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HOUSE OF COMMONS

Thursday, March 17, 1983

The House met at 11 a.m.

o (1110)

GOVERNMENT ORDERS
[English]
INCOME TAX
AMENDMENTS TO STATUTE LAW

The House resumed from Tuesday, March 15, 1983, con-
sideration in Committee of Bill C-139, to amend the statute
law relating to income tax (No. 2)—MTr. Lalonde—Mr. Blaker
in the chair.

The Deputy Chairman: Order. When the Committee rose on
Tuesday, March 15, Clauses 8, 9 and 128(12) of the Bill were
under consideration. The Hon. Member for Lethbridge-
Foothills (Mr. Thacker) had the floor.

On Clauses 8, 9 and 128(12):

Mr. Thacker: Mr. Chairman, as I recall, we were in the
midst of asking the Minister questions as to why the bond
would not go beyond 1984. I wonder if he would pick it up
there and inform the Committee why they would not make
that provision open-ended or at least give them a couple of
years beyond 19847

Mr. Cosgrove: Mr. Chairman, I will direct my attention to
the question of the Hon. Member. However, on two occasions
previously in the proceedings, there had been some discussion
about the question of work-in-progress which has been dealt
with. The issue whether notaries in the Province of Quebec
would be included as an exemption in that Section has been
raised. I notice that the Hon. Member for Mississauga South
raised that issue in a public forum by way of a press com-
munique. It appears that he is of the opinion that the Govern-
ment does not intend to move to have notaries in the exempt
category.

To begin with this morning, I would like to advise the
Committee that the Government has always been prepared to
introduce amendments either to 124, the definition Section of
a lawyer, to include or, as requested by the Hon. Member for
Mississauga South, to amend the provisions of Clause 16 so as
specifically to designate notaries in the Province of Quebec in
the exempt category. The Government is prepared to do that
this morning. I make that suggestion before we begin with
Clauses 8 and 9. I would be interested in hearing the views of
Hon. Members on that subject.

Mr. Blenkarn: Mr. Chairman, I rise on a point of order. The
Hon. Member for Lethbridge-Foothills has the floor and is
asking the Minister questions regarding Clauses 8 and 9 of the
Bill in connection with the Small Business Bond and the Small
Business Development Bond. This Committee has dealt with
Clause 16. The Minister knows that if he wants to make
certain arrangements with us concerning the Bill, he can do
that. He also knows that we are not very agreeable in view of
the fact that closure has been imposed on this Committee.

In any event, the Minister is totally out of order in dealing
with questions respecting Clause 16 because that Clause has
been dealt with. The Hon. Member for Lethbridge-Foothills
has the floor on Clauses 8 and 9. That is what we are dealing
with. It is imperative that the Chair call the Minister to order
for not staying with the issue.
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The Deputy Chairman: The Table Officer seems to have the
same information I have, to the effect that Clause 16 has not
yet been carried. Are we incorrect?

Mr. Blenkarn: If you take a look at the records of the
Committee, the vote on Clause 3 was grouped with a vote on
Clause 16 as one vote, and that took place two or three days
ago. That matter has been disposed of. The Committee has
dealt in full with Clauses 3 and 16.

The Deputy Chairman: I believe the Hon. Member—
Mr. Blenkarn: It dealt with a number of other Clauses, too.

The Deputy Chairman: The Hon. Member may be satisfied
if I indicate that I must do a little research and check whether
or not that Clause has been carried. I will attend to the matter
as debate continues, if we can handle it that way.

Mr. Cosgrove: Mr. Chairman, I might add that yes, my
recollection is the same as the Hon. Member for Mississauga
South, that Clause 16 was dealt with together with Clause 3.
The only reason I raised it this morning was in the context of
seeking the unanimous consent of Hon. Members and, obvious-
ly, that is not forthcoming from the Hon. Member for Missis-
sauga South. I did it because I interpreted the news release as
a request for the Government to introduce an amendment, but
obviously the Hon. Member has indicated that he does not
wish to deal with it at this time.

Mr. Thacker: Mr. Chairman, I rise on a point of order as
well. I would ask that you not apply the last five minutes of
debate, which was on an entirely separate point raised by the
Minister, toward my 20-minute time on Clauses 8 and 9.



