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The Order being read for the consideration of the
report stage of Bill C-8, An Act to establish a national
petroleum company, as reported (with amendments)
from the Standing Committee on National Resources
and Public Works;

And a point of order having been raised as to the
procedural acceptability of Motion numbered 1 standing
in the name of the honourable Member for Calgary
Centre (Mr. Andre) as follows:

That Bill C-8, An Act to establish a national petroleum
company, be amended in subclause 5(1) by striking out
lines 15 and 16 on page 2 and substituting therefor the
following:

“hundred million common shares of the par value of

five dollars each.”

And on Motion numbered 2 standing in the name of

the honourable Member for Calgary Centre (Mr. Andre)
as follows:

That Bill C-8, An Act to establish a national petroleum
company, be amended by striking out subclause 5(3),
lines 24 to 29 inclusive on page 2.

RULING BY MR. SPEAKER

MR. SPEAKER: If there is no other honourable Member
wishing to contribute to the point, with the greatest of
respect to the honourable Member for Calgary Centre
(Mr. Andre), it seems to me that his argument is some-
what self-defeating. He used the example of Polymer
Corporation and indicated that at one time it was a
Crown corporation. Parliament later expressed the desire
or the will that that situation be changed, and through
the vehicle of the Canada Development Corporation and
steps taken by Parliament that status was changed. What
the honourable Member is proposing by way of his
amendment is to change the character of this corporation
at this stage of the legislation. It may be that future
Parliaments may want to propose amending legislation
which would change the basic character of this corpora-
tion from a Crown corporation to something which is not
a Crown corporation.

In his closing statement the honourable Member de-
scribed what Canadian people believe a Crown corpora-
tion to be; that is, a corporation, just like any other cor-
poration except that the shares are held by the Crown.

In his amendments, the honourable Member proposes
that the shares would be restructured in such a way as
to give effect to the second amendment, Motion num-
bered 2, so as to make the shares transferable to the
public; in other words, not to be a Crown corporation,
but a corporation in which the shares could be purchased
by the public. That seems an inescapable fundamental
variation from the principle of the Bill, which is to
establish a Crown corporation.

To give effect to the amendments of the honourable
Member would mean that it would not be a Crown cor-
poration, and I cannot think of anything which more
plainly flies in the face of the principle of setting up a
Crown corporation. His amendment would set up a cor-
poration which is not a Crown corporation.

If the honourable Member had proposed these amend-
ments at second reading, I think he would have had
great difficulty. If he had proposed them at committee
stage, he probably would have had even greater diffi-
culty because while there are amendments to specific
clauses at that stage, his amendments attack the basic
principle of the Bill. But to try to introduce this new
concept at the report stage of the Bill seems to me not
only to fly in the face of the basic principle of the Bill,
but procedurally to do it at a stage which is much too
late in the game. If it could have been attempted, it
should have been attempted at second reading, and
frankly I am not persuaded at all that it would have
succeeded at that stage either.

With the greatest of respect to the honourable Mem-
ber, who expressed his intentions clearly, it seems in-
escapable that the amendments fly directly in the face of



