be built, bringing the total up to
somewhere around a $1.7 billion requirement, potentially. Those are
the port authority's words, not ours.

Government Orders

These amendments to the Canada Marine Act will also strengthen
governance. It is hard to argue against strengthening long term
stability and continuity in the governance of our Canada port
authorities.

Although the Canada Marine Act already allows for amalgamation
of ports, as was evidenced in the recently amalgamated Vancouver
Fraser Port Authority which we see as being very successful in
meeting the demands of international trade, it is recognized that
certain amendments would make future amalgamations easier and
these amendments are welcomed. When a strong business case exists
for the amalgamation of ports in the future, Bill C-23 would ensure
that the process is clear and the transition transparent and
streamlined.

In conclusion, Bill C-23 is extremely important. The ports have
been waiting for these changes and are encouraging all parties, from
the Liberals to the Bloc to the NDP, to pass this bill as soon as
possible. I would, therefore, encourage all members in the House to
pass this bill as quickly as possible, so that our colleagues in the
Senate can start the process of reviewing this bill without any delay
and we can get one step closer to this bill, a very important bill and
the future of our economic prosperity, becoming law.

© (1020)

Mr. Derek Lee (Scarborough—Rouge River, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, I listened closely to the parliamentary secretary's comments
and I suspect his exhortation to the House for support will be
favourably received in most quarters. I have two questions.

Throughout the member's remarks and in previous debate I have
heard words like “efficiency, flexibility and facilitation”, all of which
probably add up to potential increased productivity for our port
authorities and ports, period, whether there is a port authority present
or not. Forgive me if I am wrong on this, but I did not hear the word
“productivity” mentioned very much. That may or may not have
been the case.

Has the ministry done any kind of a workup on productivity and
does it plan to do one? This is always an issue for us in Canada as
the productivity of our country is compared to other economic
competitors.

Second, the member talked about flexibility for our port
authorities but, as most of us know around here, from time to time
our port authorities, which are federal instruments, can go rogue.
They can cease to be good partners with their municipal and
provincial counterparts or they can fail to be accountable. I recall the
Hamilton Harbour Commission at one point having to do some
somewhat serious accounting at one of our committees.

These port authorities can go rogue, can cease to be good partners,
and can be empire building little entities in their federal instruments.
Can the parliamentary secretary assure the House that within this
legislation there are adequate measures to assure accountability by
the port authorities and to make sure that they are good partners with
our provinces and municipalities?
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Mr. Brian Jean: Mr. Speaker, I can assure the member, first, that
I like the word “productivity” as well. Indeed, if one looks deep into
the speech that I just finished delivering, one would see that it allows
flexibility in borrowing for more infrastructure to keep up with the
times.

If they do not have the infrastructure necessary to meet the
capacity, then they do not have the ability to hire more employees
and meet the capacity. I would suggest, without doubt, that
productivity would be increased as a result of this, which can only
help Canada and Canada's economy.

I would also like to say that we never had one city, town,
municipality or province speak out against this bill. In fact, there
were ongoing consultations with many of the cities across Canada
and I would be pleased, when I have an opportunity, to talk about
some of those in particular.

However, I can assure the House that not only would there be
productivity but some changes in the ability to use land in the
consultation process necessary for municipalities and, indeed, there
is wide-based support for these changes.

[Translation)

Mr. Mario Laframboise (Argenteuil—Papineau—Mirabel,
BQ): Mr. Speaker, the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
Transport, Infrastructure and Communities knows very well that one
part of the bill will enable port authorities to apply to different
infrastructure programs. The Bloc Québécois agrees with the port
authorities that they should have more powers, but the problem is
that we do not trust the Conservative government.

In this year's budget and in the fall economic statement, the
government mentioned that there was $33 billion available in the
infrastructure programs. Of this money, $1 billion was for the Pacific
gateway, the Asia-Pacific corridor. It is already earmarked in the
budgets. For the other port authorities in Quebec, such as Montreal,
Trois-Riviéres, Quebec City, Port Saguenay and Sept-iles, that
means if no money is allocated to the St. Lawrence-Great Lakes
corridor, they will now be able, with this bill, to apply to other
infrastructure programs. But municipalities and other organizations
also apply to the other infrastructure programs.

This means that if money is not set aside, which is what the
Conservatives have done, there will be tension between the
municipalities and port authorities applying to the same programs.
The committee saw the tension between the Toronto Port Authority
and the city of Toronto. It is an open war. I hope that the
Conservatives do not want to create open wars between munici-
palities and port authorities. Now, apart from the Asia-Pacific
corridor, the $1 billion set aside for Vancouver, there is nothing for
the others in the budgets, nothing in the statement. This means
nothing for this year. It also means that port authorities will be
allowed to apply to the same programs as municipalities. That
worries me.

® (1025)
[English]

Mr. Brian Jean: Mr. Speaker, I can assure the member that a
competitive environment first of all ensures accountability. This is

the government that came forward with $33 billion, the largest
investment in six years, for infrastructure across this country.

Now we are changing many pieces of legislation to encourage
productivity across the country, to make it possible for ports to
compete with their American counterparts by being able to borrow
money.

I know the member is interested in Quebec specifically and I can
assure him that this government is not going to look at any one
region more than another. We are going to make sure that we are fair
to all Canadians.

That is why we allocated $350 million to Quebec for climate
change, so it can make its own investments to have a cleaner and
better environment for Canadians. We also have an Ontario-Quebec
gateway initiative that is moving forward and we are moving
aggressively with that initiative.

We are taking steps to make a fair, transparent and more
accountable system that is going to be for the benefit of all
Canadians and be fair to all Canadians.

Mr. Bill Siksay (Burnaby—Douglas, NDP): Mr. Speaker, 1 want
to ask a question of the parliamentary secretary which is not unlike
the concerns of my Bloc colleague who raised the issue of the
changes in the financing arrangements for port authorities that the
bill would allow and would also allow them to compete with
municipalities for infrastructure funding.

We know that the Canadian Federation of Municipalities has said
that there is a $123 billion deficit in infrastructure funding in
Canada, far short of what the federal government has provided in
infrastructure funding. Now it is opening that pot of money to
competition from port authorities who have significant funding
needs, it has to be said, all across the country. This is a serious
problem with this legislation.

Also, there is the expanded borrowing powers generally of the
port authorities. We know that they will now be able to collectively
borrow billions of dollars. The NDP members are concerned about
that because we were trying ensure that the Auditor General would
have oversight over the port authorities given these expanded
financial powers that are proposed in this legislation.

I would like to ask the member: What will the Conservative
government be doing to ensure that there is appropriate funding in
infrastructure to accommodate all of these extra and competing
needs for infrastructure funding, and for the appropriate oversight of
the Auditor General into the port authorities?

Mr. Brian Jean: Mr. Speaker, the difference in this case between
the Bloc and the NDP is that the Bloc heard the broad-based support
from the provinces, from the cities, and from all Canadians,
especially the port authorities. Indeed, the member's own city of
Burnaby was a municipal group that was consulted. The cities of
Nanaimo, North Vancouver, Port Alberni, Port Moody and
Richmond were some of the cities that were consulted and I have
a bigger list here.
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The difference is that the Bloc heard the broad-based support and
is supporting the bill. The NDP of course is delaying, is not helping
this matter go forward, and is working in every way it possibly can
to stop the bill.

That is not what we heard. We heard that all parties want the bill
to move forward efficiently and effectively. I would ask the NDP to
stop delaying this and to move forward to support this great initiative
by the government.

Mr. Massimo Pacetti (Saint-Léonard—Saint-Michel, Lib.):
Mr. Speaker, it is a pleasure to join the debate today from a Liberal
Party perspective on Bill C-23, An Act to amend the Canada Marine
Act, the Canada Transportation Act, the Pilotage Act and other Acts
in consequence. This bill is mainly comprised of technical changes
and amendments.

Normally, when the House receives bills of this technical nature,
members of Parliament will often rely on the bureaucrats to highlight
deficiencies in the present act or acts. In this case it is my
understanding that the transport committee has made changes based
on consultation with all stakeholders and this bill has everyone's
support.

©(1030)

[Translation]

It is common knowledge that transportation in Canada is essential.
And when I talk about transportation, I am talking about all types of
transportation, including water, road, air transportation and so on.

[English]

Transportation has always been an essential part of building this
country from the beginning, when our forefathers came here by boat
and continued to use seaways as a primary mode of transportation
until the invention of airplanes.

Furthermore, let us not forget that water was one of the few
efficient ways of travel in Canada's formative years. And then, how
can we forget, the building of Canada's railway from east to west
which was the cornerstone of unifying and keeping this country
together.

[Translation]

Things have evolved and our way of doing things has changed,
but the transportation sector is still essential to this country's
economy. The Liberal Party has always been a part of the
transportation sector's evolution.

[English]

There is no denying that the Liberal Party, whether in government
or in opposition, has always been a part of laying the groundwork to
ensure that we have a network of infrastructure and transportation to
allow this wonderful country to reach its fullest economic potential.

Our Canadian ports are fundamental to the development of trade.
They enhance the opportunities for every Canadian to access our
abundant natural resources across the country, so that they can be
sold to foreign markets that can utilize the product for value added or
for direct consumption.

Government Orders

Trade is a key factor in the Canadian economy and without the
necessary infrastructure and means of transportation, Canada would
be unable to reach its maximum potential to benefit all Canadians.

With that being said, as parliamentarians we cannot afford to miss
opportunities to promote our Canadian ports. These kinds of
initiatives would compel us to utilize portions of our infrastructure
funds, in addition stimulate our rail network and a pan-Canadian
road network to encourage growth, and to develop an economy that
goes beyond a micro-economy and expand it to a regional and
national one.

In 1998, under 13 years of successful Liberal government, the
Canada Marine Act received royal assent. The Canada Marine Act
was the first comprehensive piece of legislation to govern several
aspects of Canada's transport legislation.

The Canada Marine Act was a component in the commercializa-
tion of the St. Lawrence Seaway, the framework for a strategic
gateway and trade corridors, and included provisions for the further
commercialization of federal ferry services.

In 2003, a review of the legislation was compiled to ensure that
the government continued to make all the ports in Canada
economically competitive, specifically ports in British Columbia,
Ontario, Quebec and the Atlantic provinces.

May I remind the Conservative government that the bill before us
comes from a Liberal bill, formerly C-61. I am pleased that the
Conservatives have the ability to recognize good fundamental pieces
of legislation that are beneficial to the Canadian economy and place
partisanship aside.

If it were not for the NDP and the Bloc forcing an election, good
pieces of legislation such as Bill C-23, Bill C-7, Bill C-3, Bill C-11
and Bill C-8, all based on Liberal transport bills which died on the
order paper, could have been passed much sooner.

The Standing Committee on Transport, Infrastructure and
Communities heard from port authorities, other stakeholders and
read written submissions to the committee on Bill C-23. An
overwhelming consensus between stakeholders seems to exist,
indicating that the committee should move forward and adopt Bill
C-23 which is why we are debating this in the House today.

Some of the benefits of Bill C-23 include access to contribution
funding. The fact that access to contribution funding will now be
permitted, the Canada Port Authority can apply for contribution
funding for infrastructure and security for environmentally sustain-
able projects.

The bill also addresses governance. With the changes in the
governance policy in the Canada Marine Act, the port authorities
would now be more in control of their destiny as they would have
the ability to promote a more stable, long term management
framework.

Bill C-23 would also allow for borrowing limits. With this act, the
port authorities would now have the ability to borrow and, thus,
would directly allow the Vancouver Port Authority, the Montreal
Port Authority and the Halifax Port Authority to move to a
commercially based borrowing system.
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Bill C-23 would also allow for amalgamation. In the act, the
Fraser River port, the North Fraser Port, would be allowed to
amalgamate with the Vancouver Port, which would allow for a
centralized body and would, in turn, be beneficial to all British
Columbian ports in terms of efficiency, whether it be financial
resources, human resources or other benefits that would arise from
centralization.

The bill also addresses enforcement. Bill C-23 would also give the
port authorities the ability to enforce minor violations by having the
ability to impose monetary penalties, making it easier to enforce and
manage minor violations.

Again, it is my understanding from members of the transport
committee, and I cannot stress this enough, that all the stakeholders
appearing before the committee spoke positively toward the bill.
Members in the House should not confuse the positive aspects which
came out of the committee that considered, deliberated and debated
Bill C-23.

I urge all members to support the legislation for the good of the
Canadian economy.

©(1035)

Mr. Alan Tonks (York South—Weston, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, [ am
sure we all are impressed with the objectives of the legislation, in
terms of rationalizing part of the most competitive infrastructure
needed for a healthy economy, be it marine, air, managing, for
example in the Montreal and in the Toronto areas, the various forces.
For example, in Toronto there is a bit of a competition between the
development of the waterfront and the future of the island airport and
rationalizing those against transportation investments. I am sure it is
similar in Montreal.

Would the bill facilitate the coordination and the cooperation
among the various entities at the municipal level to achieve the
objectives of the legislation, which is to have a rational and
integrated response to transportation realities, in particular, along the
St. Lawrence Seaway as it relates to the new gateways to the Pacific
and to the Atlantic? Would the bill satisfy that kind of objective?

Mr. Massimo Pacetti: Mr. Speaker, my understanding is the bill
does not specifically say that the municipal bodies will have a say.
However, like any crown corporation, whether it be at the municipal,
provincial or federal level, if it wants to move ahead with a certain
project, I think it would want to get the cooperation of the municipal
and provincial authorities to ensure everything was in sync and
running properly.

The direction the Toronto Port Authority would be to sit down
with the municipal levels of government to ensure that whatever
expansion or projects it would undertake would be in full agreement
with the municipal authorities. Montreal does not seem to have that
problem, and it is way ahead.

Looking at some of the numbers, Vancouver and Halifax are way
ahead and Toronto is barely in the top 10 in terms of port business. [
recommend the member of Parliament from the Toronto area get his
municipal counterparts to ensure they qualify for some of the
infrastructure money that will be allocated to the port authorities.

[Translation]

Mr. Mario Laframboise (Argenteuil—Papineau—Mirabel,
BQ): Mr. Speaker, I would like to remind the member for Saint-
Léonard—Saint-Michel that, as he said, this bill comes from a
former Liberal bill. Once again, that worries me. The Liberal Party
created the Asia-Pacific gateway, while the Conservatives invested
the $1 billion. But, the Liberals did not consider another very
important maritime development corridor—the St. Lawrence—Great
Lakes corridor.

Once again, I see that the Liberals will support this bill, but I hope
that they will listen to reason: we must subsequently provide the
necessary funding to develop the St. Lawrence—Great Lakes
corridor. I hope that they will not be supporting the Conservatives,
who created a $1 billion envelope for the Asia-Pacific gateway.

It now seems that if all port authorities are allowed to set up
infrastructure programs, other ports such as Montreal, Quebec City,
Trois-Riviéres, Sept-iles and Saguenay would have to apply to
programs, to other infrastructure programs that the cities themselves
are applying to, because there is no funding set aside for the St.
Lawrence—Great Lakes corridor.

I hope that the Liberals will not buy into the philosophy of
developing the port of Vancouver but leaving nothing for the others.

© (1040)

Mr. Massimo Pacetti: Mr. Speaker, I thank the hon. member for
his question. This certainly shows once again the difference between
the Bloc Québécois and the other parties of this House. The Bloc can
do nothing but criticize. We saw last year what happened under the
Liberal government and we are now seeing what is happening under
the Conservative government.

By simply looking at the revenues of Quebec ports, namely, in
Montreal, Quebec City and Trois-Riviéres, the Liberals saw that they
were the fastest growing ports in Canada from 2003 to 2006. That
was thanks to investments made by the Liberal Party in the past. I
hope to see this continue.

If there is a change in government, everyone can rest assured that
the Liberal Party will take the needs of the province of Quebec into
consideration, as it has always done.

As for the investments and this bill, it is important that the Port of
Montreal be able to continue to grow in terms of increasing
revenues.

[English]
Mr. Bill Siksay (Burnaby—Douglas, NDP): Mr. Speaker, I want

to come back to the whole question of the ability of port authorities
to work with the local municipalities wherein they are located.

It is a very serious issue, certainly in the metro Vancouver area,
where the Vancouver Fraser Port Authority has a significant number
of municipalities and significant holdings. The development of the
port is a serious development issue for those communities and the
people who live in them. It is also a serious development issue for
the neighbourhoods that abut the port authority's property, yet this
legislation probably weakens the ability of municipalities to affect
the decisions of the port authorities.
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The legislation does not ensure significant representation from
municipal elected officials or appointees of municipalities on the
boards of the port authorities, for one example. It also does not
ensure that land use plans developed by port authorities are approved
by municipalities. We know it is a very serious problem for
municipalities that have particularly large ports. At the same time, all
municipalities recognize the economic importance of the port
authority and the port to their communities, but they do not have
the ability to work and direct influence over the land use plans of
ports.

Should that be fixed in the legislation?

Mr. Massimo Pacetti: Mr. Speaker, I do not understand why it
takes 10 minutes to ask a question that should take 30 seconds.

As I stated, I was not present at the hearings, but I did pull out the
witness list. If we look at the list, the cities of Burnaby, Nanaimo,
North Vancouver, Port Alberni, Port Moodie, West Vancouver and
Vancouver regional district, and 1 can keep going on, are all
unanimously in favour of the legislation.

If there is a problem at the municipal level, I think the provincial
and federal authorities can all come together. If we can use the
example at present in Montreal, where all three levels of government
are working in harmony and together, the legislation addresses some
of those issues.

We should adopt the legislation and move forward so we can
address the next challenges the economy faces, which is one of
productivity.

Mr. Ed Fast (Abbotsford, CPC): Mr. Speaker, thank my friend
for his support of Bill C-23.

As a member of the transportation committee, I too had an
opportunity to participate in the discussion and hear witnesses. Not
one witness spoke against the legislation.

I come from the west coast. The Vancouver Fraser Port is very
important to me. It is very important to the economy of British
Columbia and to the economy of the country. Any delays at all in
moving the legislation forward will hurt our economy.

Mr. Gordon Houston and Mr. Duncan Wilson, representatives
from the Vancouver Fraser Port Authority, visited me yesterday. They
expressed serious concern, and it was not about the legislation. Their
concern was about the delays that were occurring in the House.
There was consensus at committee that this was excellent legislation
and that it was important for the productivity of our country, yet the
NDP is delaying and obstructing it.

Does the member know why that is occurring and will these delay
have an impact on the ability of the Montreal Port Authority to move
ahead with improvements to its facility?

©(1045)

Mr. Massimo Pacetti: Mr. Speaker, I said it in my speech. Had
we not had the election, this bill would have been passed and gone
forward. The Conservatives have to stop blaming the opposition for
not passing bills. This is a slam dunk. The government has the
consent of our side of the House and with Conservative members,
the bill can be passed rather quickly.

Government Orders

The government has to get on with its vision and move on to
bigger and better things. The bill should have been adopted ages ago.
The Conservatives should be tabling new bills addressing the
challenges that we will be facing in 2008 and not 2004.

Let us get going and pass the bill.
[Translation]

Mr. Mario Laframboise (Argenteuil—Papineau—Mirabel,
BQ): Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to rise here today on behalf of the
Bloc Québécois to speak to Bill C-23, An Act to amend the Canada
Marine Act, the Canada Transportation Act, the Pilotage Act and
other Acts in consequence.

For the benefit of our listeners and my colleagues in this House, it
is important to briefly go over the content of the bill. This bill has a
very specific objective concerning Canada's port authorities.

I will use Quebec as an example. Not all the ports in Quebec that
our citizens are familiar with will benefit from this legislation. Five
ports have port authorities. Those port authorities are autonomous
management companies. They are in Montreal, Trois-Riviéres,
Quebec City, Port Saguenay and Sept-iles. They are responsible for
the administration of the ports, as well as domestic and international
trade, and they form what is known as the national port system.

This bill targets these ports that have port authorities, autonomous
management companies. They have constantly changing needs.
There is a reason I previously gave the example of the port of
Vancouver. The Liberals created the Asia-Pacific corridor, and the
Conservatives have put money into the Pacific gateway. But both the
Conservatives and the Liberals forgot that Canada had other
maritime gateways. The St. Lawrence-Great Lakes corridor is
another extremely important gateway.

This bill enables port authorities to take advantage of infra-
structure programs. We have to be careful, though, because the
$33 billion in funding announced includes only one infrastructure
program. I am not making that up. It is in the Conservative
government's budget. It was in the economic statement last fall. Of
the $33 billion, $1 billion is set aside for the Asia-Pacific corridor
and the Pacific gateway, which means for the port of Vancouver and,
I believe, Fraser port.

What this will mean for other ports once this bill is adopted is that
they will have to apply for funding to other infrastructure programs,
many of which are intended for cities.

This is important to us. I want to tell my Conservative and Liberal
colleagues that the Bloc Québécois is the conscience of Quebeckers.
That is why Quebeckers elected us: to point out the gaps in all the
bills that apply to Quebec. We are happy to do this, and that is why
we work collaboratively.
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We will support this bill, but we have to be able to raise red flags.
We are the only party that raises red flags for Quebeckers. Once
again, the funding announced includes money only for the Pacific
gateway. The Liberals created the gateway, and the Conservatives
have continued funding it. We shall see what happens.

As 1 said earlier, this bill will enable port authorities to apply to
various infrastructure programs, something they were prohibited
from doing by the legislation that created them.

When the port authorities were created, just like when the airport
authorities were created, they were supposed to pay for themselves.
That is why users and shipowners pay fees to use port facilities.
Airports have their airport improvement fees—the AIFs that people
pay every time they buy a plane ticket. These authorities were
supposed to pay for themselves.

In the marine transportation sector, economic development is tied
to development. The industry is changing, and marine transportation
is growing. Major new facilities will be needed in various ports for
all kinds of reasons.

Earlier, someone talked about how the Montreal port needs
$500 million. An application will probably be submitted for that
money. The port of Montreal wants to be able to accommodate cruise
ships. Montreal is one of our most beautiful cities, along with
Quebec City and other cities. I mean those with ports, like Sept-iles.
The member for Manicouagan, who is doing such a good job of
representing the region, knows that the city of Sept-iles is a very
beautiful city. We also have Port Saguenay, Quebec City, Trois-
Riviéres and Montreal. Among other things, Montreal would like to
invest a lot of money in facilities to accommodate passengers there.
That could mean an investment of about $500 million.

©(1050)

The Bloc Québécois would like to see that happen. However, we
would not want Montreal to apply for funding from infrastructure
programs and be competing with applications from the City of
Montreal. We do not want what is happening in Toronto to happen in
Montreal.

I am from Quebec, and I stand up for the interests of Quebeckers.
With all due respect to the members from Ontario—I have no idea
what they are doing about it—the City of Toronto and the Toronto
Port Authority are at war. I do not want to see these conflicts get any
worse and spread to the other ports I mentioned earlier—Montreal,
Trois-Riviéres, Quebec City, Sept-iles and Saguenay. Port authorities
can now apply for funding from infrastructure programs, and they do
not necessarily have the same vision as the cities. It is important to
emphasize that.

We have to tell the Conservative government that it must not give
all of the money to the Asia-Pacific gateway and corridor. It will
have to invest money. We know that is not in this year's budget, but
we hope that the Conservative government will listen to us and that
next year, there will be significant funding for development of the St.
Lawrence—Great Lakes corridor.

This bill will also allow the borrowing limit to be increased. The
port authorities, the port of Vancouver among others, have
maximized their borrowing capacity, likely as a result of their rapid
growth, and would like to do business like any other private

organization. That is more or less the case. They will be allowed to
make borrowing rules and access the markets with their income.
Their borrowing limit is being increased to allow them to further
their own development.

The port of Montreal is not asking for this because it does not
have any debt. That is why the Bloc Québécois has to be the
conscience of Quebeckers. If the port of Montreal could apply to
infrastructure programs, it would not borrow money and go into debt
just because other ports, like the port of Vancouver, are in debt.
There needs to be some logic in all this and every port should be
allowed to develop within their own limits.

In addition to the increased borrowing limit and the ability to
apply to different infrastructure programs, governance is being
improved and the ports will be allowed in their letters patent to
manage real property. This is something the port authorities asked
for in order to have more latitude in managing the federal
government's assets and to be able to purchase property and other
facilities.

All this is because the ports are undergoing intensive develop-
ment. They want to be able to make forecasts and acquire property
before an expansion. They wanted to have the financial ability to
plan and not have to wait until the last-minute. Sometimes while they
are waiting to acquire the land around a port, the price goes up. If
port authorities could plan their investments over ten or more years,
they could immediately start acquiring land and rent it out in the
meantime, for other purposes, until they can use it to achieve their
development objectives.

We have to be careful. We cannot allow them to become
speculators for the government. Once again, the Bloc Québécois will
be the conscience of Quebeckers. We will make sure the bill is used
appropriately by the port authorities. We are prepared to give them
this chance to develop and plan their development. However, we do
not want this to interfere with the major development the cities are
planning in their own jurisdictions. That is where we draw the line
because when we allow port authorities to apply to the same
infrastructure programs as the cities, there is a problem.

No one can tell us otherwise. There is only one envelope for
marine transportation and that is the billion dollars for the Asia-
Pacific gateway announced by the federal government. No other
monies have been set aside in the infrastructure program for the St.
Lawrence—Great lakes corridor in particular, which is an under-
utilized corridor. Earlier I heard a Liberal member say that they had
contributed to its development.

©(1055)

The St. Lawrence Seaway is underutilized. I will give you some
statistics. The total amount of goods shipped on the St. Lawrence fell
from 130 million tonnes in the early 1980s to 100 million and
105 million tonnes in recent years. Once again, even with a 5 million
tonne increase in the past three years, we have nevertheless lost 25
million tonnes in marine shipping on the St. Lawrence since 1980.
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However, over the past 30 years, shipping has increased 600%
internationally. On the Mississippi system, which is the St.
Lawrence's direct competitor, shipping has increased from 450
million to 700 million tonnes. There is not one Liberal who can boast
about that in this House.

Since the early 1980s, the St. Lawrence has lost out with shipping
falling from 130 million to 105 million tonnes, whereas on the
Mississippi shipping has increased from 450 million to 700 million
tonnes and international shipping has increased by 600%. Once
again, the governments, both Liberal and Conservative, under-
estimated the capacity of the St. Lawrence—Great Lakes corridor,
which is the main access route to the central United States. Again,
the governments overlooked Quebec and Ontario.

It must be said—we are very honest—when we defend Quebec
and the St. Lawrence—Great Lakes corridor, we are defending the
Great Lakes and Ontario, whether the Liberal members like it or not.
They have a majority in Ontario, and have seen marine transporta-
tion in the St. Lawrence—Great Lakes corridor decline, but it did not
seem to bother them, and it does not seem to bother them now.

Once again, the Bloc Québécois is alone in defending this very
important St. Lawrence—Great Lakes corridor. Why? Because we
have five very important ports in Montreal, Trois-Riviéres, Quebec
City, Port Saguenay et Sept-Iles. We want these ports to be able to
develop without having to compete with municipalities. That is why
we will call for an independent program.

Yes, this bill is important so that port authorities are able to
increase their borrowing capacity, acquire land to plan their
development over the next 10 years, and apply to infrastructure
programs. But these ports in Quebec and in other regions, such as
Ontario, should not have to compete with municipalities in the other
infrastructure programs, because there was no money allocated for
the St. Lawrence—Great Lakes corridor, as there was for the Pacific
gateway.

Once again, the Bloc Québécois is proud to be the conscience of
Quebeckers. It is the only party in this House to do so.

STATEMENTS BY MEMBERS
[English]

WORLD WAR I VETERAN

Mr. Ed Fast (Abbotsford, CPC): Mr. Speaker, I rise in the House
today to recognize an extraordinary woman. Her name is Gladys
Powers and she is celebrating a birthday.

I know that a gentleman never discusses a lady's age, but in this
case [ know the House will agree that an exception should be made.
On May 10, Gladys will turn 109 years old.

That is only part of the story. Gladys was a world traveller. Born in
England, she lived in Turkey and Australia. Her life has straddled
three different centuries. Today she calls Abbotsford, B.C. her home.

What really sets Gladys apart is that at the tender age of 15, she
fibbed about her age and enlisted in the British Women's Auxiliary in

Statements by Members

World War 1. Today, she is not only Canada's oldest war veteran, but
also the world's last surviving female veteran of World War 1.

What a remarkable life. I call on my colleagues to support me in
wishing Gladys Powers a happy 109th birthday.

%* % %
®(1100)

CANCER

Hon. Robert Thibault (West Nova, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, April is
the Canadian Cancer Society's Daffodil Month, in recognition of the
millions of Canadians touched by cancer.

Unfortunately, most Canadians know, or will know, someone who
has suffered from cancer in their lifetime.

According to statistics this year approximately 166,000 Canadians
will be diagnosed with cancer and about 74,000 will die from this
terrible disease. The new numbers also suggest that one out of four
Canadians will succumb to cancer. This is shocking.

It is important that we do not give up on the fight against this
terrible affliction. We must take the opportunity to better understand
this disease and to appeal to all governments and to all the people of
Canada to step up and show their support. Together we can and will
make cancer history.

[Translation]

DOCTORS MUNGER AND LAMONTAGNE

Mr. Raymond Gravel (Repentigny, BQ): Mr. Speaker, I would
like to echo the Sherbrooke AQDR which, on April 4, thanked two
doctors from the region for taking a stand on behalf of seniors who
are not receiving the guaranteed income supplement.

Doctors Munger and Lamontagne put out an appeal to all citizens
with an interest in social justice to spread the word about the
guaranteed income supplement and offer to help a senior take the
necessary steps to receive the money they are owed.

The two doctors said that this would be productive because there
are approximately 1,500 people in the Eastern Townships who are
eligible for the supplement yet do not receive it. Their pension
income totals about $6,000 per year, but they are eligible for an
additional amount that could be as high as $7,000 for a single
person. They added, “If only this money could lead to better food
and housing—".

Along with my colleagues from the Bloc Québécois, I would like
to congratulate Doctors Munger and Lamontagne for their initiative,
and I hope that it will produce results.
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HOMELESSNESS

Mr. Bill Siksay (Burnaby—Douglas, NDP): Mr. Speaker, this
week the metro Vancouver 2008 homeless count was released. It is
no surprise that the numbers are up yet again. The number of those
living on the street was up 37% over 2005, and up 131% overall
since 2002. It is likely even higher given the difficulty of actually
taking the count.

Continued homelessness is just plain wrong. Homelessness in a
wealthy country like ours with huge government surpluses is an
outrage. The fact that this national crisis does not dominate our
politics is the real scandal of the day.

Existing housing programs must be renewed for the long term.
The Conservatives must immediately finance a multi-year national
housing program with set targets that actually builds homes. Use the
surplus. Cancel tax cuts for profitable corporations. Take action now.

Every Saturday groups of citizens in the Vancouver area stand on
street corners in silent witness to the need for urgent action. Every
Saturday more people join these stands. Citizens know what is
needed. When will the government join them and build housing?

* % %

COMMUNITY BOOSTERS

Mr. Bev Shipley (Lambton—Kent—Middlesex, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, this past week marked the passing of two tremendous
citizens and community boosters in Lambton—Kent—Middlesex
who lived their lives in service to others.

Murray Newkirk lived 95 years as a businessman and one of the
driving forces behind Wallaceburg's Kiltie Band. He loved music
and he used his voice as a member of the church choir where he also
served on the board for numerous years. Murray is fondly
remembered first and foremost as a gentleman.

Reverend Bob Whalls passed away suddenly at the all too young
age of 52. Reverend Whalls pastored a United Church three point
charge, and he was the longest current serving member of the
Wallaceburg Ministerial Association and was the Padre of the
Wallaceburg Legion. Uniquely, Reverend Whalls was also an active
member of the Soul Patrol, a group of Christian motorcycle
enthusiasts who collected can goods for local food banks and
provided motorcycle rides to seniors.

I ask the House to please join me in honouring two very well-lived
lives.

* % %

AFGHANISTAN

Hon. Raymond Chan (Richmond, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, Canada
needs a balanced three-prong approach in Afghanistan: security,
development and democratic peace building.

Our troops have been doing brave and honourable work. It is now
time that Canada's NATO allies shouldered their fair share of the
mission's weight.

Canada has lost 82 of its bravest citizens and seen more than 300
wounded from this conflict. With the military price tag skyrocketing
under the Conservative government, Canada must shift its focus.

NATO countries must deploy substantial numbers of troops to
Kandahar to allow Canadian troops to focus their efforts on training
the Afghan army and police authorities. In parallel, Canada must
help facilitate a democratic peacebuilding and reconciliation process
between warlords and different religious and ethnic factions,
recognizing that there is no military based solution to the conflict.
We must also shift our focus to reconstruction and development
assistance.

Only with a balanced approach can we be successful in bringing
peace to the Afghans.

® (1105)

TIBET

Mr. Deepak Obhrai (Calgary East, CPC): Mr. Speaker, recently
I met with members of the Tibetan community in Toronto to discuss
the ongoing unrest in Tibet. It was an open exchange of views.

I was also encouraged to see Chinese Canadians demonstrating
and calling for dialogue.

China needs to move forward. A golden opportunity has been
presented to the Chinese through the hand of friendship and
cooperation offered by His Holiness the Dalai Lama. We encourage
the Chinese to seize it.

Canada will continue to encourage China to engage in dialogue
with the Dalai Lama, to fully respect human rights, respect peaceful
protest, show restraint in dealing with the situation in Tibet, and
allow unrestricted access to the entire affected region.

An early peaceful and sustainable resolution is in the interest of
all.

* % %
[Translation]

VENANT CAUCHY

Ms. Nicole Demers (Laval, BQ): Mr. Speaker, Venant Cauchy, a
great Quebecker, a man of the world, an internationally renowned
philosopher and an apostle of Quebec sovereignty, died last week at
the venerable age of 83.

For many years, we were privileged to be part of his entourage,
and to benefit from his friendship, his teachings and his wisdom.

Even when he knew his days were numbered, he kept thinking of
the country of which he had always dreamed. I would like to read the
last thing he wrote in Laval on March 8: “We would like to extend a
cordial invitation to you to be part of Quebec's society, which
welcomes all communities that are open to our country. May you
find it to be a society that lives and breathes freedom and education.
Long live a free Quebec!”

Venant, my Bloc Québécois colleagues and I salute you one last
time.
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[English]
VAISAKHI

Mrs. Nina Grewal (Fleetwood—Port Kells, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
on behalf of the Conservative government, I congratulate Sikhs in
Canada and around the world on the celebration of Vaisakhi.

In 1699 Sri Guru Gobind Singh Ji created Khalsa and gave Sikhs a
name, Singh or Kaur, along with a visible identity and the five
kakars that are globally recognized as religious symbols. Guru Ji also
gave Sikhs a code of conduct and discipline based on equality,
justice, peace, courage, hard work, honesty, community service and
the universality of the brotherhood.

Creation of Khalsa meant obliteration of all creed or caste based
disparities and discriminations and the courage to fight injustice and
oppression. His teachings are for all humankind.

During the last century, the Canadian Sikh community has made a
significant contribution to the social, cultural and economic
prosperity to our great country.

T invite all to celebrate Vaisakhi on Parliament Hill. The very best
wishes to all on celebration of Vaisakhi.

* % %

RWANDAN GENOCIDE

Hon. Irwin Cotler (Mount Royal, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, on
Monday the House unanimously adopted a motion commemorating
the Rwandan genocide on its 14th anniversary.

During a three month period beginning April 7, 1994, 800,000
Rwandans were killed in an organized genocidal campaign. Nobody
can say that we did not know. We knew, but we did not act.

In designating April 7 as a Day of Reflection on the Prevention of
Genocide, we will be able to learn about, reflect upon and act upon
the unlearned lessons of the Rwandan genocide.

First, the genocide occurred not because of the machinery of
death, but because of the state sanctioned incitement of genocide.
Second, the genocide was made possible by the indifference and
inaction of the international community. Third, the international
community must act to prevent genocide to begin with, rather than
intervene after the fact when it is too late. Fourth, there is the danger
of genocide denial, which constitutes an assault on truth, memory
and justice.

It is tragic that while we recall the catastrophic effects of the
Rwandan genocide, we have yet to act in the genocide in Darfur.

If Rwanda taught us anything, it is that the time to act is now.
Tomorrow will be too late.

®(1110)

MANITOBA
Mr. Rod Bruinooge (Winnipeg South, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
another provincial budget was introduced earlier this week and once
again Canadians are seeing good results from our government's
fiscal policy.

Statements by Members

When Manitoba finance minister Greg Selinger tabled his budget,
he listed area after area where Manitobans are benefiting from a
positive federal-provincial relationship and strong federal invest-
ments. He talked about how federal investments will help
Manitobans save more money, improve health care, transition to
new jobs, upgrade their skills, increase productivity, build new
wastewater infrastructure, hire more police officers and create better
public transit. Finally, because of our fiscal policy, Manitoba was
able to produce yet another balanced budget. The list goes on and on.

The real question is why the federal NDP cannot see what Premier
Doer is doing. Why did the members for Elmwood—Transcona,
Winnipeg Centre and Winnipeg North not tell their leader that
budget 2008 is good for Manitoba and good for Canada? Why did
they let their party vote against it? Is their leader that out of touch, or
is he just not listening?

OUR CORRIDOR

Ms. Catherine Bell (Vancouver Island North, NDP): Mr.
Speaker, I am pleased to give my support to the Our Corridor
campaign, launched to help rebuild Vancouver Island's rail service.

A growing list of citizens, community groups and local politicians
are getting on board, hoping to raise $103.8 million for upgrades to
ensure viability. It is abundantly clear that this rail service would
facilitate many opportunities for our island communities and include
both economic and environmental benefits.

Once the rail corridor is upgraded, our businesses will have a
seamless competitive advantage for exporting and importing
products that is fuel efficient and environmentally friendly. At the
present time, it is taking the equivalent of 2,900 large trailer trucks
off the roads per year. With the proposed upgrades, this number
could rise to almost 18,000 trucks per year.

The proposal supports an integrated transportation system that
connects buses to trains, park and ride facilities and the use of
bicycle and walking paths along the corridor. All that is needed now
is for the federal government to make it to the station and get on
board to support our island rail service.

DARFUR

Mr. Borys Wrzesnewskyj (Etobicoke Centre, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, Sunday, April 13, we mark the Global Day for Darfur, a
call to action originally conceived by a group of NGOs working on
ending Darfur's horrors.
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The number of dead from genocidal violence and now starvation,
a genocide by attrition, may be approaching half a million. Victims
of the conflict continue to be displaced at a rate of 30,000 per month.
Two-thirds of Darfur's population of 6.5 million is in desperate need.
This year's Global Day for Darfur focuses on the brutalized and
starving children, often orphaned.

The Liberal opposition believes Darfur must become an interna-
tional priority and the Harper government cannot continue sitting on
the sidelines—

Some hon. members: Oh, oh!

The Deputy Speaker: Order. The hon. member for Verchéres—
Les Patriotes.

[Translation]

SAINTE-JULIE

Mr. Luc Malo (Verchéres—Les Patriotes, BQ): Mr. Speaker,
the residents of Sainte-Julie are happy people. I have often noted
this, as my duties take me there regularly. But now we have the
relative happiness index confirming that the people of Sainte-Julie
are the happiest people in Quebec. This is wonderful.

Its citizens love living there, no doubt because it is children- and
family-oriented. It is a wonderfully successful community.

Its new distinction, I am convinced, will have a ripple effect on the
entire Lajemmerais RCM and surrounding area. And in fact, while
launching Grand Airs, a summer festival that takes over his town, the
mayor of Varennes said he hopes his citizens will one day be able to
claim the title currently enjoyed by their neighbour.

When presenting the award to Sainte-Julie mayor Suzanne Roy,
Pierre Coté said that all the top-ranking cities and towns, including
Repentigny, are run by women. Coincidence or not, congratulations
to those women of action and to everyone who spreads happiness
throughout Quebec.

* % %

DARFUR

Mr. Francis Scarpaleggia (Lac-Saint-Louis, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
on the eve of the Global Day for Darfur, we all need to be aware of
the conflict raging in the Darfur region of Sudan.

The region is in the throes of a conflict pitting the Sudanese
government against militia groups. But it is civilians whose basic
rights have been violated who are suffering the most. Already, more
than 300,000 people have died and 2.5 million have been displaced,
forced out of their homes with only the clothes on their backs.

Three and a half million Darfuris still depend on international aid
to survive. The UN has described the situation in Darfur as the
“worst humanitarian crisis in the world today”.

The attacks on Darfur must stop immediately so that aid missions
can resume and the suffering can finally end.

[English]

LIBERAL PARTY OF CANADA

Mr. Kevin Sorenson (Crowfoot, CPC): Mr. Speaker, whether it
is leading the new NATO consensus on Afghanistan, defending our
Arctic sovereignty, not letting foreign big polluting countries
jeopardize our made in Canada climate change plans, or protecting
Canada's national interest in strategic industries, Canadians can
count on the Conservative government to defend our national
interests at home and abroad.

Contrast this demonstrated leadership from our Prime Minister
and the Conservative Party with the lack of leadership Canadians are
seeing from the Liberal Party and its so-called leader. The Liberals
have no policy. Just the other day the Liberals' deputy leader was
contradicting his boss on what should be the most important
priorities for Canadians.

The Liberals have no vision for our country. They have made over
33 reckless spending promises, which would bring the country into
over $62.5 billion in debt and deficit. On top of that, they have
proposed GST increases that would raise the GST up to 12%.

While the Liberals have no policy, no vision and no leadership,
Canadians are happy to see them supporting our policy, our vision,
our leader and our party, the Conservative Party of Canada.

ORAL QUESTIONS
®(1115)
[English]

MULTICULTURALISM

Hon. Bob Rae (Toronto Centre, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, according to
today's Ottawa Citizen, the Secretary of State for Multiculturalism
was quoted as saying the following at a party meeting some time
ago, and I am quoting from what he is supposed to have said in this
conversation, a quote that is directly attributed to him:

Now, this notion that there's somebody tied to the Heritage Front on the executive.
How do we know that and how do we know that this isn't overheated Sikhs using the
race card, which they so often do when their credentials are being questioned?

My question for the Secretary of State is this: did he in fact use
these words in a conversation and does he feel that these comments
are appropriate?

Hon. Jason Kenney (Secretary of State (Multiculturalism and
Canadian Identity), CPC): Mr. Speaker, I thank the member for the
question and the opportunity to respond. I did use those remarks in a
particular context and I do not think they were appropriate. |
expressed regret at the time. I do so again.

I think it is unfortunate that a particular media outlet and now the
official opposition are resorting to using eight year old material from
Canada's version of the National Enquirer, called Frank magazine,
for question period material. I have never seen that happen in the
past 10 years here.
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However, I will say this. I have devoted much of my time in
public life to promoting the active involvement of Canadians from
diverse backgrounds in our political institutions. I am proud of my
record in that respect.

Hon. Bob Rae (Toronto Centre, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, [ would just
observe that members opposite have used at least 30 year old
material against many of us on this side, so I think the minister can
hardly complain.

I want to say to the Secretary of State that of course on this side
we accept his apology, but I want to ask him if he can explain a
pattern that we see, a pattern in which things are said behind closed
doors that are very different from what is said in public, a pattern in
which things caught on tape or caught on microphone unexpectedly
are very different from the public statements that ministers say and
do. How can he explain that pattern when it so clearly runs against
the stated positions of his government?

Hon. Jason Kenney (Secretary of State (Multiculturalism and
Canadian Identity), CPC): Mr. Speaker, in part by referring to our
actions, and I would point out, for instance, that this comment relates
to the 2000 election campaign, which I co-chaired. I am proud of the
fact that the campaign had more visible minority candidates, more
candidates of south Asian origin and indeed more Sikh candidates
than did the Liberal Party.

Speaking about off the record remarks, here is one from 1992,
when a Liberal organizer told the Toronto Star that while the Sikh
community had “the ability to sway nominations in up to 14 Metro
ridings, it could have only two candidates”. Perhaps the member
could explain why the Liberal Party's actions do not comport with its
members' words.

Hon. Bob Rae (Toronto Centre, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I anticipated
a heartfelt response from the minister and what we get is the same
old, same old from the Secretary of State for Multiculturalism, in
which he uses 16 year old comments to try to match what he himself
said.

[Translation]

My question for the secretary of state is very simple. He said,
“Now, this notion that there's somebody tied to the Heritage Front on
the executive. How do we know that and how do we know that this
isn't overheated Sikhs...?”

He spoke about overheated Sikhs and today he is still accusing us.
Will—

The Deputy Speaker: 1 am sorry to have to interrupt the hon.
member for Toronto Centre.

The hon. Secretary of State (Multiculturalism and Canadian
Identity).
® (1120)

Hon. Jason Kenney (Secretary of State (Multiculturalism and
Canadian Identity), CPC): Mr. Speaker, as I said, I have expressed
my regret for those comments made eight years ago.

[English]

But forget about 17 years ago or 8 years ago. Four years ago,
another secretary of state for multiculturalism said the following:

Oral Questions

The Chinese community is very different from the Indo-Canadian community.
The Chinese community are much more objective. No one can force them, or lure
them, or cheat them into signing a membership form.

Who said that? The member for Richmond.

% ok %
[Translation]

CANADIAN HERITAGE

Mr. Pablo Rodriguez (Honoré-Mercier, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the
Conservative chair of the Standing Senate Committee on Banking,
Trade and Commerce, which is currently studying Bill C-10,
declared that the Minister of Canadian Heritage, Status of Women
and Official Languages told him that she detested the bill in
question. She detests it.

Can the minister tell us why she is forced to defend a bill that she
detests? Is it simply because she is afraid of her boss?

[English]

Hon. Peter Van Loan (Leader of the Government in the House
of Commons and Minister for Democratic Reform, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, I can understand exactly why the minister is frustrated. This
is a bill that was initiated originally by a Liberal minister, Sheila
Copps. The provisions were then reinstated by subsequent Liberal
governments. When it came to a vote in this House, those members
over there all supported it and now they say they are adamantly
opposed.

It is the exact same pattern as their opposition this week in which
they said they were adamantly opposed to our immigration reforms.
They were so adamantly opposed to them that they voted for them
on Thursday. Thanks very much. I can understand why the minister
is frustrated, as Canadians are, by trying to figure out where the
Liberal Party stands on any issue.

Mr. Pablo Rodriguez (Honoré-Mercier, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
what is clear now is that the minister has no say on the most
important policies affecting Canadian artists and creators. She is
there only to enforce the censorship agenda of the Prime Minister's
Office.

If the minister hates the policy so much, why is she allowing
herself to be used to implement right-wing ideologies? What is she
afraid of?

Hon. Peter Van Loan (Leader of the Government in the House
of Commons and Minister for Democratic Reform, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, implementing the right-wing ideology of Sheila Copps and
the Liberal Party, who came up with this idea? The reason she came
up with this idea, she said, is that Canadians did not want their tax
dollars funding pornography and undue violence. She is not the only
person who held that view. The member for Markham—Unionville
said just last month that he thought it was a very sensible proposal
and that is why the Liberals supported it.

Why did the Liberals change their position one more time? Is
there any issue on which they will stay in the same place for more
than a few days at a time?
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[Translation]

SECURITIES INDUSTRY

Mr. Pierre Paquette (Joliette, BQ): Mr. Speaker, yesterday in
Toronto the Minister of Finance was back on his kick to create a
single securities regulator in Canada. That idea, as hon. members
know, has been rejected by Quebec and all the other provinces,
except Ontario, because it is a costly and inefficient idea that
interferes in provincial jurisdictions.

Will the Minister of Finance stop shooting himself in the foot—
and shooting us in the foot—by undermining the current system and
will he drop his centralist, inefficient plan?

Hon. Lawrence Cannon (Minister of Transport, Infrastruc-
ture and Communities, CPC): Mr. Speaker, again, the Bloc
Québécois is desperately trying to create issues where there are none.
We are not in the process of invading any jurisdictions of any
provinces, including Quebec.

What the Minister of Finance has proposed is to consider whether
we should, with a narrow, clear and precise focus, look together at
the issues that are of concern to those people. A consultation will
indeed be held and we will see what happens from there.

Mr. Pierre Paquette (Joliette, BQ): Mr. Speaker, the Minister of
Transport, Infrastructure and Communities knows full well that
everyone in the National Assembly is against this plan, including the
finance minister, Ms. Jérome-Forget, who wrote to the Minister of
Finance to denounce this plan.

Yesterday was another example of the need for Quebec to have its
own regulator. The Autorité des marchés financiers has approved the
merger of the Montreal exchange with the Toronto Stock Exchange,
but it has imposed conditions and given itself veto rights. If ever
there is a single securities regulator in Canada and the Autorité des
marchés financiers disappears, the vetos will also disappear and that
would allow the Toronto Stock Exchange to take over all the
financial activities currently handled by the Montreal exchange.

This seems like very good additional proof—

The Deputy Speaker: The hon. Minister of Transport, Infra-
structure and Communities.

Hon. Lawrence Cannon (Minister of Transport, Infrastruc-
ture and Communities, CPC): On the contrary, Mr. Speaker, the
hon. member has not proven anything. I repeat; this government
respects provincial jurisdictions.

Again, when it comes to having a government that stands up to
respect the provinces and provincial jurisdictions, people can count
on us.
® (1125)

Ms. Meili Faille (Vaudreuil-Soulanges, BQ): Mr. Speaker, we
held a debate in this House. The Minister of Finance is stepping up
efforts to create a Canada-wide securities commission, which would
take away Quebec's exclusive jurisdiction over this matter, and
would concentrate everything in Ontario. This approach is not unlike
the minister's scheme to lure turnkey projects to his riding.

Could the minister explain why, when it comes to his riding,
everything is so simple, but when it comes to respecting Quebec's
jurisdictions, everything becomes complicated?

[English]

Mr. Ted Menzies (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
Finance, CPC): Absolutely, Mr. Speaker, this government will
respect provincial jurisdiction. That is where securities regulation is
at this point, but we heard loud and clear at finance committee
yesterday of the problems facing those who are involved in the asset
backed commercial paper. We do not have a system that protects our
investors all across the country.

That is why the finance minister is looking seriously at this, but
provincial jurisdiction will be respected.

[Translation]

Ms. Meili Faille (Vaudreuil-Soulanges, BQ): Mr. Speaker, banks
fall under federal jurisdiction, but this falls under the jurisdiction of
Quebec.

Does the minister's behaviour mean that he is trying to put his own
political interests ahead of Quebec's, in order to get favours from his
friends on Bay Street, in preparation for his future campaign for the
leadership of the Ontario Liberal Party?

[English]

Mr. Ted Menzies (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
Finance, CPC): Mr. Speaker, I will repeat that this finance minister
is absolutely respecting provincial jurisdiction, including that of
Quebec, most importantly, but we do need to remember that we need
to protect investors across the country.

We heard from many investors, including those from Quebec, who
raised concerns that exist in regard to our system right now. That is
of primary importance to us: protecting Canadians.

* % %

GOVERNMENT PROGRAMS

Ms. Libby Davies (Vancouver East, NDP): Mr. Speaker, despite
campaigning to clean up politics, the Conservatives are developing a
disturbing pattern of patronage, political favouritism and mistrust.
The latest example is a $45 million program for an ability centre,
where it appears that only one organization in the whole of Canada
fits the finance minister's criteria. It just so happens to be in the
minister's own riding, with staff and family members on the board.

Will the minister commit today to extend the deadline to ensure
that all interested groups can apply for access to this funding for this
program? Will he commit to that today?

Mrs. Lynne Yelich (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
Human Resources and Social Development, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
the deadline has not even passed yet. In fact, the enabling
accessibility fund, if she would like to know, will invest $45 million
over three years to contribute to the cost of community based
projects across Canada that help people with disabilities. All
proposals will have to meet guidelines. The deadline is April 30,
2008.
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Ms. Libby Davies (Vancouver East, NDP): Mr. Speaker, it is
very curious that only one group in the minister's riding seems to
qualify. No wonder Canadians are losing trust in the government.
Whether it is hiding immigration changes in the budget bill or film
censorship, whether it is sneaking drug advertising into a consumer
protection bill or insulting the Sikh community with callous remarks,
the pattern is very clear.

The Conservatives promised to do politics differently but they
have not, so why should Canadians trust the government when it is
appointing partisan hacks and funnelling money to groups with
insider connections in Conservative ridings? They have lost the trust
of the Canadian people. How are they going to get it back?

Hon. Peter Van Loan (Leader of the Government in the House
of Commons and Minister for Democratic Reform, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, on the accessibility fund, the deadline has not even passed.
Applications have not even been filed yet. How she has decided who
has already received the grant is entirely beyond me.

In terms of matters like Bill C-10, we are trying to work together
with other parties in a minority Parliament. This is why we were
pleased on Bill C-10 that the NDP supported the bill. In fact, the
member for Winnipeg North said this in the House when she was
speaking about the bill:

Today we are dealing with a bill that arises out of concerns from the Auditor
General about the perpetuation of tax loopholes and tax havens.

That is why those members were supporting it. They thought it
was a good thing.

Apparently they are like the Liberals and they too are changing
their minds every day on where they stand on the issues.

* % %

CANADA BORDER SERVICES AGENCY

Hon. Robert Thibault (West Nova, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, there is a
disturbing pattern arising with regard to taser use. First we see the
RCMP censoring taser usage reports. Now we learn that taped
footage from the tragic incident at the Vancouver International
Airport last fall was erased by border officials.

What is the government trying to hide about the misuse of tasers
in this instance?

® (1130)

Mr. Dave MacKenzie (Parliamentary Secretary to the
Minister of Public Safety, CPC): Mr. Speaker, the Minister of
Public Safety has received assurances that investigators had access to
and reviewed the full and complete video footage prior to it being
erased.

We are, however, very concerned about this matter. The Minister
of Public Safety has asked that the CBSA immediately review its
procedures in these instances.

[Translation]

Hon. Robert Thibault (West Nova, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the
government told us that three investigations were underway about
the incident at the Vancouver airport. Obviously, any video
recordings of the incident should be part of these investigations.

Oral Questions

Do the investigators have a copy of the video in question? Are
there multiple copies? Or did the government officials conveniently
erase evidence that could be used in the investigation?

[English]

Mr. Dave MacKenzie (Parliamentary Secretary to the
Minister of Public Safety, CPC): Mr. Speaker, I would tell my
hon. colleague again that the investigators had full and complete
access to the original video footage prior to it being erased. The
Minister of Public Safety has asked the CBSA to immediately
review its procedure on the handling of such material.

GOVERNMENT POLICIES

Hon. Ralph Goodale (Wascana, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, tape
recordings are a problem for the government, with the Secretary of
State for Multiculturalism accusing the Sikh community of racism,
on tape, with Senator Angus saying Conservatives are divided over
Bill C-10 and censorship, on tape, and with the parliamentary
secretary to the government House leader demeaning gay people, on
tape. As for the Canada Border Services Agency destroying evidence
of misused tasers, it was on tape until the agency got rid of it.

Is this the government strategy, deny members' own words and all
that self-incrimination, destroy the evidence, and have an election
before Canadians can find out the truth?

Hon. Peter Van Loan (Leader of the Government in the House
of Commons and Minister for Democratic Reform, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, I know the hon. member has every reason for wanting to
delay an election as long as possible, and I can understand why that
is his view, but there is absolutely no basis whatsoever to what the
Liberals say.

However, there is a pattern emerging, a pattern of a Liberal Party
that has no policies, takes no position on issues, does not even bother
to vote in the House and raises imaginary scandals one after another.
Why? Because the Liberals have no policy, no vision. They stand on
nothing that is of importance to Canadians. All they do is go around
looking for some kind of imaginary scandal they can kick up to get a
news hit.

Hon. Ralph Goodale (Wascana, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, it is obvious
the government will not answer. The Conservatives deke and dodge
and try to change the subject, but they are caught because they are
their very own words, unmistakably, on tape.

The granddaddy of them all is the Prime Minister on tape,
confirming financial considerations offered to Chuck Cadman. It is
so damning because it corroborates the repeated, unwavering
testimony of the Cadman family, including his widow who remains
a Conservative candidate, and it is the Prime Minister live and in
person.
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Canadians have heard what Conservatives say behind closed
doors. Why is there no accountability for it in public?

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 accusations by the Liberals on this issue
are entirely false. Do members know what else is on tape? Liberals
supporting our budget is on tape. Liberals supporting our
immigration reform is on tape. Liberals supporting our environment
initiatives is on tape. Liberals supporting our tax cuts is on tape. I am
sure CPAC can give it to them for a very good price.

I hope the Liberals will continue to support our government, on
tape.

Some hon. members: Oh, oh!

The Deputy Speaker: The other thing that is on tape is all the
yelling that is going on. I would ask people to stop that.

The hon. member for Chicoutimi—Le Fjord.

* % %
[Translation]

AFGHANISTAN

Mr. Robert Bouchard (Chicoutimi—Le Fjord, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, at yesterday's meeting of the Standing Committee on
Foreign Affairs and International Development, General Hillier said
that at the time of the first extension of the Canadian mission in
Afghanistan, the government knew that an additional 1,000 soldiers
were needed to do the job.

How can the government justify the fact that it hid this
information from the House when it was about to vote on extending
the mission? Is that not an example of this government's lack of
transparency?

[English]

Mr. Laurie Hawn (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
National Defence, CPC): Mr. Speaker, in fact, there are two
priorities when the military embarks upon a mission: one is mission
accomplishment; and one is safety of the troops. General Hillier, like
all military leaders, took those two priorities into consideration.

We have been very consistent about our requests for more troops.
Through the leadership of the Prime Minister and through the hard
work of the Minister of National Defence and the Minister of
Foreign Affairs, we got that commitment in Bucharest recently. That
will allow us to continue and, in fact, expand our operations in areas
of governance and reconstruction.

Through the brilliant leadership of the Prime Minister and the
brilliant military leadership of people like General Hillier, we will
get the job done.

® (1135)

[Translation]

Mr. Robert Bouchard (Chicoutimi—Le Fjord, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, the general's comments prove that this government has
lacked transparency since long before the Manley report was
released.

Is this attempt to manipulate parliamentarians not reason enough
to end this mission in February 2009?

[English]

Mr. Laurie Hawn (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
National Defence, CPC): Mr. Speaker, again, General Hillier, like
any military commander, has two things in mind, mission
accomplishment and safety of the troops.

The Minister of National Defence has worked together with the
military leadership consistently. The Prime Minister has been well
aware of all the factors that lead to the success of the mission, all the
factors needed to better guarantee the success of the mission. That is
why we went to Bucharest. That is why we had the Manley panel.
That is why we got the extra troops. That is why we are getting the
extra helicopters, the UAVs.

With the leadership of the Prime Minister on the political side and
the leadership of General Hillier on the military side—

The Deputy Speaker: The hon. member for Drummond.

E
[Translation]

FOREIGN AFFAIRS

Ms. Pauline Picard (Drummond, BQ): Mr. Speaker, China has
turned down a request by Louise Arbour, United Nations High
Commissioner for Human Rights, to visit Tibet. The Chinese
authorities told her that such a visit was not possible at this time.
Louise Arbour is due to step down from her position at the end of
June, and China did not propose another date.

Will the Minister of Foreign Affairs approach China so that Ms.
Arbour can visit Tibet before she leaves her position?

[English]

Mr. Deepak Obhrai (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister
of Foreign Affairs and to the Minister of International
Cooperation, CPC): Mr. Speaker, Canada expects China, as a
member of the Human Rights Council, to live to the highest
standards of cooperation with the UN human rights system. We call
upon China to receive the High Commissioner for Human Rights at
the earliest possible data.

Canada also reiterates and supports the call for unrestricted access
by generalists, diplomats and independent experts to Tibet and
nearby regions affected by the recent violence.

[Translation)

Ms. Pauline Picard (Drummond, BQ): Mr. Speaker, last
December, the Bloc Québécois introduced a motion calling on the
leader of the Revolutionary Armed Forces of Colombia to release
Franco-Colombian hostage Ingrid Betancourt. That motion was
adopted unanimously. My colleague from Longueuil—Pierre-
Boucher has asked the Prime Minister to join us in calling publicly
for Ingrid Betancourt's release.

Will the Prime Minister comply with that request?
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[English]

Mr. Deepak Obhrai (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister
of Foreign Affairs and to the Minister of International
Cooperation, CPC): Mr. Speaker, this government's priority is
human rights. As said by the Prime Minister, we are very much
concerned about the hostage crisis in Colombia. We call upon the
rebels to release the hostage as quickly as possible and also to accept
the medical team that the French government was sending.

* % %

CHILD CARE

Mr. Mark Holland (Ajax—Pickering, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, last
year the Conservative government made the biggest child care cut in
Canadian history, slashing $1 billion in funding. Now Canadian
families are suffering.

Yesterday a new report confirms that two years of Conservative
government has resulted in 6,000 lost child care spaces. Young
families have been left without spaces they can afford or quality care
their kids need.

Will the minister restore these spaces and stop cutting from the
most formative years in a child's life?

Mrs. Lynne Yelich (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
Human Resources and Social Development, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
that report was an indictment of the record of the previous Liberal
government. It does not take into account that we have transferred
$250 million, through the Canada transfer to the provinces, so they
can create spaces for child care. This has allowed provinces to
announce 45,000 child care spaces. This is more than Sheila Copps,
the previous deputy leader of the Liberal government, had said.
More than 45,000 spaces is what we—

The Deputy Speaker: The hon. member for Ajax—Pickering.

Mr. Mark Holland (Ajax—Pickering, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, this is
the Conservative record. The provinces have had their funding cut.
Municipalities have cut back their plans. Thousands of spaces have
been lost. A national early childhood learning strategy has been
replaced by a gimmick.

When there is no quality of care, when we have grossly underpaid
professionals, when we have no spaces, we have no choice.

When will the government reverse these cuts and offer families a
real choice for the spaces and quality of care they so desperately
need?
® (1140)

Mrs. Lynne Yelich (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
Human Resources and Social Development, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
$5.6 billion annually goes into child care. We are giving choice for
parents in child care, in fact, $1,200 to each and every child under
the age of six. The leader of that party has said he will take it away.

* % %

GOVERNMENT PROGRAMS
Ms. Yasmin Ratansi (Don Valley East, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, there
is new information out this morning that suggests the call for
proposals under the enabling accessibility fund has been rigged by
the Conservative government. The very complex nature of the

Oral Questions

application requirements and apparent advance notice to one
particular applicant seems designed to favour people connected to
the member for Whitby—Oshawa.

Could the minister explain to all disabled Canadians why the
process is rigged to divert disability funding into the finance
minister's riding?

Mrs. Lynne Yelich (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
Human Resources and Social Development, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
an initial call for proposals has been under way since April 1. Those
will close on April 30. All projects have to meet the same conditions
and terms, and that is, the program including community support,
feasibility and sustainability.

I advise that member do as we did: go out and ask her constituents
to get the proposals in.

Ms. Yasmin Ratansi (Don Valley East, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the
minister still has not explained why the Canadian Association of
Independent Living Centres is angry with his government for
concocting “this entire program...as a means for pork-barrelling for
the riding of Whitby”.

Will the minister admit that rigging the application in favour of an
organization where his own wife and executive assistant are
members of the board is just wrong? What does he have to say to
all other disabled Canadians?

Mrs. Lynne Yelich (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
Human Resources and Social Development, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
again, budget 2007 proposed the creation of the enabling
accessibility fund to contribute to the capital costs of construction
and renovation projects to improve the accessibility of people with
disabilities. The initial call for proposals has been under way. No
determination has been made on grants.

* % %

DRUGS AND PHARMACEUTICALS

Mr. Brian Storseth (Westlock—St. Paul, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
the official opposition members seem to be incapable of asking
substantive questions in the House. They focus on scandals that do
not exist.

Meanwhile the NDP is trying to fill the vacuum. While at least the
NDP members are using their time to ask questions of the health
minister, they are still misrepresenting the facts when it comes the
government's health initiatives.

Therefore, would the Parliamentary Secretary for Health please
explain to the unofficial official opposition how our product safety
legislation strengthens the prohibition of direct to consumer
advertising?

Mr. Steven Fletcher (Parliamentary Secretary for Health,
CPC): Mr. Speaker, 1 thank the member for his great work on the
health file.



4822

COMMONS DEBATES

April 11, 2008

Oral Questions

The government opposes direct to consumer advertising and has
not only done this in words, but we have taken action. We are
fighting a court case to protect the prohibition on direct consumer
advertising for pharmaceuticals. We are undergoing proposed
legislation to enshrine this prohibition into the act itself and further
reinforce it with tough targeted regulations, regulations that will
employ full public consultations.

This is just another example of the NDP inventing controversy
where there is none. The NDP—

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

* % %

ARTS AND CULTURE

Mr. Bill Siksay (Burnaby—Douglas, NDP): Mr. Speaker, the
Minister of Canadian Heritage, Status of Women and Official
Languages is reported to have said that she hates Bill C-10. I hope
she has finally joined the club.

Others continue to call on the government to use this tax measure
to censor film and video production. Just yesterday, Charles McVety,
the lobbyist who claims to have influenced the Conservatives to put
this controversial guideline into law, said “decency trumps freedom”.

Given the concerns raised by the arts community and producers,
will the minister withdraw this amendment and develop guidelines
that fully respect the freedom of expression and directly address the
serious concerns about censorship?

Hon. Jim Abbott (Parliamentary Secretary for Canadian
Heritage, CPC): Mr. Speaker, it is very important that we take a
look at some facts. The facts are that many of the people who were
witnesses yesterday were of the 33 organizations that, on March 19,
2001, received the following from the Liberal government.

In a request for their response, they were told by the Liberal
government in 2001, “The existing public policy and acceptable
share of revenues test, which is presently found in the draft
regulations, will be incorporated in the act”. Those organizations
wrote back in June saying, “We would agree with the technical
amendments outlined in the 2001 discussion paper”. What is the
issue?
® (1145)

Mr. Bill Siksay (Burnaby—Douglas, NDP): Mr. Speaker, today,
outside CBC facilities, listeners will raise a ruckus for Radio 2 to
express serious concerns about the cuts to classical music
programming and the disbanding of the CBC Radio Orchestra.

CBC Radio-Canada is key to the development and promotion of
classical music in Canada. The CBC Radio Orchestra, based in
Vancouver, is an important national cultural institution, one of the
few in the west.

Will the government adopt the unanimous heritage committee
recommendations and provide increased stable, multi-year funding
to CBC Radio-Canada?

Hon. Jim Abbott (Parliamentary Secretary for Canadian
Heritage, CPC): Mr. Speaker, the response is twofold.

First, that report is now being considered by the minister and she
will respond in due course.

Second, with respect to the decisions of the CBC, as the member
well knows, as he is a member of the committee, we have invited the
executives of the CBC to come before the committee to explain to us
their future plans with respect to the CBC.

* % %

FOREIGN AFFAIRS

Mr. Brian Murphy (Moncton—Riverview—Dieppe, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, legal experts in Mexico point out, contrary to statements
coming from the Mexican Embassy, that the Mexican government
could legally send Brenda Martin home at any time, but will not do
so unless Canada makes it a major political issue.

When will the Prime Minister show that he actually cares about
the fate of Canadian citizens? Make the call, make this a major
political issue in Mexico today so Brenda Martin can be free
tomorrow.

Hon. Jason Kenney (Secretary of State (Multiculturalism and
Canadian Identity), CPC): Mr. Speaker, I do not know of a single
consular case in recent memory which has received more attention
from a government. This has been raised with the Mexican foreign
minister on at least four separate occasions. It has been raised at the
very highest levels.

The Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs had meetings with
senior officials right across the board in Mexico on this matter. I did
as well two weeks ago.

I am pleased to see, since my trip there, that the process seems to
be moving quite quickly. We hope that it will have a resolution very
soon and that Ms. Martin will come home to Canada as soon as
possible.

Mr. Brian Murphy (Moncton—Riverview—Dieppe, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, obviously that secretary of state thinks a cocktail party is at
the highest level.

[Translation]

Brenda Martin's Conservative MP abandoned her and even said
she deserved to be in prison. What is more, the secretary of state
attended a cocktail party in Mexico instead of meeting with her.

Has a doctor visited Ms. Martin? Will the Prime Minister take
steps today to bring Brenda Martin back to Canada tomorrow?

Hon. Jason Kenney (Secretary of State (Multiculturalism and
Canadian Identity), CPC): Mr. Speaker, the Minister of Foreign
Affairs has already taken diplomatic steps with the Mexican
authorities. The Secretary of State (Foreign Affairs and International
Trade) has had some 20 meetings with Mexican government
officials. It is true that she met with Canadians while she was in
Mexico. Ministers often meet with Canadians when they are abroad.

We have raised this issue at the highest levels of the Mexican
government. Currently, the process is in the hands of—and I hope
that—

The Deputy Speaker: The hon. member for Egmont.
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[English]
NATURAL RESOURCES

Hon. Joe McGuire (Egmont, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, in a speech
given in Quebec City on October 2, 2007, the Minister of Natural
Resources said:

I have no doubt that the [Wind Energy Institute of Canada] will play a key role

nationwide in accelerating the development of wind energy in Canada through
research, testing, innovation and collaboration.

How can this be when he just cut the funds for the institute?

Hon. Gary Lunn (Minister of Natural Resources, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, we do not have to take any lessons from Liberals in our
commitment for clean, renewable energy for this country. We have
put $1.5 billion for wind energy, 4,000 megawatts of absolutely
clean energy. We are announcing these projects in every single
corner of this country.

We are very proud of our record. We are getting the job done. We
are delivering. The Liberals should be ashamed of their record after
13 years of inaction.

® (1150)

Hon. Joe McGuire (Egmont, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the funding for
the institute is cut. It is good to have that confirmed by the minister.

I have a supplementary for the Minister of the Atlantic Canada
Opportunities Agency. The minister of ACOA told me that the wind
institute would be the first in line for the next round of centres of
excellence projects. How will this happen when the funding is cut?

Hon. Gary Lunn (Minister of Natural Resources, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, we are delivering action. We are delivering more energy
from wind, from renewable energy, and the member should
recognize that our government is taking action.

The Liberals allowed greenhouse gases to rise by 35% in their 13
years in office. Their record is abysmal and they should be ashamed
of it. We are getting the job done. We are delivering results for
Canadians in every single corner of this country.

* % %
[Translation]

OFFICIAL LANGUAGES

Mr. Richard Nadeau (Gatineau, BQ): Mr. Speaker, francophone
athletes and media representatives with the Canadian mission will be
welcomed by bilingual volunteers during the Beijing Olympic and
Paralympic Games. However, by bilingual, the Canadian Olympic
committees mean mastery of English and Mandarin. They have
forgotten one of Canada's official languages, our language: French.

Is that yet more proof that nobody really cares about the Quebec
nation or its language, and that French has no place in the Canadian
Olympic delegation even though it is the official language of the
Olympics? Will the government intervene to ensure that French is
also required?

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, I can assure my Bloc colleague that our government is fully
aware of the situation and that the 2010 Olympic Games will be
completely bilingual. I understand his concerns, and I can assure him

Oral Questions

that we are aware of the concerns he has raised here in the House.
The Olympic Games and all of the work the government is doing on
this file will be bilingual in acknowledgement of this Canadian
reality.

* % %

FRENCH LANGUAGE TELEVISION

Mr. Luc Malo (Verchéres—Les Patriotes, BQ): Mr. Speaker,
Paris and its francophone partners continue to disagree about the role
of the multilateral channel, TVS Monde. Belgium, like Switzerland
yesterday, has threatened to withdraw if France continues with its
plan to integrate the francophone television network into the
proposed France Monde holding company.

What arguments has the Canadian government expressed to
France to ensure that TVS remains a multilateral tool for the
francophonie?

[English]

Hon. Jim Abbott (Parliamentary Secretary for Canadian
Heritage, CPC): Mr. Speaker, the heritage minister has taken note
of these issues and it is under consideration.

* % %
[Translation]

FRANCO-ONTARIAN ASSOCIATION

Mr. Anthony Rota (Nipissing—Timiskaming, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, the Association canadienne-frangaise de 1'Ontario plays a
key role in the development and enhancement of Franco-Ontarians
throughout the province.

This year alone, funding has been reduced by almost 30%,
resulting in the closing of one of its offices in my riding and possibly
many other offices across the province.

Why has this Conservative government abandoned Franco-
Ontarians?

Hon. John Baird (Minister of the Environment, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, it is very interesting to note that a Liberal member has
asked this question because it was the Liberal government that
slashed funding for Ontario's francophones. That is very interesting.
Could he perhaps tell our government why major cuts were made in
funding for linguistic communities?

E
[English]

SENIORS

Mr. Gord Brown (Leeds—Grenville, CPC): Mr. Speaker, a
large portion of the population is aging and needs a greater level of
care. We are hearing stories of the difficulties and abuse that seniors
can sometimes experience with caregivers and even their own
families. We know that the previous Liberal government did
absolutely nothing to help vulnerable seniors experiencing the
trauma of elder abuse.
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Can the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Human
Resources and Social Development tell the House what this
government is doing to help seniors who may be struggling with
the issue of elder abuse?

Mrs. Lynne Yelich (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
Human Resources and Social Development, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
we recognize that seniors built this country and play a vital role in its
future. They have a strong voice at the cabinet table. That is why we
created a Secretary of State for Seniors and a National Seniors
Council.

In budget 2008 we committed $13 million to combat elder abuse.
Seniors know we care, but more importantly, they know that the
opposition did nothing for 13 years. We did more in 24 months for
seniors than the Liberals did in 13 years.

%* % %
® (1155)
FORESTRY INDUSTRY

Mr. Alex Atamanenko (British Columbia Southern Interior,
NDP): Mr. Speaker, last week Kamloops lost 200 jobs when the
Weyerhaeuser sawmill closed. Last summer close to 200 jobs were
lost when Pope & Talbot closed in Midway. Working families are
suffering in the Kootenay Boundary and in Kamloops. Families in
Kaslo are also hurting due to the Meadow Creek closure. They still
do not know if they qualify for the $1 billion fund.

Can the minister tell the House if the workers from Kamloops,
Midway and Kaslo qualify, yes or no? If so, when will he release the
funding?

Hon. Gary Lunn (Minister of Natural Resources, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, in fact, the $1 billion community development trust money
for targeting hardships went out to the province to administer these
programs. We are delivering for our forest communities. We
understand this is a very difficult time for them. We understand it
is a difficult time for the sector right across Canada. That is why we
are putting these programs in place.

I should also mention the other $400 million that we have already
delivered for the forest industry, looking at innovation and new
product opportunities. We are working with organizations like the
Forest Products Association of Canada.

We are getting the job done. These programs will be delivered to
the province in cooperation with it. We are looking forward to those
results.

* % %

THE ENVIRONMENT

Mr. Dennis Bevington (Western Arctic, NDP): Mr. Speaker,
more and more people in the north are concerned that review boards
meant to protect the environment are becoming make work projects
for Conservatives.

The most recent example of this patronage was the eleventh hour
appointment of the failed Conservative candidate from the last
election to the chair of the most important of these environmental
protection boards, replacing the longstanding nominated incumbent.

Why is the minister ignoring the spirit and intent of these boards,
which is to bring an independent northern voice to environmental
assessments, by deciding that the only important qualification for the
position is one's history with the Conservative Party?

Mr. Rod Bruinooge (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister
of Indian Affairs and Northern Development and Federal
Interlocutor for Métis and Non-Status Indians, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, all the appointments that we make throughout Canada
come from a very talented pool of qualified individuals, and that is
the same in this case. Our record on the north is without parallel. Not
since the Diefenbaker years has a prime minister focused so much on
our northern issues.

In that member's own territory we can look to the Yellowknifer that
said that our budget was one of the most progressive for the north in
many years. | find it hard to imagine why that member is not
supportive of the initiatives we have taken in the north.

CLUSTER BOMBS

Mr. Mario Silva (Davenport, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, Canada has
historically been a leader in advancing peace around the world. This
was clear on March 1, 1999, when the eyes of the world were on
Canada as the Ottawa convention was reached banning the
manufacture and use of landmines.

It is now time to make history again by banning cluster bombs.
These are horrible weapons which do not differentiate between
civilian and military targets. They injure and kill civilians long after
they have been deployed.

When is the government going to show leadership by demanding
a ban on the production and use of cluster bombs?

Mr. Deepak Obhrai (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister
of Foreign Affairs and to the Minister of International
Cooperation, CPC): Mr. Speaker, | want to assure the hon. member
that this government takes the banning of cluster bombs very
seriously. We have been working with Norway and our partners to
ensure that we can come to a proper resolution. We will continue
doing that. I can assure the hon. member that we will be working
very hard on that file because we agree with him that the issue of
cluster bombs needs to be addressed.
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ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS

Mr. Richard Harris (Cariboo—Prince George, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, the Liberals talked about the Kelowna accord, but for 13
long years they did nothing for aboriginals except come up with a
bogus $5 billion press release in the dying days of their government.
This press release, best described as cheap electioneering, had no
budget, no specifics, no plan, no nothing.

Can the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Indian Affairs
and Northern Development tell us how Liberal cheap promises, with
no delivery, simply do not advance anything first nations really care
about?

Mr. Rod Bruinooge (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister
of Indian Affairs and Northern Development and Federal
Interlocutor for Métis and Non-Status Indians, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, clearly, the Kelowna proposals were nothing more than a
press release backed up by false Liberal promises. If the Liberals
were serious about these efforts, we would have seen them enact
something in their 13 years. Even today, the Montreal Gazette calls
the Kelowna proposals exactly the wrong approach to solving
problems on reserve.

Clearly, our government has a different approach. We are actually
getting things done. That is why we have cut in half the number of
communities with high risk drinking water systems. We have
resolved a record number of specific claims. We have tabled
legislation to reduce the backlog of specific claims and we have paid
out $1.2 billion so far in compensation. We are getting the job done.

ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS

® (1200)
[Translation]

INTERPARLIAMENTARY DELEGATIONS
Mr. Mario Silva (Davenport, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I have the
honour to present the report of the Canadian parliamentary
delegation to the Canada-France Interparliamentary Association,

on the second round of legislative elections, held in Paris, France,
from June 13 to 18, 2007.

[English]
GOVERNMENT RESPONSE TO PETITIONS

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

* % %

COMMITTEES OF THE HOUSE
FISHERIES AND OCEANS

Mr. Gerald Keddy (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
the Atlantic Canada Opportunities Agency and to the Minister
of International Trade, CPC): Mr. Speaker, I have the honour to

Routine Proceedings

present, in both official languages, the third report of the Standing
Committee on Fisheries and Oceans.

In accordance with its order of reference of Tuesday, March 11,
2008, your committee has considered Bill S-215, An Act to protect
heritage lighthouses and agreed on Thursday, April 10 to report it
with amendment.

STATUS OF WOMEN

Ms. Yasmin Ratansi (Don Valley East, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, [
have the honour to present, in both official languages, the seventh
report of the Standing Committee on the Status of Women in relation
to gender analysis.

Gender analysis is critical if we as a country are to address the
problems of poverty and social injustice.

Gender analysis that was introduced and recommended in 2004
according to the Standing Committee on the Status of Women states
that we would like that to be legislated.

* % %

CANADA WATER PRESERVATION ACT

Mr. Francis Scarpaleggia (Lac-Saint-Louis, Lib.) moved for
leave to introduce Bill C-535, An Act respecting the preservation of
Canada’s water resources.

He said: Mr. Speaker, I rise with great pride and pleasure to table
this bill. The object of the bill is to prevent transfers of bulk water
from one major drainage basin in Canada to another, thereby
protecting the environment, which is damaged by such transfers, and
thereby at the same time also preventing the transfer of freshwater
outside of Canada.

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

E S
® (1205)

SUDAN ACCOUNTABILITY ACT

Hon. Irwin Cotler (Mount Royal, Lib.) moved for leave to
introduce Bill C-536, An Act to encourage accountability by Canada
and the international community with respect to Sudan.

He said: Mr. Speaker, I am pleased today to introduce the Sudan
accountability act, a bill that aims at enhancing the role of Canada
and the international community in combating the genocide in
Darfur.

In a week beginning with the commemoration of the Rwandan
genocide, in which the world failed to act, it is only appropriate that
in the same week legislation be introduced to combat the first
genocide of the 21st century through targeted divestment and
international initiatives.

We know that more than 400,000 have died in this genocide by
attrition and at least 4 million are on a life support system. As the
student posters at Darfur rallies ask, “If not us, who?” and “If not
now, when?”’

While this legislation alone will not end the genocide, it is a vital
and necessary step to be taken and the time to act is now.
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(Motions deemed adopted, bill read the first time and printed)

* % %

PETITIONS
AFGHANISTAN

Mr. Mario Silva (Davenport, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I have a
petition signed by many people in my city of Toronto, as well as by
my constituents of Davenport, who are asking that the Government
of Canada to remove Canadian soldiers from Afghanistan immedi-
ately.

CRIMINAL CODE

Mr. Myron Thompson (Wild Rose, CPC): Mr. Speaker, on
behalf of the residents of Wild Rose, I have two petitions to present
today.

The first petition comes from the great and beautiful city of
Airdrie and surrounding area. The petitioners are calling upon the
members of Parliament to enact stronger laws and harsher penalties
for sexual assault offenders, suggesting: first, that offenders should
receive a minimum of 10 years jail time, with no parole; second, that
offenders must attend rehabilitation; and third, that the public be
notified upon the release of a sexual offender.

SPONSORSHIP PROGRAM

Mr. Myron Thompson (Wild Rose, CPC): Mr. Speaker, the
second petition comes from two great communities, my home town
of Sundre, Alberta, and the area close by of Caroline.

The petitioners request that Parliament continue to investigate the
location and possible allocation of the $40 million of taxpayer
money which mysteriously went missing and vanished under the
Liberal Party of Canada during the sponsorship scandal.

CLUSTER BOMBS

Ms. Dawn Black (New Westminster—Coquitlam, NDP): Mr.
Speaker, I rise today to present two petitions signed by hundreds of
Canadians from all regions of our country.

The first petition calls upon the government to support a new law
to eliminate the use of cluster bombs. Cluster bombs cause untold
harm, mainly to civilians. Canada must work with the international
community to prevent this suffering.

The petitioners strongly believe the Canadian government should
show international leadership and support a law to end the use of
cluster munitions.

This petition was circulated by an organization called Mines
Action Canada. It plays a vital role in the battle to end the use of
cluster bombs. It is a great organization. I am proud to support the
petition and the work the organization does.

GREATER VANCOUVER GOGOS

Ms. Dawn Black (New Westminster—Coquitlam, NDP): Mr.
Speaker, I am presenting the second petition on behalf of hundreds
of people in New Westminster, Coquitlam and Port Moody.

I am a proud founding member of the Greater Vancouver Gogos.
“Gogo” means “grandmother” in the Zulu language. The Gogo

network across Canada supports grandmothers in Africa who are
raising their grandchildren who have been orphaned by HIV-AIDS.

The Gogos want to see Canada live up to its decade old pledges to
increase aid from 0.7% of—

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Royal Galipeau): Presenting petitions.

Questions on the order paper. The hon. the Parliamentary

Secretary to the Leader of the Government in the House of
Commons.

* % %

QUESTIONS PASSED AS ORDERS FOR RETURNS

Mr. Tom Lukiwski (Parliamentary Secretary to the Leader of
the Government in the House of Commons and Minister for
Democratic Reform, CPC): Mr. Speaker, if Question No. 207 could
be made an order for return, this return would be tabled immediately.

®(1210)

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Royal Galipeau): Is that agreed?

Some hon. members: Agreed.
[English]
Question No. 207—Mr. Paul Dewar:

With respect to the government’s sanctions against Burma: («¢) what Canadian
companies, individuals and public pension funds have direct investments in Burma
and what is the total amount of the investment; (b) what Canadian companies,
individuals and public pension funds have indirect investment through third-party
companies in Burma and what is the total amount of the investment; (c) what
Canadian companies, individuals and public pension funds were affected by the
government’s sanctions against Burma; and (¢) how much new Canadian investment
does the government estimate was stopped by its sanctions against Burma?

(Return tabled)
[English]

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

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Royal Galipeau): Is that agreed?

Some hon. members: Agreed.

GOVERNMENT ORDERS

[Translation]

CANADA MARINE ACT

The House resumed consideration of the motion that Bill C-23,
An Act to amend the Canada Marine Act, the Canada Transportation
Act, the Pilotage Act and other Acts in consequence, be read the
third time and passed.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Royal Galipeau): When we last
considered Bill C-23, the hon. member for Argenteuil—Papineau—
Mirabel had 10 minutes left for questions and comments.

The hon. member for York South—Weston.
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[English]

Mr. Alan Tonks (York South—Weston, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, it is
too bad there was a break between the presentation of my colleague's
overview of the amendments to the Canada Marine Act and the
proposals that were put forward in the Canada Transportation Act
because his overview was excellent. It was a comprehensive analysis
of the mechanisms to achieve the objectives of the Pacific and
Atlantic gateways but he focused on the central gateway. I say that
the Great Lakes-St. Lawrence gateway is absolutely pivotal to
achieving the objectives in a national transportation strategy that will
allow for Canada to take its place within a competitive global
economy.

The government passed a new national policy framework for
strategic gateways and trade corridors. Does my Bloc colleague
believe, according to his analysis, that this act would achieve the
objectives in that national policy and, if the instruments are in the act
and the policy, would make Canada and its marine capacity more
competitive on a global basis?

[Translation]

Mr. Mario Laframboise (Argenteuil—Papineau—Mirabel,
BQ): Mr. Speaker, you have understood—and my colleague has
clearly understood—that without monetary support, this bill will
enable port authorities to increase their debt carrying capacity. They
will be able to borrow, but there is a limit. They were already limited
by the current legislation, which is why they asked to increase their
debt capacity. Going into debt is not always the answer, and that is
why the port authorities asked to be able to take advantage of
infrastructure programs.

What my colleague should know is that when the Liberals were in
power, they established the Pacific gateway. The Conservatives have
allocated an additional $1 billion specifically for the Pacific gateway.
This means that there is currently no money allocated for the other
gateways, including the St. Lawrence-Great Lakes corridor.

The most recent budget, which the Liberals supported implicitly,
does not contain any money for this. We will have to wait for next
year's budget to see whether there will be any new money for the
ports along the St. Lawrence and the Great Lakes. If not, they will
have to apply for funding from existing infrastructure programs,
which are also available to cities. The ports will, therefore, be
competing directly with the cities. This was not the idea. The idea is
to develop these gateways.

The fact is that since 1980, marine traffic—at least, the number of
tonnes shipped—has declined from 130 million tonnes to 105 million
tonnes in the St. Lawrence-Great Lakes corridor. The seaway was
built and the St. Lawrence-Great Lakes corridor was developed for
faster access from Europe directly to the central United States, to
serve a potential 90 million people.

The Liberal government, supported now by the Conservatives, did
not invest in development. That is why goods traffic in the St.
Lawrence-Great Lakes corridor has decreased since 1980, while
traffic on the Mississippi has increased and international shipping
has gone up by 600%. Once again, when it came to developing the
St. Lawrence-Great Lakes corridor, both the Liberal and Conserva-
tive governments—pardon the expression—missed the boat.

Government Orders

We hope that the St. Lawrence-Great Lakes corridor will get some
funding. If there is no additional funding, this bill will not promote
economic development.

®(1215)

[English]

Mr. Brian Jean (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
Transport, Infrastructure and Communities, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
first I would like to say Sat Sri Akal to all my Sikh friends as they
celebrate Vaisakhi today. I wish them all the best.

I noticed my friend had some comments in relation to the
initiatives of this government. He may have forgotten this, since it
was in our first ever budget, but $2.1 billion was in that budget for
the gateway and border fund to establish, in this particular case,
initiatives in areas across this country, including the Quebec-Ontario
continental corridor, which is very important to this country and
includes the St. Lawrence.

As most members know, last year this government signed two
MOUs, one with Quebec and one with the province of Ontario. We
are all moving forward with great initiatives there and the member
knows that.

The member also knows that this bill would accomplish great
things for the people of Quebec, Ontario, Atlantic Canada, western
Canada and British Columbia. Although the Bloc continues to talk
about what it will do, the truth is, as we all know, it can never do
anything. It is this Conservative government and members of the
Conservative Party from Quebec who are doing the job and getting
positive results for the people of Quebec.

I would like to know whether the member will be supporting the
bill because, as he knows, we consulted with the St. Lawrence
Economic Development Council, the Federation of Canadian
Municipalities, the Port of Montreal and with many other
organizations and never received any negative comments on this
particular bill. Will he be supporting it or not?

[Translation]

Mr. Mario Laframboise: Mr. Speaker, first of all, I would like to
tell the parliamentary secretary that the Bloc Québécois is the only
party responsible for defending the interests of Quebeckers. That is
why, since 1993, we have held the majority of Quebec seats in this
House and we continue to be the conscience of Quebeckers.
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That is why, as members responsible for Quebec, we will support
this bill. However, we would caution the Conservative Party and all
Conservative members from Quebec. In the last budget, yet again,
they supported the building Canada program, a $33 billion program.
This includes $1 billion for the Pacific gateway, and nothing for the
other gateways. So the parliamentary secretary can very well do
what he wants and tell us that he is in talks with Quebec and with the
various governments to develop a strategy. It is true, except that, if
he does not add money dedicated to the St. Lawrence-Great Lakes
corridor, this would mean that the ports of Montréal, Trois-Riviéres,
Quebec City, Sept-les and Port Saguenay will have to apply to the
other infrastructure programs, the other parts of the building Canada
program, which are in direct competition with municipalities. That is
the reality.

Once again, the Conservative Party favours Canada's west over
the east. That is their reality, and that is why I am proud to be a
member from Quebec, to rise in this House and to tell these
Conservative members to stop thinking only of western Canada and
to think about Quebec. This is what a real member from Quebec
does.

[English]

Mr. Bill Siksay (Burnaby—Douglas, NDP): Mr. Speaker, |
appreciate the concerns raised by the member in the debate this
afternoon.

The changes in the financial arrangements that are made in the
legislation allow port authorities to borrow more money and allow
them to compete with municipalities for infrastructure funding as
opposed to receiving allocations from the federal government. Given
the fact that they will now be able to borrow collectively billions of
dollars, does the member believe that the Auditor General of Canada
should have oversight? Should there be some accountability
mechanism through the Auditor General for the port authorities as
has been recommended by the NDP in the ongoing debate on this
legislation?

[Translation]

Mr. Mario Laframboise: Mr. Speaker, I would like to begin by
telling my hon. colleague that I hope he paid attention to the
presentation made by his party in committee. Some NDP amend-
ments were out of order, including the amendment concerning the
Auditor General. That has been one of the important debates in this
House. The Conservative Party introduced this bill. It did so in a
rather tightly-controlled way, so it would be impossible to integrate
this measure, which could be positive. However, the proposed
amendment still had to be deemed lawfully in order before the
committee, but it was rejected by the committee's legal advisers.

As for the rest, my position with respect to the NDP is always a
little ambivalent. Indeed, they were asking that all investment plans
concerning ports be subject to municipal approval. That was their
objective. That is what they wanted throughout the debate and the
party still maintains its position concerning the municipalities. That
is completely unacceptable. The municipalities fall under provincial
jurisdiction. They do not fall under federal jurisdiction. To submit a
federal authority to municipal management goes completely against
the Constitution of Canada. It is their Constitution. We are bound by
the Constitution and must live with it.

What the NDP proposed, in a number of measures aimed at
making port authorities subject to municipalities, was completely
unconstitutional. We must be careful. They are the ones who defend
the Constitution of Canada. The NDP is probably the most centralist
party, and when it goes against the Constitution, we are always a
little surprised.

® (1220
[English]

Mr. Bill Siksay (Burnaby—Douglas, NDP): Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to have the opportunity to speak to Bill C-23 this afternoon.
It is a bill to amend the Canada Marine Act, the Canada
Transportation Act, the Pilotage Act and other acts in consequence.

The legislation before us will do a number of things, including
modify a port authority's access to federal funding, add provisions
regarding the power of a port authority to borrow money, provide
additional regulatory powers to the governor in council, add
provisions regarding port amalgamations, modify provisions regard-
ing the appointment of directors of port authorities, and add a penalty
scheme and streamline certain other enforcement provisions.

This legislation has appeared before this House in the past. It is
similar to legislation introduced by the previous government. We
debated it on a number of occasions here in the House. It comes out
of widespread consultations about changes that were necessary to
this kind of legislation. Unfortunately, we believe that it does not
cover all of the areas that were noted in that broad consultation
process that happened a number of years ago. There are still some
flaws with this legislation.

That is why we will continue to do our job as opposition members
to raise important questions that we think need to be answered. We
raise issues to put on the record things that we think could have been
included in this legislation or changes that should have been made to
the legislation before it is passed by this House. We see that very
much as our responsibility as members of Parliament in this corner
of the House. With that being said, there are some concerns.

As the member of Parliament for Burnaby—Douglas, the
Vancouver Fraser Port Authority is very important to my community.
Although there is not a lot of port activity associated with Burnaby,
the north shore of my riding does border on Burrard Inlet. There are
a number of sections of port authority property along that coastline.
Notably, Berry Point is one of the pieces of port authority property
that has been considered for development in the past. That particular
piece is very important to the people in North Burnaby, to the people
who live in Burnaby Heights and on Capitol Hill, two neighbour-
hoods that adjoin Berry Point.

We have seen in the past when the port authority floated ideas
about the port development of Berry Point that people in the
neighbourhood mobilized because they were very concerned about
how that development was going to proceed. At the time, that
development was put off. People in North Burnaby are very
concerned about the operation of the port authority.
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There are also a number of petroleum loading facilities along the
north shore of my riding and the south shore of Burrard Inlet in
Burnaby related to the Chevron refinery and to the operation of the
pipelines that deliver product from the oil fields in Alberta to the
coast and to British Columbia. Those are also of concern to people.

The possibility of, for instance, an accident that would result in the
discharge of petroleum products into Burrard Inlet is always of great
concern in my area. We certainly saw the disastrous consequences of
a pipeline accident where a contractor broke a major oil pipeline in
Burnaby and caused hundreds of thousands of litres of crude oil
product to go into Burrard Inlet. We are very well aware in Burnaby
of the consequences, and the importance of having a port authority
that is responsive to the kinds of activities, actions and uses of the
port lands and of the operations of the port itself.

There is also Barnet Marine Park which is part of the shoreline of
Burrard Inlet in my area which is also connected to the Vancouver
Fraser Port Authority.

The Vancouver Fraser Port Authority is a recent amalgamation.
One of the things that is contemplated by this legislation is that port
authorities can amalgamate. What we saw in the Vancouver area was
the port of Vancouver that specifically deals with the port on Burrard
Inlet amalgamating with the North Fraser port, the port that exists on
the Fraser River, and the Delta port which is the port mainly used
right now for export of coal. These three ports amalgamated recently
into one port authority, the Vancouver Fraser Port Authority. There
were some questions raised about that.

There are concerns from the smaller communities that were part of
the smaller ports about how this new amalgamated port authority
will carry out its responsibilities. We will remain interested in how
this new arrangement shakes down and how it serves the
communities and the people of the Lower Mainland of British
Columbia.

® (1225)

This particular legislation has raised a number of concerns. The
NDP spokesperson on transport issues, the member for Windsor
West, was very active in committee in raising concerns that we have
in this corner of the House. We know from the people whom we
work with on this legislation that he took a very active role in trying
to ensure that those issues were discussed at committee.

I do not believe, as has been suggested today certainly by the
parliamentary secretary, that it is a delaying tactic, that it is the NDP
trying to put off consideration of this legislation. This is important
legislation and we recognize that. We also recognize that port
authorities are very important to our communities and to our
economy. Many people in my constituency work in the port
authority. The city of Burnaby obtains property tax revenue from the
port authority. All of these things are very important.

It is certainly not our intention to delay unnecessarily legislation
that we know is very important. However, it is also our job to make
sure that we raise the concerns that we have and ensure that they are
fully debated in the House.

We have a number of concerns about this legislation, particularly
in relation to port authorities. One of the concerns is around the
boards of directors of port authorities. We are concerned that the
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number of directors of port authorities has been changed and that the
boards are not particularly representative of the concerns of
municipalities.

The number of municipal representatives, either elected municipal
officials or appointees of municipal governments, are very limited by
this legislation. We are very concerned about that. Ports have a very
direct effect on the communities of which they are a part. The cities
and citizens of those communities have a great interest in how the
port is developed, and the kinds of uses that happen on port land.
That certainly is a concern, as [ have noted in my constituency where
people want to make sure that our municipality, the city of Burnaby,
has the ability to influence the decisions made by the Vancouver
Fraser Port Authority.

We are concerned that municipalities are not well represented on
the boards according to the legislation. We think that port authorities
would benefit from the experience of municipal governments, of
municipal councillors and the people whom they might appoint to
port authorities, because they have local experience. They have the
kind of experience and knowledge of the local communities that will
only facilitate the operation of the port, that will only facilitate
relations with those communities and with the people who live near
the port lands and the operations of that port. That is very important
for the functioning of the ports.

It is not all about facilitating the expansion of ports or the
development of the port. It is about ports being good neighbours and
working in the context of the communities of which they are a part.
We need to ensure that those communities have the ability to directly
raise their concerns.

Related to that is our concern that when it comes to the
development of plans for the use of the lands that are owned by port
authorities, municipalities also need to have some direct input into
that process. Port authorities have significant real estate holdings.
They certainly do in the case of the Vancouver Fraser Port Authority.
They can have a very direct effect on the development of
communities by how they choose to use the lands that they have
at their disposal.

Given the fact that the Vancouver Fraser Port Authority exists in
very built up urban areas, it is very important that the port authority
cooperate with municipalities in any development and land use
planning. Right now there is no requirement that that happen. We
heard earlier the Liberal member say that he was hopeful that kind of
exchange would happen. Hopeful is great and I am hopeful too that
that will happen, but I think it is incumbent on legislation to also
point to the need to do that and to make certain requirements of port
authorities to seek out that kind of exchange with municipalities.

Very difficult situations can arise. I mentioned earlier that when
there were plans floated for the development of Berry Point in North
Burnaby, there were very serious concerns from the people who live
adjacent to Berry Point about how their lives would be directly
affected by the uses the port authority was suggesting a number of
years ago.
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In east Vancouver, and I know the member for Vancouver East
will likely speak to this issue, as she has in the past, we have seen
that the development of a cement plant on port authority lands was
extremely disconcerting to the people who lived in the neighbour-
hood adjoining that development site. There was a long and difficult
discussion in the community of Vancouver around that particular
decision by the port authority to suggest that it was an appropriate
place for this kind of development.

We know there is a real concern in our communities about the land
use development of port authorities, how they go about it and how it
combines with the plans of municipalities around the appropriate
growth and development of the cities they are responsible for. We
need to make sure that this is part of any legislation governing the
jurisdiction and the way that port authorities work for Canadians.
That is a very important piece as well.

A number of times today I have raised a concern given the
changes in this legislation to the financial arrangements available to
port authorities. That includes extending the borrowing ability of
port authorities and also the ability for port authorities to now
compete directly for infrastructure funding, something they did not
do in the past. They were funded with allocations from the federal
government. This legislation now will allow them to compete
directly with municipalities for federal government infrastructure
program funding.

We want to ensure, given these new financial arrangements, that
there is appropriate oversight and that ultimately there is account-
ability for this, since some of the direct responsibility for it is moved
away from the government. In the past, the government had to
approve borrowing arrangements and make direct allocations. There
was in that system some kind of accountability on the part of the
government.

We are now concerned that there may be gaps in accountability
with regard to how the borrowing and financial arrangements of port
authorities are carried out. That is why we have suggested that the
port authorities should come under the jurisdiction of the Auditor
General of Canada and that the Auditor General should be able to
exercise her oversight and her ability to make suggestions about how
those financial arrangements have worked out. This is something
that we think is very significant in all of this.

We are also very concerned about the ability of port authorities to
now compete directly with municipalities and communities for
infrastructure funding. We know that infrastructure funding is
incredibly limited. Despite what moneys have been put in by the
government, the funding is still not nearly enough. The Federation of
Canadian Municipalities has made that very clear. The FCM has said
that there is an infrastructure deficit of $123 billion in Canada. The
money the Conservatives have directed towards infrastructure in no
way comes close to meeting that need.

Now with this legislation we are increasing the demands on that
infrastructure funding by opening those programs to port authorities.
We know that port authorities have significant infrastructure needs,
so we need to make sure that in the competition for this funding there
is some fairness and that appropriate funding is available to ensure

those needs are addressed, both the needs of the port authorities and
the needs of the municipalities and communities that are facing very
serious deficits when it comes to infrastructure.

That is absolutely true of our community of Burnaby. We need to
make sure that the funding is available and accessible by
municipalities and that there is no further restriction on the
municipalities' ability to do that important work. We know that in
so many of our communities the public physical infrastructure is
collapsing and needs significant injections of support from the
government.

This is one of those things that Canadians have always done
collectively. As citizens, we believe it is appropriate to cooperate to
make sure that those kinds of infrastructure arrangements are
available and that kind of funding is available to make sure that our
cities function appropriately in so many ways. We need to make sure
that we have not added an extra demand on infrastructure funding
without offsetting it by additional funding. That is also a serious
concern with this legislation.

® (1235)

The whole question of security needs at our ports is one that we
know has been controversial too. We know there is not a consistent
plan across Canada for port security. In many of the measures that
have been floated recently with respect to security and which are in
the process of being put in place, the emphasis in some ways has
been on the workers in those port facilities and how they might pose
a security risk. The emphasis is being put on measures that
individual workers need to meet to ensure they are appropriate for
working at our ports.

However, there are many other concerns around port security,
including such things as the surveillance of cargo that comes through
a port. We know that only a small fraction of cargo that moves
through our ports is actually screened for security purposes. This is
another important concern that we have around the security of our
ports system.

I have been very supportive of the workers, members of the
International Longshore and Warehouse Union and others, who are
very concerned about the kinds of requirements that are being made
of individual workers who have long histories of dedicated service in
our ports. They have been raising concerns about what is now is
being demanded of them around security issues in order for them to
continue to hold their jobs at our ports. That concern continues.

There is also an issue around foreign investment in our ports and
how that relates to security. That needs to be considered and it is not
part of this legislation. We need to make sure that foreign investors
are also screened around issues of security. We need to make sure
that we have this important interest covered when it comes to the
operation of our ports. We believe that is necessary when we are
looking at the whole situation of ports in Canada.

At committee we raised a number of issues that we thought should
be part of amendments to this legislation. I want to go through some
of them just to be clear about where we are coming from on this
important bill.
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As I say, we know the importance of the appropriate operation of
our ports. We know that they are important to the economy of
Canada, to the future economy of Canada, and to the communities of
which they are a part. We know how many workers are directly
associated with the operations of our ports. All of that is extremely
important, so we have to guarantee that these important institutions
and these important industrial developments are doing the appro-
priate job for our country, our communities, our economy and
Canadian workers.

We had some concerns that we put in the form of amendments.
Sadly, none of them were successful at committee. That is of concern
to us. We brought specific issues forward in the form of our
amendments.

We are concerned about land use policies at the ports and said that
they should be restricted so that all non-marine land use functions
would have to be approved by the municipality. That seemed very
reasonable. If it is a non-marine use of port property, we think the
municipality has a particular interest in that kind of land use.

We said that we should restrict the functions of a port authority so
that all non-marine functions would essentially be severed from the
port authority's purview. So if there were a non-marine use, that
would be directly under the purview of the municipality, not the port
authority.

We said that all port authorities should be placed under the
jurisdiction of the Auditor General for examination. I have already
spoken to this point. It is one that we think is very important.

We said that a majority of the board of a port authority should be
made up of municipal councillors or municipal appointees because
those people have the experience necessary.

We said that the entire land use plan of a port authority should be
approved by a municipality. We know this is very controversial, but
we also know that it relates to the impact of ports on local
communities.

We also said that a national security test should be established for
foreign investment at a Canadian port and an annual security audit
should be performed at all ports to ensure security needs are being
met and are being done consistently at ports across Canada.

Those are some of the concerns that we in the NDP have raised
with respect to this legislation. Again, we appreciate its importance.
We look forward to continuing our participation in this important
debate.

©(1240)

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Royal Galipeau): Order, please.
Earlier during routine proceedings, the hon. member for New
Westminster—Coquitlam presented a petition, but she had given me
notice that she had two to present. I cut her off in an untimely way. [
wonder if I could have consent from the House so that she could
present her second petition.

Some hon. members: Agreed.

Government Orders

ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS
[English]
PETITIONS
FOREIGN AID

Ms. Dawn Black (New Westminster—Coquitlam, NDP): Mr.
Speaker, I appreciate the agreement of members to go back to this
part of the proceedings.

I am presenting a petition from hundreds of citizens in Port
Moody, Coquitlam and New Westminster. I am a proud founding
member of the Greater Vancouver Gogos. “Gogo” means grand-
mother in Zulu. This organization wants to see Canada live up to its
decades-old pledge to increase aid to 0.7% of GNI.

The petitioners say that Canada, shamefully, ranks fifteenth out of
the 22 countries that have made this pledge. They note that 25
million to 30 million people in sub-Saharan Africa are infected with
HIV, yet only one in five has access to lifesaving anti-retroviral
medication. It is appalling that 1,400 children die every day from
AIDS. The petitioners call on the government to allow generic anti-
retroviral drugs to be exported to Africa, and they ask the
government to honour the pledges that Canada made at Gleneagles
in 2005.

GOVERNMENT ORDERS
[English]

CANADA MARINE ACT

The House resumed consideration of the motion that Bill C-23,
An Act to amend the Canada Marine Act, the Canada Transportation
Act, the Pilotage Act and other Acts in consequence, be read the
third time and passed.

Mr. Brian Jean (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
Transport, Infrastructure and Communities, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
first I would like to say that infrastructure is the responsibility of our
provincial partners, but the federal government is allocating the most
money in 60 years to help our partners and to help the deficit, which
the member has brought up.

Indeed, we have developed really good policy, which the member
knows—or at least the member who sits on the committee knows—
in relation to consultations with the communities. Indeed, board
members and council members have to act in the best interests of the
city they represent, just like board members of the port have to act in
the best interests of the port itself. There is a fiduciary obligation on
them to do so.
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However, I did notice that the member from the Bloc mentioned
earlier that there was no money for the St. Lawrence and Quebec.
That is just not true. The St. Lawrence and the Great Lakes even had
$15 million allocated some time ago from the government in relation
to security, as well as $350 million for climate change for the
province of Quebec, $1 billion for security, and $2.1 billion for
gateway and border crossings. All of these things are great initiatives
by this country, which Quebec, the people of the St. Lawrence and
the people of Montreal can take advantage of. All the ports in
Quebec can do so.

In relation to the member's comments earlier, he said that the NDP
was not trying to obstruct the legislation, so I would ask now for
unanimous consent to pass Bill C-23 at all stages.

Some hon. members: No.

Mr. Brian Jean: We know the Liberals are in favour of it. We
know the Bloc is in favour of it. We know the Conservatives are in
favour of it. Ten per cent of the House is objecting to it: the NDP.

An hon. member: We are here to do our job and debate it.

Mr. Brian Jean: Let me say that if the hon. member is not trying
to delay the legislation, we know that 90% of the House is in favour
of'it, as is everyone we heard from, from all cities, all provinces, all
municipalities and even the member's own city, the city of Burnaby,
as well as the cities of Nanaimo, North Vancouver, Port Alberni and
Port Moody. All of these cities have been consulted on this and we
have not heard any negative effects of that consultation.

At this stage, if the NDP is not trying to delay it, I would ask for
unanimous consent. We know that the other parties will agree, so
will the NDP agree to pass Bill C-23 at all stages now?

®(1245)

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Royal Galipeau): I must advise the
hon. parliamentary secretary that even during his presentation I
sensed that there was not unanimous consent, so we will focus on the
question he asked and ask the hon. member for Burnaby—Douglas
to reply to the question. He might want to clarify whether in fact
there is unanimous consent for the motion to be moved by the hon.
parliamentary secretary.

Mr. Bill Siksay (Burnaby—Douglas, NDP): Mr. Speaker, I think
you have already ruled on whether you heard unanimous consent or
not. I would certainly defer to your expertise. That is your job to
make that determination, not mine, and you have already done that,
so there is no need to go back to that.

I am interested in what the parliamentary secretary had to say. We
are going to do our job in this corner of the House and we are going
to raise our concerns. We are not going to be put off that track
because we do believe that we have raised serious issues and I can
continue to do that.

I thought two things were notable about the commentary from his
recent intervention. He said that the government put more money
into infrastructure than any government in 60 years. That may well
be true, but the reality is that it is not nearly enough.

The FCM, as I have pointed out, has said that there is a $123
billion infrastructure deficit and that the Conservatives have not even
approached the very basic need in that regard.

There is a huge problem there. We have seen that the
Conservatives have chosen to gut the physical capacity of our
government, so that we cannot possibly meet those kinds of needs.

The government has chosen to give big tax breaks to large
profitable corporations, instead of seeing to the needs of Canadian
communities and their infrastructure needs. I do not think this serves
us particularly well. I do not think it is anything to be particularly
proud of.

There might be some humility in the ability of not being able to
meet the infrastructure needs of Canadians and now we are setting
up another major demand on that infrastructure funding by allowing
the ports to compete with municipalities for that funding. It does not
bode well for the needs of our communities.

He also said that the government had taken great pains to ensure
cooperation between port authorities and municipalities, and that the
port authority and board members were going to be told that they
should operate in the best interests of those municipalities.

The reality is that the people elected to act in the best interests of
those municipalities are municipal councillors, the members of city
council, the local mayors. It is those people who have a direct
mandate from the people of their communities to represent those
interests. We believe that they should be very directly involved in the
governance of port authorities. Because of that electoral mandate that
they have from the people of their communities, they should be
involved in that process.

We believe it should not be up to the goodwill of those people
who are appointed to the boards of port authorities, but that it should
be directly related to the mandates given by people in local elections
to municipal elected officials.

That is a very important point I think that needs to be made in all
of this and it is a deficiency of the legislation that we are debating
today.

Mr. Alan Tonks (York South—Weston, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the
hon. member has taken, and rightly so, quite a bit of his time to talk
about the intersecting set of interests between the port authority and
the municipality in Toronto. For example, there is a huge difference
of opinion about the island airport as a niche part of the
infrastructure. There is a difference between the port authority's
attitude toward that and that of the municipal council.

I think this House would agree that those kinds of issues have to
result in some sort of a compromise, one that serves the needs of the
city. One also must recognize that there is a national strategy with
respect to air transportation and there are also strategies with respect
to marine. We are talking about marine here.

My question is, would perhaps the approach taken for the airport's
authority and how it is appointed be somewhat of a model that might
be applicable here, where the municipal council has an opportunity
to appoint and put forward appointees that may or may not be
accepted by the authority?

They are nominees that are considered for their background of
experience from municipal matters and so on. In some cases they
may be past members of council and so on, but at least they have a
perspective.
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Would the member wish to comment with respect to that kind of
an approach? Would it be possible, when the national policy
framework for strategic gateways is debated, to propose an
amendment through that window with respect to changing the
appointments process for port authorities?

® (1250)

Mr. Bill Siksay: Mr. Speaker, I am glad that the member raised
the question of the Toronto Island Airport because that has been a
significant irritant for the city of Toronto and the local port authority.
It is a specific example of the kinds of issues that arise when port
authorities have responsibility for non-marine uses, and airports are a
non-marine use, as far as I could determine. There are sea planes, [
suppose, but I do not think the Toronto Island Airport deals in sea
planes either.

That is a very pertinent example of the kinds of problems that we
see arise when port authorities do not have to divest themselves of
non-marine uses of their lands or developments. That would be a
very important example to resolve because we know that the city of
Toronto has had a very different perspective than the port authority.

Also, city councillors in Toronto have had some very serious
conflicts with the port authority when it comes to how port authority
lands will be developed. I know city councillor Adam Vaughan in
Toronto has pointed out on a number of occasions the kinds of run-
ins he has had on what would seem to be very simple development
issues that he has not been able to resolve in a friendly or cooperative
way with the port authority. It sometimes has meant that he has
ended up in court because of those kinds of measures.

Those are the kinds of things, when we are looking at legislation
about port authorities, that we should be seeking to ensure are
resolved. That kind of cooperation is part of the mandate in the
legislation. Port authorities need to provide that kind of cooperation
and their non-marine uses are governed by municipal authorities, the
people who are elected by the residents of those communities.

Mr. Alan Tonks (York South—Weston, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I
wonder if could inquire as to how much time is available for debate.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Royal Galipeau): The hon. member
for York South—Weston has 20 minutes for debate and then 10
minutes for questions and comments, of which I hope there will be
several.

Mr. Alan Tonks: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. After I am finished
speaking, you may change your mind.

I welcome the opportunity to talk about this particular piece of
legislation, particularly with respect to the most recent commentaries
made and concerns raised by the member from the Bloc and the
member from the New Democratic Party. It behooves us just for a
moment to reflect on what has actually happened with respect to
marine issues and so on.

Recently, many members of the House were invited to the
Corporation of Mid St. Lawrence Pilots where a tape was presented
which outlined some of the very up-to-date and extremely important
issues related to safety that the pilots associations are having to
contend with. The whole issue with respect to security in today's
modern milieu has been alluded to by other speakers.
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The pilots also talked about the legislative approach that is now
challenging us to match a global competitive economy with the
infrastructure we have, both legislatively and with the ability to meet
our safety responsibilities, and the whole issue with respect to
environmental spillage and all those things.

The pilots were really at the forefront of preparing this tape just to
remind us that this ancient marine activity, which is relatively
modern in terms of Canada's geography, has to be updated
commensurate with the kinds of issues that have evolved. So, we
really are looking at legislation that is not that old.

As a matter of fact, the marine act of 1998 had up-to-date
legislative tools within it that made it much more relevant. It also
indicated that the Minister of Transport should come back with
respect to a review process, and that is what we are all about here
today.

We are looking at that process of review. We are trying to match
the recommendations that came out of that process as a result of, as [
said, a very comprehensive activity by the committee. I was not a
member of that committee but I certainly have been following this
issue. We are looking at the review and we are trying to determine
whether that matches the challenges that have been outlined.

There seems to be a very broad consensus from coast to coast to
coast that the amendments that have been brought forward in
updating the marine act are in keeping with the concerns that have
been raised to see our marine infrastructure as an extremely effective
tool in meeting our globally competitive objectives.

The review also concentrated on two areas with respect to the
recommendations. It talked about making the marine sector, in
particular, the port authority, more financially flexible in order to
make decisions quickly that are in the interest of the port authority in
its setting. My colleague from Burnaby has indicated, and certainly
questions have been raised, that perspective may have applicability
in Burnaby but it has different applicability in Toronto.

I would like to make it very clear that with respect to the marine
sector's economic flexibility there is not a one-size-fits-all approach
to port authorities from coast to coast to coast.

The second recommendation alluded to the construction of a new
and flexible federal funding approach for infrastructure. This is
where some points of contention have come up.

® (1255)

The Bloc member indicated that he was not satisfied that
allocations with respect to the central gateway, the Great Lakes-St.
Lawrence gateway, were quantitively enough to justify the seaway
improvements that are necessary. He talked about the ability to
change the seaway in terms of Montreal's capacity to accommodate
cruise ships.

It has been a long time since cruise ships have been seen in
Toronto but the pilots association has indicated that larger tankers, if
not cruise ships, are precluded from utilizing the seaway. The
capacity is much greater in terms of the size of those tankers and
cargo ships than they were in the early nineties.
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Huge investments are not only important from a Bloc perspective
in Montreal but they have applicability throughout the seaway into
the Great Lakes and cities that are interested in seeing the
infrastructure improve.

The parliamentary secretary said that there was more money
available, such as the $2.1 billion with respect to the Quebec-Ontario
continental boundary, and that investments could come from that
fund.

The purpose of this discussion is not to get into whether certain
ports will benefit under the Marine Act. It is more about whether
there is a national strategy that port authorities, regardless of where
they are, can lock into, whether it is in Burnaby, in the most westerly
part of our Pacific gateway, or in ports within the Atlantic gateway or
Pacific gateway.

It is unfortunate that there has not been much discussion on the
national strategy report, which is supposed to come after the bill has
been approved. It seems that when we talk about municipalities and
their relationship with port authorities, whether it is in Toronto,
Montreal, Vancouver or wherever, it is inherent that the process be
one of cooperation, of partnership and of being developed around
principles. Without those principles we are really talking about an ad
hoc gateway approach, an ad hoc strategy with respect to the central
St. Lawrence-Great Lakes gateway, and that the parts do not
integrate.

Having a national strategy means that we should be backfilling on
planning principles, but someone, somewhere, with some jurisdic-
tion needs to bring them forward. It would enable those who are
responsible for implementing a national strategy based on those
principles to say in Toronto, when it comes to marine improvements
and infrastructure, that this is how the national strategy is being
applied right across the country and that whatever program is
funding that part of that strategy it will be made by the local port
authorities and integrated into the national plan.

We do not have that process yet in place but the objectives of this
act is for that to happen. We need to take it on a certain degree of
faith that during that next part of the process that kind of thinking
will prevail. Without it, we again will not have an integrated marine
plan and we will not achieve the objectives of any of the gateway
strategies, the Atlantic or Pacific gateways, or how it relates to the
borders and the marine activity plays.

® (1300)

Those were the issues raised through questioning and the
government and the minister should take note of that. We can be
more assured that the amendments being put forward would facilitate
the achievement of a globally competitive marine activity that would
deal with the issues of concern to people, such as marine safety as it
relates to spills and marine activity as it relates to terrorist activity,
and those have not really been addressed in this discussion.

I want to make a comment from a Toronto perspective because [
was involved when the local airports authority was established. If we
do not have a total understanding and a corporate memory, we
sometimes keep making the same mistakes. When the local airports
authority was established in the greater Toronto area, it was always
the intent that the island airport would be under the umbrella of the

airport authority. I agree with the member when he says that we
should not be mixing port activity with air activity. If the Toronto
island airport had been subsumed under the umbrella of the Greater
Toronto Airports Authority, decisions would have been made as it
relates to the economic activity that air travel, the niche value of the
airport, and that would have been defended by the airports authority.

What is happening is that the airports issue has been politicized.
Activity has been brought into it from the local community. It is
literally a legislative free-for-all with the city taking one position, the
airports authority not taking any position and it is a matter of
airports. I stress that it was an airports authority in the early nineties
that had been established. No one in Toronto can argue that there has
not been a tremendous achievement through the airports authority
with the improvements that have been made at Pearson and so on
and so forth.

I do not mean to digress but since that issue has come up it is just a
case example with respect to the ongoing national interest being
bolstered and underpinned by an organization, be it local in nature,
because most of the people who will be on the ports authority,
whether it is in Toronto, Burnaby or Montreal, will be local people.
They will be representatives with expertise and so on. However,
there will always be that conflict if there is no national plan with
principles that are outlined and with the role of the local planning
and economic development regime at least intersecting that national
plan. Without that plan, there will be no sense of accountability,
either in principle or in the decisions, and the satisfaction and faith in
the decisions that are brought forward.

1 do not mean to mix my analogies but that is no way to build a
railroad. One needs to have a sense of what the destination is, how
the various lines of communications are channeled together to
develop a consensus and then move ahead on the national plan.

This legislation, though, does take a step in that direction and,
from my own personal perspective, it is very worthy of support.
However, a lighter-handed approach at some subsequent point needs
to be taken with respect to the appointment of members to the ports
authorities.

® (1305)

In Toronto, there are a number of organizations, such as the
Toronto Economic Development Corporation, which attempted to
bring in representation from the ports authority and other organiza-
tions, the downtown business group. Representation is coming in
from labour that feeds into the Economic Development Corpor-
ation's representations and deliberations.

That would be the approach that should be taken with respect to
ports, particularly in urban areas. Where people have demonstrated
some degree of municipal experience and commitment, who are of
equal importance as those who have been involved in other aspects
of economic activity, whether they come from the trades, business
equally, both large and small, so too should there be a representation
of people who have a sense of the planning dynamic, the needs of
the local city and how those decisions of the ports authority factor in
to achieving that.



April 11, 2008

COMMONS DEBATES

4835

Municipalities these days try to be as inclusive as they can and as
transparent and public as they possibly can be. That is the whole
nature of municipal government. It is very difficult when there are
nationally established institutions that have grafted on to what
should be a happy host but, because there is some basic lack of
understanding, both in the qualifications and backgrounds of the
people who are sitting on the boards of the ports authority in this
case, do not even mention the legislative mandate that the ports
authority has with respect to its national character. One can
appreciate that one is sewing the seeds of conflict if there is not
some legislation or at least some principles that are established with
respect to the backgrounds of the people who sit on the boards of the
ports authority.

I would highly recommend that two things happen. First, when we
have the discussion on the national strategy, that these kinds of
issues get a fulsome debate. The development of a national strategy
requires that the principles, be they the planning or the objectives, be
fully debated so that the port authorities, no matter where they are,
are locking into those principles and building a national marine
infrastructure that will serve our country in a globally competitive
environment.

Second, where the issues related to cities are concerned, more
consideration should be given to the representation on the port
authorities to those who have municipal experience and have been
involved in municipal planning exercises with respect to an official
plan, a harbour plan or whatever it is. That then would facilitate the
bumping and nudging of the national strategy into place right across
the country.

The government would be well advised, during this next part of
the process, to look at those kinds of issues. At the end of it, the
objectives of this act will be more likely achieved. That is what both
sides of the House are attempting to cause to happen. We not only
want a strategic alignment of our corridors and an investment in
them but in order to integrate them we need to set out the objectives
of a national strategy so we can then see Canada with a new legacy
of economic prosperity in a globally competitive world for decades
to come.

®(1310)

Mr. Ed Fast (Abbotsford, CPC): Mr. Speaker, I thank the
member for York South—Weston for his support of the bill.

The bill is critical to getting the infrastructure built in Canada to
ensure our long term prosperity. Unfortunately, the NDP members
seem to be hellbent on opposing the bill. They are obstructing it.
They are delaying it. It is going to negatively impact the economic
prosperity across the country, especially in British Columbia.

As the House knows, I am from the west coast. I understand the
needs of the Vancouver Fraser Port Authority, which administers the
largest port by a long mile in Canada. I had a chance to meet with
representatives from the Vancouver Fraser Port Authority yesterday.
They advised me of a project that they intended to bring forward
under our building Canada plan. This project is one where they are
working together with the cruise lines that come into Vancouver
bringing tourists.

As we know, when these large ships berth in Vancouver, they
continue to run their engines to provide power for their ships and that
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creates more and more greenhouse gas emissions. That is exactly
what our government is fighting against. We want to reduce
greenhouse gas emissions.

The Vancouver Fraser Port Authority has recognized that and so
have the cruise lines. They have come forward with an expensive
project to install something called “shore power”, clean power that
would be available to the cruise lines to use while they were berthed
in Vancouver.

To do that, the port authority will need federal funding. Under
section 25, at present there is no ability to receive federal
government funding. Bill C-23 would make that possible and would
allow organizations such as the Vancouver Fraser Port Authority to
access critical federal infrastructure money to build those kinds of
facilities, which would reduce the impact on our environment.

Does the member believe that what are essentially commercial
disputes between the Toronto Port Authority and the city of Toronto
should stand in the way of implementing such critical legislation as
is Bill C-23?

® (1315)

Mr. Alan Tonks: Mr. Speaker, let me make it clear that I did not
try to extrapolate from the Toronto issue any argument that the bill
should not be supported. I used it to illustrate that, in the larger
public interest, there were reasons why, both systemically and in
developing principles, we should find some way to get around those
kinds of issues that exist in Toronto.

The member has answered the question by providing the example
with respect to using marine technology and our marine infra-
structure for a green approach to this subset of the industry. It is a
very good example.

We dwell on the issues related to oil spills and pollution with
respect to the industry. We have also talked about the difficulty of
containers with respect to the importation of possible terrorist
activity. We have to be careful on that.

However, we have a tendency not to talk about the high value
added approach that we can use through the industry. Those who
have been on cruises have experienced this: ships sit there and the air
pollution is unbelievable. Yes, this should be one of the principles of
the national strategy. It should be to use the marine sector to get that
high value added improvement through the use of new technologies
and to use those as, pardon the expression, pilots that would place
Canada's marine activity on a best practice basis internationally.

The member has raised a very good example of what the
opportunities are in the sector. Yes, it is for those reasons we should
move ahead. It is an example of where the port authority has seen a
problem. It has responded to that problem and it needs now to enter
into a partnership. The program funding at the national level will
provide that opportunity.



4836

COMMONS DEBATES

April 11, 2008

Government Orders

I hope that answers the question. It gives a sense of moving in the
right direction in this sector. We should be moving equally in that
kind of a direction with respect to air quality through airlines. There
is a huge concern, especially in the vicinity of large airports, with
respect to that kind of pollution. It is all moving in the same direction
for a legacy of a higher quality of life. The member has given a good
example.

[Translation]

Mr. Mario Laframboise (Argenteuil—Papineau—Mirabel,
BQ): Mr. Speaker, I listened carefully to the presentation by my
colleague on Bill C-23. I also heard his comments and suggestions
concerning the involvement of municipal representatives in the
governance of port authorities. His own party will have a lot of work
to do because his critic, the member for Eglinton—Lawrence, had
some far from friendly discussions with the councillor from the City
of Toronto when he appeared before our committee. The situation
within his own party will have to evolve.

I am concerned by what is happening in Toronto, namely the
dispute between the city and the port authority. Without an envelope
for the development of the St. Lawrence—Great Lakes corridor like
the one for the Asia-Pacific gateway, and if port authorities were ever
allowed to apply for funding under infrastructure programs to which
the cities have already applied, we can just imagine the dispute that
would arise in Toronto, for example. I would not want such conflicts
to erupt in other cities that have port authorities, either, such as
Montreal, Quebec City, Trois-Riviéres, Sept-iles or Saguenay.

The only money available in the budget for the building Canada
fund has been allocated to the Asia-Pacific gateway. There is no
more money and we should not be imagining there will be more. I
hope that my colleague will agree that we should establish a specific
budget for the development of the St. Lawrence—Great Lakes
corridor.

®(1320)
[English]

Mr. Alan Tonks: Mr. Speaker, just to correct the record, the
member for Eglinton—Lawrence did not sit on the local council.

More germane to the question is the competition that may start to
come about in cities accessing gateway funding. The member put
forward a legitimate question. During the development of a national
strategy, whether it is rail or road or marine, the Great Lakes gateway
is all part of it. There cannot be one without the other.

Funding for the Pacific gateway should be equally available for
improvements to the St. Lawrence-Great Lakes portion of the
national marine infrastructure funding.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Royal Galipeau): The hon. member
for Vancouver East has the floor for 20 minutes of which 8 minutes
are today.

Ms. Libby Davies (Vancouver East, NDP): Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to rise to speak on Bill C-23 on port lands and port
authorities.

First, it is ironic that earlier today the parliamentary secretary
accused the NDP of delaying the bill. In actual fact the questions
from his members during questions and comments have delayed the
bill, so I will not get my full 20 minutes today, which will delay it

further. I certainly intend to take my full 20 minutes because I have a
lot to say on this.

I represent Vancouver East. The whole of my northern boundary
borders the port of Vancouver, from Cambie Street to Boundary
Road. Over many decades, whether it is myself as the current
member of Parliament or whether it was the former member of
Parliament, Margaret Mitchell, we have dealt with many issues
concerning the port of Vancouver.

I want to acknowledge that there is a national and economic
significance in terms of trade and economic activity to the ports in
Canada. The port of Vancouver is an incredibly important economic
engine in Vancouver and in British Columbia and, indeed, in
Canada. There is no question we need legislation that lays out the
importance and the mandate of that function.

I have also learned, over 11 years of being a member of
Parliament, that the interface between the port and what happens on
port lands and the local community, because sometimes it is a
residential neighbourhood, or a commercial neighbourhood and the
municipality of which it is a part, is a very important question. It is
some of those issues that I want to focus on today.

We were told earlier by the parliamentary secretary that we were
delaying this bill. We think it is very important that we have
adequate debate. We are not delaying the bill; we want to have
adequate debate.

I point out that at committee the parliamentary secretary said
everyone was in favour of the bill and the ports came out in favour.
On January 29, only two port authorities came as witnesses,
Vancouver and Montreal. On the second day of hearings, there was
one city councillor, someone from the community airport impact
review in Toronto and an individual. That was it. Then the bill went
clause by clause. In fact, it went through with lightning speed.

Unfortunately, the NDP amendments at the committee were ruled
out of order. Those amendments would have addressed some of our
serious concerns about bill, concerns about the questions of
accountability, jurisdiction and mandate as they relate to the local
community.

As I mentioned earlier, Vancouver has had significant issues over
the years relating to the port activity, the adjacent residential
neighbourhoods and the city of Vancouver as a whole. One of the
NDP amendments would have ensured that a majority of the board
of the port authority would be made up of municipal councillors. As
well, the land use plan that a port authority might develop would be
approved by the municipality.

This has been a very key issue for many years, in that port
authorities can approve developments and legally do not have to
abide by municipal zoning. In some cases that has happened in a
voluntary way. Vancouver has had a lot of interaction and
cooperation between the port authority and the city of Vancouver
in developing various plans over the years. However, there is
nothing legally binding in the legislation to ensure that happens.
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When problems arise, the port authority, as a legally standing
body, has the ability to put through a development that may be
detrimental to local residents, to the adjacent residential community
and, indeed, to the city as a whole. That creates an enormous amount
of conflict. That conflict does not need to happen if only we could
structure the port authority in such a way that is in context and is
reflective of the interests of the city as a whole.

Again, 1 want to emphasize that no one is questioning the
important mandate ports have and the fact that they need to be given
scope and authority to do their work.

® (1325)

However, as we see in the bill, we are now moving into a territory
where, for example, a port authority could be making decisions
about non-marine functions, activities on land that may have a
negative impact. There will be no oversight for that from the local
municipality.

Those of us who have been municipal councillors were very used
to going to public hearings. We were very used to having zoning
bylaws where there is a due process. None of that will apply here.

As we see, port authorities getting this vastly expanded mandate
that will allow them to bring in land uses that are not necessarily
primarily or strictly port related will cause all kinds of conflicts.

We have already seen that conflict in our community, whether it
was with the Lafarge Concrete facility that had been an ongoing
battle in east Vancouver for years or whether it was with other
potential developments that the port wanted to approve. Residents
had to organize and go up against the port authority and a board of
directors that really had no accountability to people.

That is why it is so important that we have some municipal
representation on those port authority boards. That is a very serious
concern for us. I also have major issues around security with ports,
and I will address that when I speak in the next round on the bill.

I do want to say that we believe the bill would have been far
better off if it were sent across the country in terms of holding public
hearings. I know there are many local resident groups and people
who have been very interested in the issue of port development who
would have wanted to comment on the bill.

Unfortunately, they never got the opportunity to do that, so here
we are now at the eleventh hour of the bill at third reading and some
of these very fundamental questions will remain unresolved and not
dealt with.

I will continue to speak on that. I appreciate the fact that I will
have further time when the bill comes up and I certainly intend to
deal with the concerns that we have in the NDP.

[Translation]

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Royal Galipeau): It being 1:30 p.m.,
the House will now proceed to the consideration of private members'
business as listed on today's order paper.

[English]

When the House returns to the study of Bill C-23, there will be 13
minutes left for the hon. member for Vancouver East.

Private Members' Business

PRIVATE MEMBERS' BUSINESS
*(1330)
[English]
CRIMINAL CODE

Mr. Gord Brown (Leeds—Grenville, CPC) moved that Bill
C-393, An Act to amend the Criminal Code and the Corrections and
Conditional Release Act (punishment and hearing), be read the
second time and referred to a committee.

He said: Mr. Speaker, I begin second reading debate on Bill
C-393, An Act to amend the Criminal Code and the Corrections and
Conditional Release Act. The bill was written because of an
incredibly brave and determined family, the Moffitt family, who are
in Ottawa today. They suffered the loss of their son through a violent
criminal act and were then thrust into a justice system that they
learned was in desperate need of improvement.

Their experience, although unique in facts, is not a unique story.
Many of us have constituents victimized by crime who, while they
try to cope with that victimization, also try to make sense or get
answers from a justice system that many times provides neither sense
nor answers.

When I began assembling this bill, there were other measures that
I thought of incorporating as well. These included deterrent
measures by increasing the spectrum of mandatory prison sentences
for a variety of firearms crimes as well as improving the
effectiveness of high risk offender supervision orders under sections
810.(1) and 810.(2) of the Criminal Code.

I am very proud that our government moved decisively and
introduced those measures as well as others which this Parliament
recently passed in Bill C-2.

In Bill C-2 we enacted a series of reforms to make our justice
system work better. [ say to all members of this House that this
approach is repeated in Bill C-393: specific targeted measures to
make our justice system work better. I hope members will give it the
same consideration and approval they did with Bill C-2.

Understanding individual circumstances and learning how the
system and laws could be improved is a fundamental part of how
democracy and Parliament works.

We can improve our justice system. Insight, wisdom and the
courage to say that no one else need suffer as they have is sometimes
the message we get from victims of crime.

Bill C-393 aims to improve how the criminal justice system works
in three specific areas. Members will see the sensible and positive
results. They are clear, specific and important.
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In this place, members can set aside partisan differences and
debate changes in law and policies that make improvements. This
bill presents such an opportunity.

Brockville is in my rural riding of Leeds—Grenville. Just before
Christmas 1998, residents of that city learned that Andy Moffitt, a
23-year-old engineering student at the University of Ottawa with a
bright future before him, was stabbed to death while trying to break
up a fight in an Ottawa restaurant.

Andy was from Brockville. Mother Paulette, father Rod and
younger brother Michael lived in Brockville, while older brother
Rod Jr., raised in Brockville, lived in Ottawa.

Andy was expected home for Christmas and when there was noise
at the front door in the early morning of December 24, the family
thought it was Andy. It was not. It was the police telling them that
their son, their brother, had been murdered.

As the evidence would subsequently show, when the justice
system managed to proceed with the case after the killer had been
released on bail, only to be re-arrested for committing new crimes,
Andy died trying to stop a violent attack on another person. He did
not know his killer. He died trying to do the right thing. Andy was
posthumously awarded the Governor General's Medal of Bravery for
his action.

I have come to know his family since his death and I know where
he got his courage and his sense of right and wrong. Through all the
grief and anguish of the crime, the trial such as it was, the parole
system such as it was, the Moffitt family have remained steadfast in
their determination that the flaws in the justice system that their son's
death exposed can and must be corrected.

The motivation for the Moffitts is to ensure that no one else goes
through the nightmare that they had to endure. They are not
motivated by revenge or harsh punishment.

The proposals they have inspired in Bill C-393 are designed to
prevent further violent knife crimes, to reinforce the stated intent of
the existing law, and to continue the ongoing progress Parliament
has made in treating crime victims.

I reference the facts of the case because they are important. They
demonstrate deficiencies in the current justice system and how they
can be remedied.

Andy's killer was a drug dealer who was meeting with another
criminal with whom he had a dispute. In contemplation of this, he
purchased a knife and concealed it in case he felt the need to use it
later. His act in doing this and then pulling it out later was clear,
calculated and deliberate.

®(1335)

Bill C-393 does not create a new crime. It creates mandatory
consequences for the crimes of deliberately and criminally carrying a
concealed knife and for killing an unarmed person with that knife.

I mention this because I know some members opposite believe
mandatory prison sentences are unwarranted because the crimes
involved are spontaneous. While that may be true for some crimes, it
is clearly not for these crimes which are calculated and capable of
being deterred.

The Supreme Court of Canada recently upheld the constitutional
validity of Parliament using mandatory minimum sentencing in
defined circumstances. In that case, R. v Ferguson, the Supreme
Court recognized that mandatory prison sentences are part of the
overall sentencing functions which include both specific and general
deterrence.

Criminologists and practitioners note that certainty of conse-
quence is a greater deterrent than potential severity of consequence.

Penalties proposed in Bill C-393 replicate existing mandatory
prison sentences and correspond directly to homicides committed
with firearms.

As part of that deterrent intent, Bill C-393 also creates increased
sentences for repeat criminal concealment offences and consecutive
sentences where that crime is committed with other crimes.

The bill also modifies an existing authority of a sentencing court
under the Corrections and Conditional Release Act to require a delay
in parole eligibility from one-third of the imposed sentence to one-
half of that sentence.

This bill sends a message that there will be clear and certain
negative consequences for persons criminally concealing and using
knives. It is not a reaction to one incident.

Knife crimes have exploded in Canada and while we have
responded appropriately to firearms crimes, it is time to do the same
with knife crimes. From 1999 to 2006 the number of homicides
committed with knives was greater than with firearms.

The 2006 crime statistics show that homicides committed by
young people are at their highest rate since 1961 and that 44% of
these are committed using knives compared to 17% using firearms.

It is important to understand that it is the criminal arming through
concealment of the knife that must also be targeted.

Kingston, Ontario police chief Bill Closs is one voice of many
who has warned us about this explosion of criminal knife carrying
and the inevitable lethal consequences.

Statistics Canada indicates in 2005 only 31% of victims were
attacked with guns, while 68% were attacked with knives or other
sharp objects. In the same year, in 19 Ontario jurisdictions, only 25%
of victims were attacked with guns while 75% were attacked with
knives or other sharp objects.

No jurisdiction is immune in experiencing this epidemic of violent
knife crime. Edmonton, for example, reported a 15% jump in violent
knife crimes since last year.

It is time I return to the facts of Andy's case because they are also
the foundation of Bill C-393's reforms.
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Andy's killer was released on bail less than three months after his
arrest. He was rearrested for breaching his bail and for committing
new crimes. Following his rearrest, he was allowed to plead guilty to
the reduced charge of manslaughter seven months later. At
sentencing he was given pretrial custody credit for the time he had
been detained initially and for the time he had been detained after
breaching bail and committing new crimes. It gets worse. The killer
was given extra credit for being on bail, bail which he breached.

Recognizing time spent in pretrial custody is longstanding and
codified as part of a judge's sentencing discretion pursuant to section
719.(3) of the Criminal Code, but it is not obligatory. There is no
required mathematical formula.

Section 515 of the Criminal Code also lawfully authorizes the
denial of bail to people with criminal records or those who have
breached their bail, or both.

Sentencing courts are not required to give repeat offenders, or
people who breach their bail, credit for pretrial custody, but that is
exactly the practice that has developed in Canada.

For Andy's killer, the time spent in custody as a result of being
charged with a crime was just less than three months. He was given
30 months credit for his pretrial custody and restrictive bail
conditions, even though he caused their occurrence. Reward for
bad behaviour is unacceptable.

Is it any wonder that remand custody numbers are through the
roof as the bad guys figure out that two or three for one as a reward
for past crime is a good deal?

This is what lies behind the phenomenon that has become known
as the revolving door justice system.

It undermines the integrity of the justice system and the
confidence that Canadians have in it. Courts pronounce sentences
but with pretrial custody credit the real sentence is a fraction of what
has been pronounced.

® (1340)

Canadians deserve better than this. Bill C-393 is a step in that
direction. Specifically, the bill would amend subsection 719(3)
giving direction to sentencing courts, consistent with some court
rulings that persons who are denied bail according to the existing
law, due to their past criminal record or for breaching bail, are not
entitled to discounts off their sentence.

Further, it stipulates that where credit is given it be given on a day
for day basis, reflecting the reality that in our current system more
than 95% of offenders do not serve more than two-thirds of their
court imposed sentence, as was the case for Andy's killer.

If likelihood of early release is to be taken into account in
calculating pretrial custody, then logically it should be applied in
calculating the actual sentence. The net effect for those entitled to
pretrial custody credit is a straight one day for one day calculation,
which will go a long way to restoring public confidence.

Andy's killer was sentenced to what was supposedly an eight year
to nine year sentence. After giving him the hyperinflated credit, the
judge said: “I am going to require that you serve—giving credit for
what I have indicated—five years in prison. So you will serve a
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further five years in a penitentiary for the manslaughter of Andrew
Moffitt”.

However, sadly, that also was not true. Andy's killer was released
three and a half years later when Canada's statutory release
provisions kicked in. Fixing that problem is beyond the scope of
Bill C-393.

Notwithstanding the judge's solemn pronouncement, Andy's killer
was eligible for parole after about 18 months. The Moffitt family
prepared agonizingly for these hearings to give a voice to their son
and to express their personal safety concerns in light of the killer's
criminal behaviour while supposedly under the previous supervision
of bail, and because by terrible coincidence he was returning to his
hometown of Brockville.

How could anyone expect that they would not attend and would
not want to know the truth about the risk this killer posed? The
family's dealings with the corrections system were defined by
uncertainty. In the name of offender privacy, they were denied details
about the killer's conduct while in custody, including whether he
posed a risk to them.

Hearings were also adjourned at the last second, causing
enormous emotional upset, and were without consequence to the
killer in regard to being able to reschedule his request for early
release. This is an unintentional and needlessly cruel consequence of
our current parole system. It is these deficiencies that Bill C-393 will
also address.

I want to pause here and note that the reason the Moffitt family
could attend and participate in the parole hearings was thanks to the
House recognizing and confirming enhanced victim rights over the
past 10 years. This has been a significant accomplishment.

Having created those rights, we now need to make sure that the
parole board has clear authority to treat unjustifiably cancelled
hearings accordingly and to include consideration of legitimate
victim interests in assessing what information is to be provided to
them. This is the final part of Bill C-393. These are relatively small
but important improvements to a part of the justice system.

In summary, Bill C-393 is a tightly focused bill that addresses
three specific areas where our justice system needs to and can work
better. Its sentencing provisions are not aimed at simply imposing
harsh treatment on offenders. It is designed to prevent such crimes
and to prevent the loss of life.
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Its bail provisions are not meant to undermine the proper
discretion of the judiciary but to reinforce the existing rule of law
and not reward past criminal misconduct. Its corrections provisions
are simply an expression that, having properly created a process of
victim participation, we must ensure that it is properly informed,
where the parole board has the power to prevent it being used to
further traumatize victims.

I am asking for the support of members of the House so this bill
and the improvements it will bring can go forward. While members
opposite may turn this into a partisan issue, that type of debate does
not belong here.

When Andy Moffitt stood up from his seat and took action to
prevent an attack that night nine years ago, he did not do so thinking
of his actions as heroic. He did so because something inside him said
it was the right thing to do.

Today, in our unique responsibilities as the elected representatives
of the people of Canada, we have the opportunity to stand and do the
right thing, which is to support Bill C-393 for the people of Canada.

Mr. Brian Storseth (Westlock—St. Paul, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
first I want to congratulate my colleague for an excellent speech
outlining some of the flaws we have experienced in our judicial
system. | want to also say that since being elected to the House in
2006, I have had the opportunity to deal with the member for Leeds
—QGrenville firsthand and have experienced his passion for judicial
reform and for the constituents of his riding.

I noticed, however, in investigating this private member's
legislation, that it was first introduced in 2005, when unfortunately
it saw very little if any real action from the government of the day. I
was wondering if perhaps the member could tell us about and
perhaps reflect today on some of the actions that have been taken by
this government to help with judicial reform and how his private
member's legislation may enhance this.

® (1345)

Mr. Gord Brown: Mr. Speaker, those are kind words from my
hon. colleague. The fact is that this bill was first introduced in the
38th Parliament. I reintroduced it in this Parliament. It has been
working its way through the system.

However, in the time since our government took office we have
been taking action in terms of judicial reform and getting tough on
crime. We of course have tougher jail times for those who commit
crimes with firearms. We have new bail provisions that require those
accused of serious gun crimes to show why they should not be in jail
while awaiting trial. As well, of course, we have better protection for
our youth with the raising of the age of protection from 14 to 16.
These are just a few of the important criminal justice reforms of this
government.

I am proud to stand in this House with Bill C-393. I encourage all
members to support it because it is something that is very much long
overdue.

Mr. Bill Siksay (Burnaby—Douglas, NDP): Mr. Speaker, I want
to thank the member for giving us the opportunity to consider this
important legislation. I appreciate the experience of the Moffitt
family and how that has influenced the member's decision to bring
this forward. I know that it is very significant in all of this.

1 would like to ask him, though, if he has other examples of the
situation he described, the situation that faced the Moffitt family,
other examples that point to the need for this legislation. I think it is
often problematic when we find one case. It sounds as if there are
very serious problems with the situation the family faced after the
death of their son Andy in terms of how the justice system
functioned or, in this case, did not function. I wonder if he has other
examples that also bring to bear the need for the kinds of changes he
is suggesting.

Mr. Gord Brown: Mr. Speaker, my colleague asks an excellent
question. First, I want to say that one case is one too many, but the
fact is that in Canada today we have far more knife killings than we
do gun killings. It is important that we set the deterrent. As I said in
my presentation, the certainty of consequences is far more important
than the potential severity of consequences.

Every day when we look at the newspaper we see that there has
been another knife killing. In today's Edmonton Sun there was
another story. A person in Winnipeg has been robbed eight times in
just one year, seven times with a knife and once with a gun. As for
the prevalence of knife crimes in Canada, knives have become the
weapon of choice. It is so easy for people to put that knife in their
pocket without thinking of the potential consequences. That is what
this bill attempts to address.

Mr. Gary Goodyear (Cambridge, CPC): Mr. Speaker, I would
like to congratulate my hon. friend, who has been speaking of this
issue for a long time. My question goes to the definition of “knife”.
In my own riding of Cambridge, a drug dealer was hacked to death
with a machete and the person who did it got nine months of house
arrest under the Liberal justice system.

Mr. Gord Brown: Mr. Speaker, this does address knives, other
sharp objects and other weapons that can be concealed and then
used. It is not the concealing of the weapon that makes the crime. It
is the use of the weapon that makes the crime.

® (1350)

Mr. Derek Lee (Scarborough—Rouge River, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, I express my congratulations to the member opposite for
introducing this bill.

Strangely, he has exhorted his colleagues in the House to be non-
partisan in their approach and I distinctly heard two of his colleagues
asking what I regard as very partisan loaded questions. I have to say
that I am sorry I am quickly losing enthusiasm for the substance of
the issue here as his colleagues continue to snipe and turn this into a
partisan matter. The member laughs, but what is sauce for the goose
is sauce for the gander. If the member is going to urge non-
partisanship, I hope his colleagues will see it the same way, because
this is a private member's bill and it is not going to go too far if the
member is going to import partisanship.

I will not waste more time on this, but I will note that the bill is
clearly not government policy. If it had been government policy, it
could have been made a part of Bill C-2 or one of the other Criminal
Code amendment bills that passed through the House earlier in this
Parliament.
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The bill, as the member has explained, purports to provide more
focus in the code on the problem of the use of knives in crimes, but it
also travels into the field of corrections and parole, beyond the knife
issue. That is taking on a rather large piece of public policy. I know
the member sees the need for it, but I am actually in the House here
urging some caution as the member attempts to adapt public policy
and law to respond to one particular set of circumstances, as sad as
they were.

There is hardly a member of the House who has not had to
respond to the impacts of a criminal act somewhere across the
country and I do not for a moment diminish the kinds of difficulties
that there are out there. However, in reality our country has always
had crime, and I am probably not wrong in predicting that there will
be always be crimes and people who are misguided and that there
will be victims. I am not discounting those circumstances, but it is a
reality that we have to live with every day in the House.

As for the bill itself, I want to spend a couple of minutes focusing
on what the bill tries to do, because the question as to whether I will
support it as a private member will hinge on that.

It seems to me that it is not terribly misguided to focus on
concealed weapons, but in this particular case, the section we are
dealing with is not just about knives. It is about any concealed
weapon, any concealed prohibited device or prohibited ammunition.
Therefore, let us be fair here in recognizing that the penalties the
member urges in amending the code will apply not just to knives but
also to prohibited ammunition or a prohibited device that on its own
might not be as lethal as a knife could be.

The member has gone to the extent of imposing a regime
involving a mandatory minimum sentence. In the first case, it would
be a 90 day sentence. However, this is not the first time that
members opposite have urged the House to impose mandatory
minimum sentences. In fact, we have adopted a statute here in this
Parliament that extends mandatory minimum sentencing for a
number of firearm offences.

I would have thought that if the government and the Department
of Justice felt further tweaking of the sentencing involving
mandatory minimum sentences was needed, it would have included
these types of provisions in the government bill, but it did not. [ am
not discounting the sincerity and enthusiasm of the member in
proposing this, but I just want to reiterate that it could have been
dealt with as a government bill. It was not. There must have been a
good reason for that. I will just leave those reasons unanswered.

® (1355)

In providing for sentencing, this House and previous governments
going back many years, way beyond 13, have attempted to construct
Criminal Code and sentencing provisions which fit the times, in this
case our times, the time of the millennium.

The last time the House did this was in about 1995. We thought
we had it right. We thought the sentencing provisions suited the
times. It was quite a massive revision. Placing these principles in the
code was something that had not happened in Canada. These
principles had been generated actually by the courts prior to that.

With respect to the principles of sentencing, the objectives
include, and there are just six: the denunciation of unlawful conduct;
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deterrence; separating offenders from society; assisting and rehabi-
litating offenders; providing reparations for harm done to victims or
the community; and promotion of a sense of responsibility in
offenders and acknowledgement of the harm done to victims and the
community. There was a special reference to the abuse of children
under 18 years of age. There is a fundamental principle which is
called proportionality. A sentence must be proportionate to the
gravity of the offence and the degree of responsibility of the
offender. That principle also is articulated in our Constitution.

There are other sentencing principles with respect to things which
aggravate an offence. I will not go through the whole list. There are a
half dozen of them. Most of them are self-evident, things that
aggravate the offence. There are several other principles.

A sentence should be similar to sentences imposed on similar
offenders for similar offences committed in similar circumstances.
Where consecutive sentences are imposed, the combined sentence
should not be unduly long or harsh. An offender should not be
deprived of liberty when less restrictive sanctions may be
appropriate in the circumstances. All available sanctions other than
imprisonment that are reasonable in the circumstances should be
considered for all offenders. There are other provisions.

The point in my reading these is that these are very reasonable,
rational provisions and principles that are used every day in our
courts by judges who do the sentencing.

One of the members opposite during his remarks referred to this as
judicial reform. This is not judicial reform. The judiciary does a very
good job by all standards of measurement, domestically or
internationally. We are not reforming the judiciary. Anything we
do in here could reform the Criminal Code, could reform the way we
handle corrections and conditional release, but we are not handling
the judicial part. We give under law to our judges the discretion to
sentence using the Criminal Code framework and the principles that
I have just read.

By most measurements, things are operating fairly well. In the
case at hand to which the member responded, and I have to
acknowledge and congratulate him for responding to a constituent or
constituents in this case, it is just the one case. I know there are
hundreds and hundreds of other cases across the country. Bills
actually have come through this House which in common parlance
have borne the name of a particular victim, without mentioning any.
I am not too sure that it is the right way to construct our sentencing
and conditional release.

® (1400)

[Translation]

Mr. Réal Ménard (Hochelaga, BQ): Mr. Speaker, [ would like to
congratulate my colleague from Leeds—Grenville on having taken
the initiative to introduce this bill. I am among those who, in all of
the caucuses that I have been a part of since being elected, believe
that we have to restore the true role of members of Parliament. I
would like to see two hours a day allocated to private members'
business. That would be a good way to air the demands of our
constituents.
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I really sympathize with the family our colleague talked about, the
Moffitt family. He talked about what happened 10 years ago over
Christmas. Unfortunately, we have to make the House aware of
fundamental problems with the wording of the bill. I do not think
that the Bloc Québécois will be able to support it in its current form.

First, when a bill is introduced, it has to relate to a shared point of
view. Our motivation can certainly arise from an example that our
fellow citizens have brought to our attention, but we cannot
generalize based on one example. It seems to me that members of the
Bloc Québécois have often pointed out to the government and all
members of the House that adding minimum sentences to bills is not
a good solution.

Section 90 of the Criminal Code sets out a maximum 10-year
sentence for individuals who commit crimes involving concealed
weapons, whether knives or guns. A maximum sentence has been
established. Of course, the judge is free to consider the circum-
stances and the individual's record. In some cases, a minimum
sentence might be enough, but in others, there has to be more than a
minimum sentence.

We do not think it is a good idea to tie judges' hands. Here is an
example from a study that Julian Roberts conducted in 1997 for the
Department of Justice. Julian Roberts is a criminal lawyer with the
University of Ottawa, but I believe he is now pursuing his career in
Great Britain. Regardless, Julian Roberts appeared before the
committee when we were studying Bill C-2. He pointed out that
mandatory minimum sentences are not deterrents. Quite the contrary.
Here is what he said to the parliamentary committee and what he
wrote in 1997 when he was working for the Government of Canada's
Department of Justice.

In this study done for Justice Canada, he found that, “mandatory
prison sentences—which our colleague from Leeds—Grenville is
proposing—had been introduced by many western countries.” He
gave examples such as Australia, New Zealand and the United
States. He continued by saying, “the studies that reviewed the impact
of those laws showed variable results in terms of the prison
population and no discernable effect on the crime rate.”

There is a reason for that. First, people do not read the Criminal
Code before they commit a crime. Second, when there are
mandatory minimum sentences, crown attorneys and defence
attorneys start a whole round of negotiation. That negotiation often
results in plea bargains in order to avoid mandatory minimum
sentences.

The realities I am speaking of are well documented. It is not true
that we are giving our constituents accurate information by leading
them to believe that by applying a mandatory minimum sentence for
an offence we will be living in safer communities.

® (1405)

We would prefer that the bill did not refer to mandatory minimum
sentences, but rather establish a maximum sentence, as set out in the
Criminal Code.

Subsection 90(1) of the Criminal Code stipulates that every person
commits an offence who carries a weapon, a prohibited device or any
prohibited ammunition concealed, unless the person is authorized
under the Firearms Act to carry it concealed. That person could be

found guilty of an indictable offence and liable to imprisonment for a
term not exceeding five years, if that person is criminally prosecuted,
or found guilty of an offence punishable on summary conviction.

Provisions already exist in the Criminal Code and there is no
reason to think that judges faced with the reality described by our
colleague will not apply the Criminal Code. If the sentence provided
or issued by a judge is not satisfactory, there is an appeal process.
That is what the crown or defence attorneys must do.

Therefore, the Bloc Québécois does not support bills that set out
mandatory minimum sentences for offences. I think that our NDP
colleague's question deserves due consideration. He asked our
colleague to provide other examples. Of course, we all know of
incidents involving knives or guns. But there are provisions in the
Criminal Code, and we should use them.

As an aside, rising in the House to condemn gun crimes, while
allowing guns to circulate freely and criticizing the public gun
registry, is very inconsistent. When law enforcement officials, peace
agents or police officers have to intervene, it is useful for them to
know whether there are firearms in the house in question. This
government wants to dismantle the public gun registry and has
indeed dismantled much of it. I think we should all view that as an
inconsistency.

Having said that, we support two other aspects of our colleague's
bill. The Bloc Québécois made proposals in June 2007 and I will
come back to that if I have the time.

Since I only have two minutes left, I will continue by saying that
in considering the issue of eligibility for parole, the Bloc Québécois
is in favour of the idea that we must consider the interests of victims
and provide a forum for them. This principle must be weighed
against many others, but we believe that it is worthwhile.

The Bloc Québécois is also in favour of the idea that, when a
judge determines a sentence, the amount of time spent in custody
will be taken into consideration. We are certainly in favour of that.

In fact last June the Bloc Québécois presented ten or so proposals
to reform our justice system. We were concerned with, amongst
others, section 719 of the Criminal Code, under which a judge,
before sentencing, may subtract two days from the final sentence for
each day in custody before the trial began.

We believe that in some cases this could lead to an abuse of the
system. That could be difficult for our citizens to understand. I
myself have had a bill written that would allow the proposals
presented by the Bloc Québécois last June to be submitted to the
House. I still have to decide if I will introduce this bill or not, but the
Bloc Québécois is in favour of the principle.
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And that is my input on the bill. I wish my colleague the best of
luck, while warning him against his magical thinking on minimum
mandatory sentences.
® (1410)

[English]

Mr. Bill Siksay (Burnaby—Douglas, NDP): Mr. Speaker, [ am
pleased to have this opportunity to speak in the debate on Bill C-393,
An Act to amend the Criminal Code and the Corrections and

Conditional Release Act (punishment and hearing), introduced by
the member for Leeds—Grenville,

I want to begin by speaking about the example he gave as the
prime motivation behind the changes he has introduced and the
experience of the Moffitt family from his community. I appreciate
the difficulty in which this kind of situation places a family.

Thirty years ago this fall, a close friend of mine died as a result of
a knife attack. I think he was stabbed 39 times. No one was ever
charged in that crime. I remember being at home watching the TV
news and seeing the report. That is how I found out about his death.

Duncan Robinson was my friend. The relationship probably was
not as close as a son or brother, but that affected me profoundly and
still does to this day, when I remember what happened to him back in
1978. No one was ever charged in that crime so there has never been
that kind of resolution to the situation. I have often thought about
what happened.

I remember walking the streets of Toronto not long after that.
There had been an artist rendering of a potential suspect. As I walked
down the street a number of times, I thought I saw somebody who
looked vaguely familiar to that drawing. I sometimes even followed
someone for a few blocks to see if I could get another look at the
person, never being able to make that kind of identification.

Therefore, I have never had the experience of having to sit
through a trial for a loved one who was murdered. I do not know
how my views of our justice system might have been changed on the
way it worked or did not work.

I do know the murder of my friend Duncan was a major
motivation in my political involvement. The situation that I saw
surrounding his death led to so many questions about how we
perceived the place of citizens, how we dealt with crime, how we
reported crime in the media, how the police characterized their
investigations and how the church dealt with my friend's death.

I had so many questions about how it had all happened. Because I
identified so many serious problems as a result of that, I decided I
could not remain silent any more and became very politically
involved to try to address the social conditions I saw surrounding my
friend's death.

As I say, had I the experience of seeing the matter go to trial, my
interest in the justice system and the judicial process may have been
different, but I chose to work on the social conditions surrounding
my friend's death.

I appreciate that the Moffitt family has chosen to be politically
involved and to raise the concerns and shortcomings they
experienced, as outlined by the member Leeds—Grenville. I believe
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those are all serious questions that should be asked of legislators and
of our judicial system.

However, 1 have some serious questions about the solutions the
member has proposed in his bill. Not unlike my colleague who spoke
previously, I have serious concerns about the use of mandatory
minimum sentences. I also believe they have not been proven to be
effective in reducing crime. I do not believe they make us safer, as
citizens, from this kind of crime, from any kind of crime for that
matter.

I believe in the experience of many jurisdictions in the United
States for example. They are undoing that kind of legislation because
it has been shown not to be effective in reducing crime. In fact, they
may create other problems related to lengthy imprisonments of
people, where there is not any hope for reintegration into the
community successfully.

Therefore, I have serious questions about measures that would
impose a mandatory minimum sentence. It is not something I easily
would support and, in fact, I have not supported it in this chamber. I
am also concerned about measures that would call into question
conditional release. That is an important part of our judicial system,
justice system and correction system.

® (1415)

Conditional release has served us well for the most part. That does
not mean every conditional release has gone well, that there have not
been problems with it. In any system we design there will be
problems. There will be specific instances. That does not mean we
do not take those problems seriously when they crop up, but I
believe every system will have its shortcomings.

We are served well by conditional release. Release into the
community, with specific conditions and supervision, is an important
step in reintegrating an offender back into the community. Also, the
way the community takes responsibility for the integration is also an
important feature of our justice system.

Credit for pretrial custody is important. It is a major impetus to
ensure timeliness in our justice system. To incarcerate people prior to
a trial, prior to their conviction, should be taken very seriously. That
needs to be recognized in our justice system. Again, the specific case
raises some particular questions about that, questions that deserve an
answer. However, generally the principle of credit for pretrial
custody is very important.

I also believe judicial discretion is important in our system. This is
one of the reasons why I have a difficulty with mandatory
minimums. I agree there should be clear indications from Parliament,
from legislators about what appropriate sentencing parameters would
be for particular crimes. However, the people we ask to hear
evidence, to make judgments on the situations of the people involved
in crimes should have some discretion in how they mete out justice
on our behalf. Judges do that responsibly. They take their role in that
very seriously and they make very responsible decisions.
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Again, that does not mean mistakes are not made. That does not
mean there are exceptions to the rule where things have not worked
out probably the way everyone involved would have liked them to
have worked out. For the most part, this is exercised appropriately in
our society and it should remain a feature of our justice system.

I want there to be a point in our justice system where there is the
ability to exercise some humanity and to hear the particulars of the
case and to respond to the specific situation in which those people
are involved. We are well-served by judges who on our behalf
exercise that humanity. I also have concerns about limiting judicial
discretion.

There are a lot of reasons to be very concerned about knife crime
in our society. We know that is a significant problem in so many
places. I do not want for a second to dismiss the concern about knife
crime and the tragedies and problems that causes in our commu-
nities. However, we need to seriously consider not just crime
punishment measures, but also measures that seek to prevent crime
in the first place, to prevent those situations from happening.

We have heard that youth crime is on the increase. We have to put
some programs in place that specifically try to address this issue. I
am not sure that increasing punishment for crime is going to effect
that kind of change. We know increased punishments do not serve as
a deterrent for crime, that it is a punishment measure and is
something completely different from deterrence and from crime
prevention. We need to put more effort into those areas.

I can commit on behalf of the NDP that our justice critic will
carefully examine this legislation, that it is a measure we believe
should be taken seriously. We may not always agree with the
solution, but we believe this is an important issue about which
Canadians are concerned. Clearly the member for Leeds—Grenville
has put forward a very reasoned argument for this kind of legislation.
We know the Moffitt family is very concerned to see this matter
addressed.

For our part, we will ensure that we look carefully at the
implications of the legislation. We will look carefully at the proposed
solutions. We will look carefully to see that the solution proposed
actually does the job that the bill hopes to do, which is to make us
safer, to ensure that crime is appropriately addressed in our society,
that punishment is appropriate and that our justice system works
effectively to keep us all safe. We can safely make the pledge to
ensure it takes place.

©(1420)

Mr. Dean Del Mastro (Peterborough, CPC): Mr. Speaker, it is a
distinct honour and privilege to speak today to Bill C-393, a bill
introduced by the hon. member for Leeds—Grenville, my friend and
colleague.

As the summary of the bill indicates, Bill C-393 proposes to
increase the penalty for the commission of an offence with a
concealed weapon to ensure that victims' interests are considered
during the conditional release process and to ensure that the sentence
imposed on a convicted offender is only reduced by the actual time
spent in pretrial custody.

I propose to limit my speech today to the bill's proposals
addressing the Criminal Code, penalties for section 90, carrying a

concealed weapon, and section 236, manslaughter, as well as for
credit for pre-sentence custody.

Bill C-393 proposes to amend the Criminal Code to provide new
mandatory minimum sentences for imprisonment for certain weapon
related offences.

Currently, section 90, which makes it an offence to carry a
concealed weapon unless authorized under federal legislation, carries
a maximum penalty of five years imprisonment for an indictable
offence and a maximum penalty of six months imprisonment for a
summary conviction offence.

Bill C-393 proposes to amend section 90 to provide a minimum
penalty of 90 days imprisonment on a first offence of carrying a
concealed weapon and one year imprisonment on a second or
subsequent offence. For this offence it also proposes to reduce the
maximum penalty from the current five years to five years less a day.

Bill C-393 also proposes to amend section 236 of the Criminal
Code, which is the manslaughter provision. Currently, section 236
provides the maximum penalty of life imprisonment and, where a
firearm is used, it also provides the minimum punishment of four
years imprisonment.

Bill C-393 proposes that a minimum penalty of four years
imprisonment also applies for manslaughter where the person uses,
in the commission of an offence against an unarmed victim, a knife
that the person concealed for the purpose of committing the offence.
Upon conviction for this offence, it also proposes that the parole and
eligibility period be set at one-half of the sentence instead of the
standard one-third, or 10 years, whichever is less.

Not only does Bill C-393 propose to introduce mandatory
minimum penalties for carrying a concealed weapon and for
manslaughter where a knife is used, it seeks to make sentences for
carrying a concealed weapon consecutive to sentences imposed in
connection with the same event.

Consecutive sentences or sentences that are served one after
another are normally imposed for multiple offences arising out of
separate criminal transactions. However, when multiple offences
arise out of the same event or a single transaction, generally the
sentences are imposed to be served concurrently, meaning at the
same time. This would not be the first time that an exemption to the
single transaction rule would be introduced in the Criminal Code.

Currently, a sentence imposed for using a firearm in the
commission of an indictable offence, as well as certain criminal
organization and terrorism offences, must be served consecutively to
sentences imposed in connection with the same events.

Bill C-393 also proposes to make minimum penalties for carrying
a concealed weapon consecutive to any punishment imposed for an
underlying offence or to a sentence already being served.
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When imposing mandatory consecutive sentences, judges must
consider the sentencing principle set out in section 718 to 718.2 of
the Criminal Code, in particular, the principles of proportionality
which require that a sentence must be proportionate to the gravity of
the offence and the degree of responsibility of the offender.

The principle of totality provides, where consecutive sentences are
imposed, that the combined sentence should not be unduly long or
harsh. These principles would still apply to the new mandatory
consecutive sentences proposed by Bill C-393 for section 90
offences.

Bill C-393 also proposes to limit the amount of credit that can be
given to an accused for the time spent in custody prior to sentencing.
We just heard an hon. colleague from the NDP talk about pre-
sentence custody. He talked about it as an impetus for the justice
system to move. However, what we currently see, which happens all
too often and we need to work toward repairing, is a system where
offenders are encouraged to spend time in pretrial custody so that
they can shorten their sentence, a sentence that is being given as a
measure of justice. That is unacceptable to Canadians.

® (1425)

Under the current legislative system, an accused not granted bail
under section 515 of the Criminal Code is held in custody on remand
awaiting trial and sentencing. Bail can be denied when it is necessary
to ensure that the accused will not leave the court's jurisdiction,
referred to as flight risk, for public safety reasons when the justice of
the peace or judge presiding over the bail hearings finds that there is
a substantial likelihood that the accused will commit further offences
if released into the community, and when it is also necessary in order
to maintain confidence in the administration of justice.

The Criminal Code does not presently prescribe a mathematical
formula for taking into account time spent in custody awaiting trial.
Subsection 719(3) of the Criminal Code simply states that a court
may take time spent in pre-sentence custody into account in
determining a fit sentence.

As a result, courts typically credit 2:1 in pre-sentencing custody
because of the lack of programming or activities for inmates in
remand, the fact that statutory provisions for parole and remission do
not take into account time spent in custody before trial and because
of overcrowding in correctional institutions.

Under a typical 2:1 credit regime where an offender serves nine
months in pre-sentencing custody and is then sentenced to four years
of imprisonment, courts will impose a sentence of two and a half
years after crediting the offender with the time in pre-sentence
custody. That is four years less eighteen months.

Courts have departed from the typical credit of 2:1 for pre-
sentencing custody in certain circumstances. Courts have applied a
ratio of less than 2:1 where the remand conditions are acceptable and
programming is available to the accused.

Courts will also grant less than 2:1 credit where the offender is
unlikely to obtain early parole because of his or her incarceration
history, where the offender was remanded because of repeatedly
breaching bail, or where the court is satisfied the offender
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deliberately chose to stay in remand in order to have a more lenient
sentence.

On the other hand, there have been some isolated incidents where
courts will credit more than the typical two days for each day in
remand. That is right, more than two days. This is the case where the
conditions of detention have been particularly egregious.

For instance, in 2003, courts were granting 3:1 credit to offenders
who had been remanded at the pre-Confederation Toronto Don jail
because it was operating above its maximum capacity, which
resulted in double and even triple bunking of inmates. Some of them
contracted tuberculosis as a result of the conditions.

Bill C-393 would limit the credit for time spent in custody for
sentencing in all cases to a ratio of 1:1 and would disallow credit for
individuals remanded because of their previous convictions, or as a
result of a review or revocation of bail.

This is where justice re-enters the equation. This is where families
are truly the victims. What concerns me is when we go through the
process of the justice system, we lose track of who the victims really
are. The victim is the victim of the crime. The victims are the family
and friends of the victim of that crime. It seems too often in this
society we start to believe that the victim is the perpetrator of the
crime. When we award 3:1 credit for pretrial custody, the families,
the victim, society in general look at it and ask where is the justice?
When we look at mandatory minimum sentences and we say that
there is no evidence that this is a deterrent, first, I disagree with that
argument. There is empirical evidence that proves it is a deterrent.
Second, I say to those individuals who make that argument, what
about justice? What about what is right? What about what is fair?
What about the victims, the real victims, the people who have to go
on and live their lives knowing that the person who perpetrated a
heinous crime was given a light sentence?

The person was given a light sentence, not because what the
offender did was okay, not because society says it is okay, and in fact
society says exactly the opposite. The person was given a light
sentence because the justice system is operating with pretrial custody
credits of 2:1 and 3:1 and because sentencing guidelines are not strict
enough to ensure that justice is served and that the victims can leave
the court and know that what happened to their loved one meant
enough to society that there is going to be a real penalty when those
crimes are committed.

I support this bill wholeheartedly.
® (1430)
[Translation]

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Royal Galipeau): The time provided
for the consideration of private members' business has now expired,
and the order is dropped to the bottom of the order of precedence on
the order paper.

[English]

It being 2:30 p.m., this House stands adjourned until next Monday
at 11 a.m. pursuant to Standing Order 24(1).

(The House adjourned at 2:30 p.m.)
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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 ........oooiiiiiiiiiii i 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 ... Cumberland—Colchester—
Musquodoboit Valley ........... Nova Scotia.............. Ind.
Casson, RiCK........c.ooiiiii Lethbridge ..............ocoeoitt Alberta ..............o.eel CPC
Chan, Hon. Raymond.............ccooiiiiiiiiiii i Richmond ....................... British Columbia ........ Lib.
Charlton, CRriS ...ttt Hamilton Mountain ............. Ontario ...........cooe.... NDP
Chong, Hon. Michael ............ccooiiiiiiiiiiiiiii i Wellington—Halton Hills ...... Ontario .........oveennnn. CPC
Chow, OlIVI ..ottt et Trinity—Spadina................ Ontario ........coeeeennns NDP
Christopherson, David ...........ccooiiiiiiiiiii Hamilton Centre ................ Ontario .........coeeenes NDP
Clarke, ROD .....ooeiii Desnethé—Missinippi—
Churchill River.................. Saskatchewan ............ CPC
Clement, Hon. Tony, Minister of Health and Minister for the Federal
Economic Development Initiative for Northern Ontario............ Parry Sound—Muskoka......... Ontario ................... CPC
Coderre, Hon. Denis ..........ooviiiiiiii e Bourassa..................oo.l. Québec .....cvvviinn.... Lib.
Comartin, JOC.......oooiiiii i Windsor—Tecumseh............ Ontario ................... NDP
Comuzzi, Hon. JO€......cvviiii i Thunder Bay—Superior North. Ontario ................... CPC
Cotler, Hon. Irwin. ..ol Mount Royal .................... Québec ..., Lib.
Créte, Paul......oooiiii e Montmagny—L'Islet—
Kamouraska—Riviere-du-Loup Québec ................... BQ
Crowder, Jean ...........oooiiiiiiiii i Nanaimo—Cowichan ........... British Columbia ........ NDP
Cullen, Nathan ... e Skeena—Bulkley Valley........ British Columbia ........ NDP
Cullen, Hon. ROY ...ooviniiiiiii e e Etobicoke North................. Ontario ................... Lib.
Cummins, JORN ... ... Delta—Richmond East ......... British Columbia ........ CPC
Cuzner, ROAger......oovii i Cape Breton—Canso ........... Nova Scotia.............. Lib.
D'Amours, Jean-Claude..............cooiiiiiiiiiiiiii Madawaska—Restigouche ..... New Brunswick.......... Lib.
Davidson, Patricia..........cocoiiiiiiiiiiiii e Sarnia—Lambton ............... Ontario ................... CPC
Davies, Libhy ....oooniiiiii Vancouver East.................. British Columbia ........ NDP

Day, Hon. Stockwell, Minister of Public Safety ...................... Okanagan—Coquihalla......... British Columbia ........ CPC
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DeBellefeuille, Claude ..............cooiiiiiiiiii e Beauharnois—Salaberry ........ Québec ........ovvinn.... BQ
Del Mastro, Dean .........oeeiiiiiiiiiii i Peterborough .................... Ontario ........ooeeeennnns CPC
Demers, NICOIC ... .uuieitti ettt Laval...........oooiiiinian. Québec .......vviinn.... BQ
Deschamps, Johanne ..............coooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii i Laurentides—Labelle ........... Québec ......ccvvvin..... BQ
Devolin, Barry..........coiiiiii Haliburton—Kawartha Lakes—
Brock ..o Ontario ................... CPC
Dewar, Paul... ... Ottawa Centre................... Ontario ................... NDP
Dhaliwal, Sukh........... Newton—North Delta .......... British Columbia ........ Lib.
Dhalla, RUby ..o Brampton—Springdale ......... Ontario .......oooeeeennnns Lib.
Dion, Hon. Stéphane, Leader of the Opposition...................... Saint-Laurent—Cartierville..... Québec .....ooviiiiinnnn Lib.
Dosanjh, Hon. Ujjal.........ooiiiiiiiiiiiii e Vancouver South................ British Columbia ........ Lib.
Doyle, NOTman ........veeie e eeaees Newfoundland and
St. John's East................... Labrador.................. CPC
Dryden, Hon. Ken ..........cooiiiiiiiiiiiiii i York Centre ..........cooovvnnn.. Ontario ...........coo..... Lib.
Duceppe, Gilles .....ovnriiieiit i Laurier—Sainte-Marie .......... Québec .....ovviiinnnn.. BQ
Dykstra, RICK.......oiiiiii i e e St. Catharines ................... Ontario ................... CPC
Easter, Hon. Wayne ...........oooiiiiiiiiiiiii i Malpeque ......ovviviiinnnnnn. 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
EPD, Ken. ..o Edmonton—Sherwood Park.... Alberta ................... CPC
Eyking, Hon. Mark .........ccoiiiiiiiiiiiii i Sydney—Victoria ............... Nova Scotia.............. Lib.
Faille, Meili.........oooiiiiiiiii e Vaudreuil-Soulanges ............ Québec ..., BQ
Fast, Ed .. ..o Abbotsford ...................... British Columbia ........ CPC
Finley, Hon. Diane, Minister of Citizenship and Immigration....... Haldimand—Norfolk ........... Ontario ................... CPC
Fitzpatrick, Brian.............cooiiiiiii Prince Albert .................... Saskatchewan ............ CPC
Flaherty, Hon. Jim, Minister of Finance............................... Whitby—Oshawa ............... Ontario .........oeeeennnns CPC
Fletcher, Steven, Parliamentary Secretary for Health................. Charleswood—St. James—
Assiniboia ... Manitoba ................. CPC
Folco, Raymonde .............ccoiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii e Laval—Les fles ................. Québec .......oooiinin. Lib.
Freeman, Carole...........c.oooiiiiiiiiiiiii i Chateauguay—Saint-Constant.. Québec ................... BQ
Fry, Hon. Hedy .......coooiiiiii e Vancouver Centre............... British Columbia ........ Lib.
Gagnon, ChIiStane. . ... ...couitiie i Québec........oovvviiiiiiiiian Québec ......vviinn.... BQ
Galipeau, Royal, The Acting Speaker ...............cooviiiiiiiee.n. Ottawa—Orléans................ Ontario ........ooeeeennnns CPC
Gallant, Cheryl ..ot Renfrew—Nipissing—
Pembroke ...l Ontario ................... CPC
Gaudet, ROZET ...t Montcalm...................o... Québec .......c.eviiinn.... BQ
Godfrey, Hon. John ... Don Valley West................ Ontario ............oeeues Lib.
GOdIN, YVOI .ottt Acadie—Bathurst ............... New Brunswick.......... NDP
Goldring, Peter ........ooouiiiii Edmonton East.................. Alberta ................... CPC
Goodale, Hon. Ralph, Wascana ................coooooiiiiiiiin. Wascana ...........coeeeeiiinnn.. Saskatchewan ............ Lib.
GOOAYear, GAIY ....vvteintit et e et e e e Cambridge.........coovevvvennnn. Ontario ........ooeveennnns 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.covvviiiiiiiiiiiiiii i Chaudiére........................ Québec ................ CPC
Gravel, Raymond .............oooiiiiiii i Repentigny ................c.e... Québec ......oeviiiinnn BQ
Grewal, NINQ .......ooiiiiiii il Fleetwood—Port Kells ......... British Columbia ........ CPC
Guarnieri, Hon. Albina ... Mississauga East—Cooksville . Ontario ................... Lib.
Guay, MONIQUE ... ..ttt Riviere-du-Nord................. Québec ......ooviiiiiin BQ
Guergis, Hon. Helena, Secretary of State (Foreign Affairs and
International Trade) (SPort)...........ovieeiiiiiiiiiiiiiiniae.. Simcoe—Grey .................. Ontario ................... CPC
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Guimond, Michel ........ ... Montmorency—Charlevoix—

Haute-Cote-Nord................ Québec ..., BQ
Hall Findlay, Martha .............coooiiiii e Willowdale ...................... Ontario ................... Lib.
Hanger, Art......ooviiiiii Calgary Northeast............... Alberta ................... CPC
Harper, Right Hon. Stephen, Prime Minister.......................... Calgary Southwest.............. Alberta ................... CPC
Harris, Richard ........... .o Cariboo—Prince George ....... British Columbia ........ CPC
Harvey, Luc ..o Louis-Hébert .................... Québec ......oviiiiiin. CPC
Hawn, Laurie, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of National

DEfence .....o.oiieii i 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 . .ee et Cloverdale ................ccouuee 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—

ATTAITS . .o e Cariboo .....eviiiiiii British Columbia ........ CPC
Holland, Mark ........coooiii e Ajax—Pickering ................ Ontario ........ooeeeennnns Lib.
Hubbard, Hon. Charles ...........ccooiiiiiiiiiii i Miramichi ................oo.ll New Brunswick.......... Lib.
Ignatieff, Michael ......... ... Etobicoke—Lakeshore.......... Ontario ................... Lib.
Jaffer, Rahim ... ... .. Edmonton—Strathcona ......... Alberta ................... CPC
Jean, Brian, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Transport,

Infrastructure and CommUNItIes ........o.vveeiiiieiiiieeiiieeannns Fort McMurray—Athabasca ... Alberta ................... CPC
Jennings, Hon. Marlene.............ccooooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii .. Notre-Dame-de-Grace—

Lachine .......................... Québec ............oeae Lib.
Julian, Peter.......ooooiiii i Burnaby—New Westminster ... British Columbia ........ NDP
Kadis, Susan...........oooiiiiii Thornhill......................... Ontario ................... Lib.
Kamp, Randy, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Fisheries Pitt Meadows—Maple Ridge—

ANA OCEANS ... ettttt ettt MiSSION «..vveeiiiiiiiie British Columbia ........ CPC
Karetak-Lindell, Nancy ...........c.oocoiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiien Nunavut ..., Nunavut .................. Lib.
Karygiannis, Hon. Jim ... Scarborough—Agincourt ....... Ontario ................... Lib.
Keddy, Gerald, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of the

Atlantic Canada Opportunities Agency and to the Minister of

International Trade ..........c.oiiiiiiiiii e South Shore—St. Margaret's ... Nova Scotia.............. CPC
Keeper, Tina ......coouuiiiiiiii e Churchill.................ooi Manitoba ................. Lib.
Kenney, Hon. Jason, Secretary of State (Multiculturalism and

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

Citizenship and Immigration ...............cooviiiiiiiiiieiinieannn, Souris—Moose Mountain ...... Saskatchewan ............ CPC
Kramp, Daryl.......oooiiiiiii e Prince Edward—Hastings ...... Ontario .......oooeveennnns CPC
Laforest, JEan-YVes .......ooviiiuniiiiii i Saint-Maurice—Champlain..... Québec ..., BQ
Laframboise, Mario ...........oouiieiiiiiiiiiiie i Argenteuil—Papineau—

Mirabel ............coooeien... Québec ......cvviinn.... BQ
Lake, MIKE . ..ouniiii i Edmonton—Mill Woods—

Beaumont........................ Alberta ................... CPC
Lalonde, Francine ..............ccooiiiiiiiiiiiii e La Pointe-de-ITle................ Québec .........oeiinn.... 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 ................oociiiiiiiiiiiaann, Glengarry ........oooviiieeinnn, Ontario .........ooeeennnns CPC
Lavallée, Carole ........ouuiiiiiiiii e Saint-Bruno—Saint-Hubert..... Québec ......ooiiiiiinn. BQ
Layton, Hon. Jack..........cooiiiiii e Toronto—Danforth.............. Ontario ................... NDP

Lebel, DENS ..ttt Roberval—Lac-Saint-Jean...... Québec .....ovviiiiinnnn CPC
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LeBlanc, Hon. DOMINIC ........c.vviiiiiiiiiiiiiiii i Beauséjour...............ooeell New Brunswick......... Lib.
Lee, Derek . ....oonneiiii Scarborough—Rouge River.... Ontario .................. Lib.
Lemay, Marc ......o..ooiiiiiiii e Abitibi—Témiscamingue........ Québec .....ooviiiinnn BQ
Lemieux, Pierre, Parliamentary Secretary for Official Languages ... Glengarry—Prescott—Russell . Ontario .................. CPC
LesSard, YVeS ...ttt ettt Chambly—Borduas.............. Québec ........ooeinn.... BQ
LEVeSqUE, YVON ..uuiiiitt et Abitibi—Baie-James—Nunavik
—Eeyou ..., Québec ...........o.uenn 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.....ovvevviiiiiiie et Saskatchewan ........... CPC
Lunn, Hon. Gary, Minister of Natural Resources..................... Saanich—Gulf Islands........... British Columbia ....... CPC
LUNNEY, JAMES ... .viiitit et Nanaimo—Alberni.............. British Columbia ....... CPC
Lussier, Marcel ...........oooiiiii Brossard—La Prairie ........... Québec ...........o..l BQ
MacAulay, Hon. Lawrence ..............coooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiinan.. Cardigan................cooeenne Prince Edward Island.... Lib.
MacKay, Hon. Peter, Minister of National Defence and Minister of
the Atlantic Canada Opportunities AZeNCy.........covvveevnnnen... Central Nova ............coooues Nova Scotia............. CPC
MacKenzie, Dave, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Public
Safety .t Oxford.........ooooiiiiiiiin. Ontario .................. CPC
Malhi, Hon. Gurbax .............ccoo i Bramalea—Gore—Malton...... Ontario .................. Lib.
Malo, LUC. ..ttt Verchéres—Les Patriotes ....... Québec ..........oennnnn BQ
Maloney, JOhn ........c.coiiiiii Welland ..., Ontario .........o.eeennn. Lib.
Manning, Fabian ... Newfoundland and
Avalon ...........cooiiiiii. Labrador................. CPC
Mark, InKy ..o Dauphin—Swan River—
Marquette........cevevvinennn. Manitoba ................ CPC
Marleau, Hon. Diane.............ooiiiiiiii i Sudbury.........covviiiiiiiinnn, Ontario .................. Lib.
Marston, WaYne .......oveeneieeiite ettt ean Hamilton East—Stoney Creek . Ontario .................. NDP
Martin, Hon. Keith........ ... Esquimalt—Juan de Fuca ...... British Columbia ....... Lib.
Martin, Pat........ooieiii Winnipeg Centre ................ Manitoba ................ NDP
Martin, Right Hon. Paul ..., LaSalle—Emard................. Québec .....ooviuiiinnn Lib.
Martin, TONY . ....oovnutiiii e Sault Ste. Marie................. Ontario ...........coo.ue. NDP
Masse, Brian. ... Windsor West ................... Ontario .................. NDP
Mathyssen, ITeNe .......coviiiiiniee i London—Fanshawe............. Ontario .................. NDP
Matthews, Bill. ... ... Newfoundland and
Random—Burin—St. George's Labrador................. Lib.
Mayes, COLM ..o Okanagan—Shuswap ........... British Columbia ....... CPC
McCallum, Hon. John ..............ooo i Markham—Unionville.......... Ontario .................. Lib.
McDonough, ALEXa .......ouueeiiiiiiii i Halifax...............ooooile Nova Scotia............. NDP
McGuinty, David.......c.ooviiiiii Ottawa South.................... Ontario .................. Lib.
McGuire, HOn. JO€.......oooiiiiii Egmont .............ccovvvinnn Prince Edward Island.... Lib.
McKay, Hon. John ..........oooiiiiii e Scarborough—Guildwood...... Ontario .................. Lib.
McTeague, Hon. Dan ..........oooiiiiiiiiii e Pickering—Scarborough East.. Ontario .................. Lib.
Meénard, Réal ..... ..o Hochelaga ....................... Québec .....ooviniiinnn. BQ
MeEnard, SErge ......ouueeeinii i Marc-Aurele-Fortin ............. Québec .....ovvniiinn. BQ
Menzies, Ted, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Finance.. Macleod ......................... Alberta .................. CPC
Merrifield, ROb ... ..o Yellowhead ...................... Alberta .................. CPC
Miller, Larry .....oovnei Bruce—Grey—Owen Sound... Ontario .................. CPC
Milliken, Hon. Peter, Speaker............covviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiinnnannn Kingston and the Islands ....... Ontario .................. Lib.
MIlIS, BOD ..o RedDeer .............coovvvnnnn. Alberta .................. CPC
Minna, Hon. Maria. ... Beaches—East York ............ Ontario .................. Lib.
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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..........c.cooviiiiiiiiiiaiiine... Coquitlam ................ooues British Columbia ........ CPC
Moore, Rob, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Justice and
Attorney General of Canada...............cooeviiiiiiiiiiiiiiinn.... Fundy Royal .................... New Brunswick.......... CPC
Mourani, Maria.........oo.uuueiieieeiiiiiiiii e eeiiiaeaenn Ahuntsic ......................... Québec .....ooviiiiiinn BQ
Mulcair, ThOomas .........ooiiiiii e Outremont ...........ccceevee.... Québec ........ovviinn.... NDP
Murphy, Brian .........cooiiiiii Moncton—Riverview—Dieppe New Brunswick.......... Lib.
Murphy, Hon. Shawn ...... ... Charlottetown ................... Prince Edward Island.... Lib.
MUITAY, JOYCE ..ottt Vancouver Quadra .............. British Columbia ........ Lib.
Nadeau, Richard..............cooiiii e Gatineau ........co.eevvvveeannns Québec .....vviiiiiiinnnn BQ
Nash, Peggy ... Parkdale—High Park ........... Ontario ................... NDP
Neville, Hon. Anita .........cooiiiiiiiiiiiiiii i Winnipeg South Centre......... Manitoba ................. Lib.
Nicholson, Hon. Rob, Minister of Justice and Attorney General of
Canada ... Niagara Falls .................... Ontario ........ooeeeennnes CPC
Norlock, Rick .....cooiiiiii Northumberland—Quinte West Ontario ................... CPC
O'Connor, Hon. Gordon, Minister of National Revenue ............. Carleton—M ississippi Mills.... Ontario ................... CPC
Obhrai, Deepak, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Foreign
Affairs and to the Minister of International Cooperation........... Calgary East..................... Alberta ................... CPC
Oda, Hon. Bev, Minister of International Cooperation ............... Durham.................oool. Ontario ........ooeeeennnns CPC
Ouellet, CRriStian. ........ovieeeiiiiiii e e e e Brome—Missisquoi............. Québec ......cvviinn.... BQ
Pacetti, MaSSIMO ......uiiiiiettiie et Saint-Léonard—Saint-Michel .. Québec ................... Lib.
Pallister, Brian...........coviiiiiiiiii i Portage—Lisgar................. Manitoba ................. CPC
Paquette, Pierre........ooouiiiiii i Joliette .........cooovvvneniii... Québec .......vvviii.... BQ
Paradis, Hon. Christian, Secretary of State (Agriculture) ............ Mégantic—L'Erable............. Québec .....ovviiiiiinnnn CPC
Patry, Bernard ....... ..o o Pierrefonds—Dollard ........... Québec .....ovviiiiiinn. Lib.
Pearson, Glen..........ooiiiiiii e London North Centre........... Ontario ................... Lib.
Perron, Gilles-A. ... Riviére-des-Mille-iles........... Québec ........ooiennn... BQ
Petit, Daniel .......ooooiiii Charlesbourg—Haute-Saint-
Charles........................... Québec ..., CPC
Picard, Pauline .......... ... Drummond ...................... Québec ..., BQ
Plamondon, LouiS ........coooiiiiiiii i Bas-Richelieu—Nicolet—
Bécancour ... Québec ....coovviiinn.t. BQ
Poilievre, Pierre, Parliamentary Secretary to the President of the
Treasury Board ... Nepean—Carleton .............. Ontario .........c......e... CPC
Prentice, Hon. Jim, Minister of Industry ........................e. Calgary Centre-North........... Alberta ................... CPC
Preston, JOe......ooiniii i Elgin—Middlesex—London ... Ontario ................... CPC
Priddy, Penny........ccoooiiiiii Surrey North .................... British Columbia ........ NDP
ProulX, Marcel.........couviiiiniiiiii i Hull—Aylmer ................... Québec .....ovviiiiiinnnn Lib.
Rae, Hon. Bob ... Toronto Centre .................. Ontario ................... Lib.
Rajotte, James ... ..oeiitt et e Edmonton—Leduc.............. Alberta ................... CPC
Ratansi, Yasmin ..........oooiiiiiiiiiii i Don Valley East................. Ontario .........oceeeunnns Lib.
Redman, Hon. Karen ... Kitchener Centre................ Ontario ................... Lib.
Regan, Hon. Geoff ... Halifax West .................... Nova Scotia.............. Lib.
Reid, Scott... ..o Lanark—Frontenac—Lennox
and Addington .................. Ontario ................... CPC
Richardson, Lee .......cooviiiiiii i Calgary Centre .................. Alberta ................... CPC
Ritz, Hon. Gerry, Minister of Agriculture and Agri-Food and
Minister for the Canadian Wheat Board............................. Battlefords—Lloydminster ..... Saskatchewan ............ CPC
Rodriguez, Pablo ....... ..o Honoré-Mercier ................. Québec ................... Lib.
Rota, ANthONy ......veieit i e Nipissing—Timiskaming ....... Ontario ........coeeeennnns Lib.
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ROy, Jean-Yves .....o.ooiiii Haute-Gaspésie—La Mitis—
Matane—Matapédia ............ Québec .................. BQ
Russell, Todd ... Newfoundland and
Labrador......................... Labrador.................. Lib.
Savage, Michael............cooiiiii i Dartmouth—Cole Harbour ..... Nova Scotia.............. Lib
SAVOIE, DENISE. ...ttt Victoria ....ooeeeieiiiiiiii British Columbia ........ NDP
Scarpaleggia, Francis .............ooviiiiiiiiiiiii it Lac-Saint-Louis ................. Québec .....ooviiiiiinnnn Lib
Scheer, Andrew, The Acting Speaker...............cooivviiiinniannn. Regina—Qu'Appelle............. Saskatchewan ............ CPC
Schellenberger, Gary .........c.eeeeieuieeiiie it eaieeanns Perth—Wellington .............. Ontario .........ooeeennnns CPC
Scott, HON. ANAY....oonriiieitte i e Fredericton ...................... New Brunswick.......... Lib
Sgro, Hon. Judy ....oooniiiii York West ......oooovviiininn.. Ontario .........ooeeennnns Lib
Shipley, BeV ... Lambton—Kent—Middlesex... Ontario ................... CPC
Siksay, Bill ... Burnaby—Douglas.............. British Columbia ........ NDP
SHlVa, MAArIO ..ot Davenport ..............coeen.... Ontario ...........ccooee... Lib.
Simard, Hon. Raymond...............cooviiiiiiiii i Saint Boniface................... Manitoba ................. Lib.
SIMIMS, SCOtE .ttt e Bonavista—Gander—Grand Newfoundland and
Falls—Windsor.................. Labrador.................. Lib.
Skelton, Hon. Carol............cooiiiiiiiiiiiii e Saskatoon—Rosetown—Biggar Saskatchewan............ CPC
Smith, JOY ..o Kildonan—St. Paul ............. Manitoba ................. CPC
Solberg, Hon. Monte, Minister of Human Resources and Social
Development. ... ...ooviiiiii Medicine Hat.................... Alberta ................... CPC
Sorenson, Kevin..........ooooiiiiiiiiiiiii Crowfoot .........ccoveeeeeiii... Alberta ................... CPC
St-Cyr, ThICITY ...eoeineii e Jeanne-Le Ber................... Québec .....ooiiiiiiiiin BQ
St-Hilaire, Caroline. ..........cccuvuiiiiieeiiiiiiiiiiie e eeiiiiiaaans Longueuil—Pierre-Boucher .... Québec ................... BQ
St. Amand, LIoyd ... ..o Brant............coooiiiiiinl Ontario ..........ccoune... Lib
St. Denis, Brent ........ooooiiiiiiiiii Algoma—Manitoulin—
Kapuskasing..................... Ontario ................... Lib.
Stanton, Bruce..........oooiiiiii Simcoe North ................... Ontario ................... CPC
Steckle, Paul....... ... Huron—Bruce................... Ontario ................... Lib.
Stoffer, Peter......ooooiiiiii Sackville—Eastern Shore ...... Nova Scotia.............. NDP
Storseth, Brian..........coooiiiiiii Westlock—St. Paul ............. Alberta ................... CPC
Strahl, Hon. Chuck, Minister of Indian Affairs and Northern
Development and Federal Interlocutor for Métis and Non-Status
INAIANS ..\t e Chilliwack—Fraser Canyon .... British Columbia ........ CPC
Stronach, Hon. Belinda ..ot Newmarket—Aurora............ Ontario ................... Lib.
Sweet, David ......oooiiiii Ancaster—Dundas—
Flamborough—Westdale ....... Ontario ................... CPC
Szabo, Paul ... ... Mississauga South .............. Ontario ........ooeeeennnns Lib
Telegdi, Hon. ANdrew .........cooviiiiiiiiiiiii i, Kitchener—Waterloo ........... Ontario ................... Lib
Temelkovski, Lui......ooooouiuii el Oak Ridges—Markham ........ Ontario ................... Lib
Thi Lac, Eve-Mary Thai............ocoiieieie i Saint-Hyacinthe—Bagot........ Québec ....vviiiiiinn BQ
Thibault, LOUISE ......ovitit it Rimouski-Neigette—
Témiscouata—Les Basques .... Québec ................... Ind
Thibault, Hon. Robert.............ccoooiiiii i West Nova............oooeeeienn Nova Scotia.............. Lib
Thompson, Hon. Greg, Minister of Veterans Affairs................. New Brunswick Southwest..... New Brunswick.......... CPC
Thompson, MYTON .........uiiiiuiieeiit e eie e aaneeens Wild Rose .......ooovvvennnnnnnn Alberta ..................s CPC
Tilson, David ........ooiiiii Dufferin—Caledon.............. Ontario ................... CPC
Toews, Hon. Vic, President of the Treasury Board................... Provencher ...................... Manitoba ................. CPC
Tonks, Alan...... ..ot e York South—Weston ........... Ontario ................... Lib
Trost, Bradley ... Saskatoon—Humboldt.......... Saskatchewan ............ CPC
Turner, Hon. Garth......... ... ..., Halton ........................... Ontario ................... Lib
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Tweed, MErVIN .......oooiiiiiiii it Brandon—Souris............... Manitoba ................. CPC
Valley, ROET ....oovniiii Kenora........cooooviiiiiiiinn. Ontario ........ooeeeennnns Lib
Van Kesteren, Dave .......oooooieiiiiiiiiiiiiie Chatham-Kent—Essex......... Ontario ................... CPC
Van Loan, Hon. Peter, Leader of the Government in the House of

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

and Official Languages ..........oooviviiiiiieiii i Louis-Saint-Laurent............ Québec .....ooviiiiiinnn CPC
Vincent, Robert..... ..o Shefford ........................ Québec ..., BQ
Volpe, Hon. Joseph ........cooiiiiiiiiii i Eglinton—Lawrence ........... Ontario ................... Lib
Wallace, MIKe ....oouuuiiii i Burlington ...................... Ontario .........oeeeunnes CPC
Wappel, TOM ... Scarborough Southwest........ Ontario ................... Lib
Warawa, Mark, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of the

Environment ..........o.oiiiiii i e Langley .......ccoovvvviinnn.n. British Columbia ........ CPC
Warkentin, Chris ......... ..o Peace River..................... Alberta ................... CPC
Wasylycia-Leis, Judy ........ccoooiiiiiiiiiiiii Winnipeg North................ Manitoba ................. NDP
Watson, Jeff .. .. EsseX..ooiiiiiiiiiiaa Ontario ................... CPC
Wilfert, Hon. Bryon....... ..o Richmond Hill ................. Ontario .........oceeeuee. Lib
Williams, John. ... ... Edmonton—St. Albert......... Alberta ................... CPC
Wilson, Blair .......oooiiiiiii West Vancouver—Sunshine

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

Wrzesnewskyj, BOrys ..o Etobicoke Centre............... Ontario ................... Lib.
Yelich, Lynne, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Human

Resources and Social Development................ooevvviiiniennn. Blackstrap ..............oeel. Saskatchewan ............ CPC
Zed, Paul. .. .o Saint John ...................... New Brunswick.......... Lib
VACANCY .o Saint-Lambert .................. Québec ........eviiinn....
VACANCY i e Westmount—Ville-Marie ........ Québec ......ceviiinn....
VACANCY oot Guelph.........ooooiiii, Ontario .........oceeennes

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 and to the

Minister of International Cooperation ............ccooouuiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiianieeenn. Calgary East.........ooooviiiiiiiiiiiii, CPC
Prentice, Hon. Jim, Minister of Industry ...............oocoiiiiiiiiiii . Calgary Centre-North...................... CPC
Rajotte, JAmES. .....coott i e Edmonton—Leduc ......................... CPC
Richardson, Lee.......oouiiiii i e Calgary Centre ..........oovvveeeinnieennnns CPC
Solberg, Hon. Monte, Minister of Human Resources and Social Development ...... Medicine Hat............................. CPC
Sorenson, KeVIn .......oooiiiiiii i Crowfoot. ..., CPC
Storseth, Brian .........ccoooiiiiiii Westlock—St. Paul ........................ CPC
Thompson, MYTOMN ...ttt et Wild Rose ....covviiiiii CPC
Warkentin, CRris ... ... e Peace River..................cooiiiiiiiii. CPC
WILHAMS, JONN ... Edmonton—St. Albert..................... CPC
BRITISH COLUMBIA (36)
Abbott, Hon. Jim, Parliamentary Secretary for Canadian Heritage .................... Kootenay—Columbia...................... CPC
Atamanenko, AlCX ... ...ttt e British Columbia Southern Interior....... NDP
Bell, Catherine ....... ... e Vancouver Island North ................... NDP
Bell, DOM ..t North Vancouver........................... Lib.
Black, Dawm ... New Westminster—Coquitlam ............ NDP
Cannan, Ron ... Kelowna—Lake Country .................. CPC
Chan, Hon. Raymond ...........ooiiiiiiiii e Richmond................oooiii, Lib.
CroWder, JEan . ......cooiii i Nanaimo—Cowichan ...................... NDP
Cullen, Nathan ........ooiii e Skeena—Bulkley Valley................... NDP
Cummins, JORN . ... o Delta—Richmond East .................... CPC

Davies, LIbDY .. ...ooei e Vancouver East..............oooiiiiiii NDP
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Day, Hon. Stockwell, Minister of Public Safety .................coooiiiiiiii. Okanagan—Coquihalla .................... CPC
Dhaliwal, SuKh ... ... Newton—North Delta ..................... Lib.
Dosanjh, Hon. Ujjal ......oooniiiii e Vancouver South...................ooi Lib.
Emerson, Hon. David, Minister of International Trade and Minister for the Pacific

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

and Minister of Western Economic Diversification ................ccoiveiiiiine... 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
JUBIAN, Pt ... 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 .............ccovvviiiiiiiieeninnnennnn. Saanich—Gulf Islands ..................... CPC
LUNNEY, JAMES .. .vtitet ettt e e e et e e e e e Nanaimo—Alberni......................... CPC
Martin, Hon. Keith ... ... Esquimalt—Juan de Fuca ................. Lib.
Mayes, COLIM. ...ttt et e e et e e 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
MUITAY, JOYCE . . ettt et e e e Vancouver Quadra .................oooiiil Lib.
Priddy, Penny .........ooiiiii Surrey North ..., NDP
SaAVOIE, DENISE ...ttt VICtOria oo NDP
SIKSAY, Bill. . e Burnaby—Douglas......................... NDP
Strahl, Hon. Chuck, Minister of Indian Affairs and Northern Development and

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

to SKy Country.......coovvvevvieennnnnennns Ind.

MANITOBA (14)
Bezan, James. . ....coooiii i Selkirk—Interlake.......................... CPC
Blaikie, Hon. Bill, The Deputy Speaker ............ccooeiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiinnnen. 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 ............................ CPC
Fletcher, Steven, Parliamentary Secretary for Health ............................o.. Charleswood—St. James—Assiniboia.... CPC
SQETS] 1S3 PR 1T Churchill...............ooiiii Lib.
Mark, INKY ... Dauphin—Swan River—Marquette....... CPC
Martin, Pat ... Winnipeg Centre ..........cccevvivnveannn. NDP
Neville, HON. ANIEA. .. .oott ettt e e s Winnipeg South Centre.................... Lib.
Pallister, Brian ........oooeiiii e Portage—Lisgar..............coooiiinil. CPC
Simard, Hon. Raymond ... Saint Boniface............c...oooiii. Lib.
SMIth, JOY ..o Kildonan—St. Paul ........................ CPC
Toews, Hon. Vic, President of the Treasury Board ...................cooiiiiiiini... Provencher...............cooiiiiiiiiit, CPC
TWeEed, MEIVIN . ...ttt Brandon—Souris.............coooeiiiiil CPC

Wasylycia-Leis, JUAY . ..onveiii Winnipeg North ....................oi NDP
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NEW BRUNSWICK (10)
ALLET, MIKE ..ottt e Tobique—Mactaquac ...................... CPC
D'Amours, Jean-Claude .............c.oouiiiiiiii i Madawaska—Restigouche................. Lib.
GOdIN, YVOM .ot e Acadie—Bathurst ....................... .. NDP
Hubbard, Hon. Charles...........cooiiiiiiii e e 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

Opportunities Agency and to the Minister of International Trade.................... 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 .........ovvvviviiiininennnn... CPC
MceDONOUZh, ALCXA. .. ..ttt ettt e Halifax ... NDP
Regan, Hon. Geoff ... ... 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 (105)
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
Charlton, CRIiS. . .......oiiii et Hamilton Mountain ....................... NDP
Chong, Hon. Michael ...........ooiiiiiiii i e Wellington—Halton Hills ................ CPC
ChowW, OLIVI . .ttt e e e Trinity—Spadina.................ooooil NDP
Christopherson, David...........cooiuiiii i Hamilton Centre ...................oouit NDP
Clement, Hon. Tony, Minister of Health and Minister for the Federal Economic

Development Initiative for Northern Ontario ..............c..cooviiiiiiiiiiiineann, Parry Sound—Muskoka .................. CPC
Comartin, JOE ... .o Windsor—Tecumseh...................... NDP
Comuzzi, HOn. JOE ..o e Thunder Bay—Superior North........... CPC
Cullen, Hon. ROY ... e Etobicoke North..................ooeoit Lib.
Davidson, PatriCia ..o Sarnia—Lambton ......................... CPC
Del Mastro, DA .. ... .cuuei et Peterborough ... CPC
Devolin, Barmy .. ...ooeei e Haliburton—Kawartha Lakes—Brock.... CPC
Dewar, Paul .......ooooiii Ottawa Centre ..............cccevnnnnn... NDP
Dhalla, RUDY ...t Brampton—Springdale ................... Lib.
Dryden, Hon. Ken.......oooiiiii e York Centre .........coevviiiiiiiiiniaann. Lib.
Dykstra, RICK ...t St. Catharines ..............ccoooeveiinne.. CPC
Finley, Hon. Diane, Minister of Citizenship and Immigration ......................... Haldimand—Norfolk ..................... CPC
Flaherty, Hon. Jim, Minister of Finance .................cooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiien. Whitby—Oshawa ......................... CPC
Galipeau, Royal, The Acting Speaker............ooooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieenn. Ottawa—Orléans....................oeee CPC
Gallant, Cheryl.. ... ..o e Renfrew—Nipissing—Pembroke ........ CPC
Godfrey, Hon. JONN. ... ..o e Don Valley West ..........coevvvinnnnnnn. Lib.
GOOAYCAT, GAIY ...\ttt ettt et et e et e et e e et e e e e e e e aaeens Cambridge .......oovvviiiiiiiiiieaa CPC
Guarnieri, Hon. Albina............. i Mississauga East—Cooksville ........... Lib.
Guergis, Hon. Helena, Secretary of State (Foreign Affairs and International Trade)

155 5107 4 Simcoe—Grey....coovvvvinneeeniiiiinnn CPC
Hall Findlay, Martha ...........oooiiiiiii i e e eaas Willowdale ................oooiiiiiiii. L. Lib.
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
Rae, Hon. Bob ... oo Toronto Centre ...........ccovviiieeeneea... Lib.
Ratansi, Yasmin. .. ....oioiiniii e e Don Valley East............ccoeviiiiiiiin Lib.
Redman, Hon. Karen ...........ooooiiiii i Kitchener Centre ........................... Lib.
Reid, Scott ... Lanark—Frontenac—Lennox and

Addington ... CPC
Rota, ANthONY ..o Nipissing—Timiskaming .................. Lib.
Schellenberger, GarY ..........eeeuiitei e e e et e aaas Perth—Wellington ......................... CPC
Sgro, HOon. JUAy ..o York West «.o.vvvviiiiiiiiiiiiiiie Lib.
Shipley, Bev ... Lambton—Kent—Middlesex.............. CPC
Y172 TV F: ' (o R Davenport ...........oooiiiiiiiiii Lib.
St. Amand, LIoyd. .....c.ooiiii s Brant ... Lib.
St. Denis, Brent ... ....uuieit it Algoma—Manitoulin—Kapuskasing ..... Lib.
Stanton, BIUCE .......uii it e Simcoe North .............. ..., CPC
Steckle, Paul ... Huron—Bruce.............................. Lib.
Stronach, Hon. Belinda .............. .. i Newmarket—Aurora....................... Lib.
SWeet, DaVId. .. ..o s Ancaster—Dundas—Flamborough—

Westdale ..........cooviiiiiiiiii CPC
Szabo, Paul. ... ... Mississauga South ....................oeee Lib.
Telegdi, HON. ANAIeW ......oouutiiet et Kitchener—Waterloo....................... Lib.
Temelkovski, LUl ..o e Oak Ridges—Markham ................... Lib.
Tilson, David .......coooiiiiii Dufferin—Caledon......................... CPC
TONKS, ALAN ... York South—Weston ...................... Lib.
Turner, Hon. Garth ... oo e Halton..........ooooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiie Lib.
Valley, ROGET. ...t Kenora.....oooovviiiiiiiiiii i, Lib.
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Van Kesteren, Dave ..o Chatham-Kent—Essex..................... CPC
Van Loan, Hon. Peter, Leader of the Government in the House of Commons and

Minister for Democratic Reform...............coooiiiiiiiii e York—Simcoe........c.ovvieiiiiiiiiiiiiin CPC
Volpe, HON. JOSEPN ... e Eglinton—Lawrence ....................... Lib.
Wallace, MIKE. ...t e Burlington ... CPC
Wappel, TOM ... e Scarborough Southwest.................... Lib.
Watson, Jefl ... .o ESSeX . CPC
Wilfert, Hon. BIyon .......ooieiiiii e Richmond Hill ..........................t. Lib.
Wirzesnewskyj, BOTYs .....ooiuiiiiii Etobicoke Centre...............ooevennnnn. Lib.
VA C AN CY ottt e e Guelph .....oooii
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 Saint-Lambert .......................o.l
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Political

Name of Member Constituency Affiliation
VA C AN CY o Westmount—Ville-Marie ..................
SASKATCHEWAN (14)
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
Clarke, ROD ... Desnethé—Missinippi—Churchill River . CPC
Fitzpatrick, Brian ... Prince Albert .............oooeiiiiiiil. CPC
Goodale, Hon. Ralph, Wascana..............ccooiiiiiiiiiiii e Wascana ............oiiiiiiiiiaa Lib.
Komarnicki, Ed, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Citizenship and

IMMIGLation ......ooneii e e 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........ ... Battlefords—Lloydminster ................ CPC
Scheer, Andrew, The Acting Speaker ............ooiiiiiiiiiiiiiii s Regina—Qu'Appelle ...................... CPC
Skelton, Hon. Carol ...........ooiiiiiii e Saskatoon—Rosetown—Biggar........... CPC
Trost, Bradley .......oooneiii e Saskatoon—Humboldt..................... CPC
Vellacott, MAUTICE .. ..vuttte ettt e e et e e e et et Saskatoon—Wanuskewin.................. CPC
Yelich, Lynne, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Human Resources and

Social DeVelOPMENt ... ...oii ittt e Blackstrap .........oooiiiiiiiii CPC
YUKON (1)
Bagnell, Hon. Larry ......oo.ooiiii Yukon.....oooooiiiiiiiiiii Lib.



Chair:

Harold Albrecht
Rod Bruinooge
Rob Clarke

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
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LIST OF STANDING AND SUB-COMMITTEES
(As of April 11, 2008 — 2nd Session, 39th Parliament)

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS AND NORTHERN DEVELOPMENT

Barry Devolin

Tina Keeper
Marc Lemay

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:

Yvon Lévesque
Anita Neville

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

Todd Russell (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:

Dave Batters
Sukh Dhaliwal
Russ Hiebert

Jim Abbott
Harold Albrecht
Mike Allen
Dean Allison
Rob Anders
David Anderson
Charlie Angus
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
Rob Clarke

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
Rob Clarke

Joe Comartin
Joe Comuzzi
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AGRICULTURE AND AGRI-FOOD

James Bezan

Guy Lauzon
Larry Miller

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
Richard Harris
Luc Harvey
Laurie Hawn
Russ Hiebert
Betty Hinton
Charles Hubbard
Rahim Jaffer

Vice-Chairs:

Carol Skelton
Lloyd St. Amand

Associate Members

Brian Jean
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

André Bellavance
Paul Steckle

Brian Storseth (12)
Eve-Mary Thai Thi Lac

Daniel Petit
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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CANADIAN HERITAGE

Chair: Gary Schellenberger Vice-Chairs: Maria Mourani
Andy Scott
Jim Abbott Dean Del Mastro Hedy Fry Francis Scarpaleggia (12)
Michael Chong Ed Fast Luc Malo Bill Siksay

Denis Coderre

Harold Albrecht

Libby Davies

Associate Members

Ed Komarnicki

Pierre Poilievre

Mike Allen Barry Devolin Daryl Kramp Joe Preston
Dean Allison Norman Doyle Mike Lake James Rajotte
Rob Anders Rick Dykstra Guy Lauzon Scott Reid

David Anderson
Charlie Angus
Alex Atamanenko
Vivian Barbot
Colleen Beaumier
Leon Benoit
James Bezan
Steven Blaney
Sylvie Boucher
Garry Breitkreuz

Ken Epp

Meili Faille
Brian Fitzpatrick
Steven Fletcher
Cheryl Gallant
Yvon Godin
Peter Goldring
Gary Goodyear
Jacques Gourde
Nina Grewal

Denis Lebel
Pierre Lemieux
Tom Lukiwski
James Lunney

Dave MacKenzie

Fabian Manning
Inky Mark
Wayne Marston
Colin Mayes
Ted Menzies

Lee Richardson
Pablo Rodriguez
Bev Shipley
Carol Skelton
Joy Smith
Kevin Sorenson
Bruce Stanton
Peter Stoffer
Brian Storseth
David Sweet

Patrick Brown Art Hanger Rob Merrifield Myron Thompson
Rod Bruinooge Richard Harris Larry Miller David Tilson
Blaine Calkins Luc Harvey Bob Mills Bradley Trost

Ron Cannan Laurie Hawn James Moore Mervin Tweed
Colin Carrie Russ Hiebert Rob Moore Dave Van Kesteren
Rick Casson Betty Hinton Richard Nadeau Maurice Vellacott
David Christopherson Rahim Jaffer Peggy Nash Mike Wallace

Rob Clarke Brian Jean Rick Norlock Mark Warawa
Joe Comuzzi Randy Kamp Deepak Obhrai Chris Warkentin
Jean Crowder Gerald Keddy Brian Pallister Jeff Watson
Nathan Cullen Tina Keeper Glen Pearson John Williams
John Cummins Wajid Khan Daniel Petit Lynne Yelich

Patricia Davidson
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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
Rob Clarke

Joe Comartin
Joe Comuzzi
John Cummins

Robert Carrier
Olivia Chow

Patricia Davidson
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

Nina Grewal
Jim Karygiannis

Associate Members

Mike Lake
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
Rob Clarke

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
Martha Hall Findlay
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
Joyce Murray
Rick Norlock
Deepak Obhrai
Christian Ouellet
Brian Pallister
Daniel Petit
Pierre Poilievre

Bernard Bigras
Geoff Regan

Mark Warawa
Jeff Watson

Joe Preston
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

(12)




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
Rob Clarke

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
Martha Hall Findlay
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
Joyce Murray
Peggy Nash
Rick Norlock
Deepak Obhrai
Brian Pallister
Daniel Petit
Pierre Poilievre
Joe Preston
James Rajotte
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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
Rob Clarke

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

Associate Members

Ed Komarnicki
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
Johanne Deschamps
Paul Dewar

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
Rob Clarke

Joe Comartin
Joe Comuzzi
Irwin Cotler
John Cummins
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FOREIGN AFFAIRS AND INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT

Kevin Sorenson

Peter Goldring
Wajid Khan

Patricia Davidson
Dean Del Mastro
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
Jason Kenney

Vice-Chairs:

Denis Lebel
Keith Martin

Associate Members

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
Pierre Poilievre

Vivian Barbot
Bernard Patry

Deepak Obbhrai (12)
Bob Rae

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
Caroline St-Hilaire
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

0
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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
Rob Clarke

Joe Comuzzi
John Cummins
Patricia Davidson
Dean Del Mastro
Barry Devolin
Norman Doyle

GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS AND ESTIMATES

Diane Marleau

Meili Faille
Raymonde Folco

Rick Dykstra
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

Vice-Chairs:

Mark Holland
James Moore

Associate Members

Guy Lauzon
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
Rob Clarke

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
Rob Clarke

Joe Comuzzi
Jean Crowder
Nathan Cullen
John Cummins
Patricia Davidson
Libby Davies
Dean Del Mastro

Dean Allison

Ruby Dhalla
Jacques Gourde

Barry Devolin
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
Rob Clarke

INDUSTRY, SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY

James Rajotte

Mark Eyking
Peggy Nash

Joe Comartin
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

Vice-Chairs:

Raymond Simard
Bruce Stanton

Associate Members

Randy Kamp
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
Rob Clarke

Joe Comuzzi
John Cummins
Patricia Davidson
Dean Del Mastro

Ron Cannan
Sukh Dhaliwal

Barry Devolin
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
Wajid Khan

Ed Komarnicki

Peter Julian
Gerald Keddy

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

Larry Miller (12)
Joyce Murray

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




33

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
Rob Clarke

Joe Comuzzi
Irwin Cotler
John Cummins
Patricia Davidson

Carole Freeman

Libby Davies
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

Derek Lee

Associate Members

Daryl Kramp
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 Barry Devolin Rob Merrifield Gary Schellenberger 27)
Leon Benoit Norman Doyle Bob Mills Andy Scott
James Bezan Art Hanger Shawn Murphy Joy Smith
Steven Blaney Derek Lee Joe Preston Kevin Sorenson
Garry Breitkreuz Fabian Manning James Rajotte Paul Szabo
Blaine Calkins Diane Marleau Lee Richardson Mervin Tweed
Rick Casson
Associate Members
Charlie Angus Paul Créte John Maloney Pablo Rodriguez
Claude Bachand Jean Crowder Pat Martin Michael Savage
Vivian Barbot Roy Cullen Irene Mathyssen Thierry St-Cyr
Catherine Bell Patricia Davidson Bill Matthews Lloyd St. Amand
André Bellavance Ken Epp Dan McTeague Brent St. Denis
Carolyn Bennett Christiane Gagnon Réal Ménard Paul Steckle
Bernard Bigras Yvon Godin Maria Mourani Peter Stoffer
Raynald Blais Michel Guimond Brian Murphy David Sweet
Paule Brunelle Nancy Karetak-Lindell Massimo Pacetti Andrew Telegdi
John Cannis Daryl Kramp Penny Priddy Lui Temelkovski
Serge Cardin Jean-Yves Laforest Marcel Proulx David Tilson
David Christopherson Mario Laframboise Geoft Regan Joseph Volpe
Rob Clarke Yves Lessard
SUBCOMMITTEE ON COMMITTEE BUDGETS
Chair: Dean Allison Vice-Chair: Yasmin Ratansi
Art Hanger Rob Merrifield Paul Szabo Mervin Tweed @)

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
Rob Clarke

Joe Comuzzi
John Cummins

Rick Casson

Cheryl Gallant
Laurie Hawn

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:

James Lunney
Joe McGuire

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

Claude Bachand
John Cannis

Anthony Rota
Bryon Wilfert

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
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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
Rob Clarke

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:

Michael Chong
Denis Coderre
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
Rob Clarke

Joe Comartin
Joe Comuzzi
John Cummins
Patricia Davidson
Dean Del Mastro

Steven Blaney

Raymond Gravel
Denis Lebel

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
Randy Kamp
Gerald Keddy
Wajid Khan
Ed Komarnicki

OFFICIAL LANGUAGES

Vice-Chairs:

Pierre Lemieux
Richard Nadeau

Associate Members

Maka Kotto
Daryl Kramp
Mike Lake

Guy Lauzon
Jack Layton
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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Chair:

Yvon Godin
Gary Goodyear
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
Rob Clarke

Joe Comartin

PROCEDURE AND HOUSE AFFAIRS

Dominic LeBlanc
Pierre Lemieux
Tom Lukiwski

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

Vice-Chairs:

Pauline Picard
Joe Preston

Associate Members

Gerald Keddy
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

Michel Guimond
Marcel Proulx

Karen Redman
Scott Reid

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

(12)

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

®)




Chair:

Mauril Bélanger
David Christopherson
Brian Fitzpatrick

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
Rob Clarke

Joe Comuzzi

Shawn Murphy

Mark Holland
Mike Lake

John Cummins
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

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS

Vice-Chairs:

Marcel Lussier
Pierre Poilievre

Associate Members

Wajid Khan

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
Rob Clarke

Joe Comartin
Joe Comuzzi
John Cummins
Patricia Davidson

PUBLIC SAFETY AND NATIONAL SECURITY

Garry Breitkreuz

Ujjal Dosanjh
Dave MacKenzie

Dean Del Mastro
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
Rob Clarke

Joe Comuzzi

Yasmin Ratansi

Nina Grewal
Inky Mark

Jean Crowder
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

STATUS OF WOMEN

Vice-Chairs:

Maria Minna
Anita Neville

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
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
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Patricia Davidson
Irene Mathyssen

Glen Pearson (12)
Bruce Stanton

Pierre Poilievre
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
Rob Clarke

Joe Comartin
Joe Comuzzi
Paul Créte

TRANSPORT, INFRASTRUCTURE AND COMMUNITIES

Mervin Tweed

Martha Hall Findlay

Brian Jean

John Cummins
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

Vice-Chairs:

Brian Masse
Bev Shipley

Associate Members

Wajid Khan
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
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