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(Division No. 181)

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Blaker): All those in favour will 
please say yea.

Some hon. Members: Yea.
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ized expertise necessary properly to scrutinize the activities of 
a Crown corporation in a specific field.

Air Canada comes to mind again. Is it better that Air 
Canda should report to a committee on Crown corporations or 
that it should report to the transport committee? The CBC is 
another example. It is set up as a direct instrument of govern
ment policy. It was not that the government felt it was 
financially necessary to get into this area to rescue private 
broadcasters in some way, but, rather, that the government 
decided that the CBC would be a useful instrument in foster
ing Canadian culture in Canada. It recognized that it would be 
run at a loss and that there was a role for the state to play on a 
continuing basis. In my judgment, the policies and actions of 
the CBC are an integral part of broadcasting policy in 
Canada. If there were to be one central committee on Crown 
corporations, my hon. friend would have to ask himself wheth
er it would be appropriate that the CBC, Air Canada and the 
other corporations report to that one committee or whether 
they should report to an appropriate standing committee, such 
as ones dealing with broadcasting, transportation and so on. 
But I should point out that while my hon. friend said he would 
like to move in that direction, the amendment he has put 
before the House today would not create a committee on 
Crown corporations. It makes reference to appropriate stand
ing committees and would mean that Air Canada would 
continue to report to the Standing Committee on Transport, 
the CBC to the Communications and Culture Committee, and 
so on.

In sum, then, what we have is a proposal that Crown 
corporations would report on a regular basis to the appropriate 
standing committee. My friend has made a proposal which is 
imaginative and novel. I think there is some precedent for a 
parliamentary committee to strike a review committee which 
would report to it from time to time. I do not see it as the 
answer to the problem of the need for more accountability, nor 
do I necessarily feel it is desirable in some instances that 
Parliament should always be looking over the shoulders of the 
Crown corporations. A case in point is de Havilland. I am not 
sure that Parliament should be involved in the day to day 
activities of de Havilland. The real issue of concern to Parlia
ment, first of all, is whether de Havilland should be well run 
and, second, whether it should be owned by the government or 
by the private sector. It is not an instrument of government 
policy.

If we had an appropriate Crown corporations omnibus bill, 
as was previously promised to us on numerous occasions by the 
President of the Treasury Board (Mr. Johnston) but which is 
now dead, then I would say that the proposal by my hon. 
friend might be far too restrictive. But in the absence of that 
legislation and other measures being taken by the government 
to enhance accountability to Parliament, I suggest that any 
measure proposed by hon. members of the House which would 
improve the accountability of Crown corporations to Parlia
ment should be supported by hon. members of the House of 
Commons. Consequently, we are prepared to offer our support 
to the hon. member for his amendment.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Blaker): All those opposed will 
please say nay.

Some hon. Members: Nay.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Blaker): In my opinion the nays 
have it.

And more than five members having risen:

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Blaker): The Chair will now call 
in the members, not only with respect to the present amend
ment, but also with respect to motions Nos. 1 and 2 related to 
Bill C-102. Call in the members.

The House divided on the motion (Mr. Beatty), which was 
negatived on the following division:

Energy, Mines and Resources
Mr. Jarvis: Question.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Blaker): Is it the pleasure of the 
House to adopt the motion?

Some hon. Members: Agreed.

Some hon. Members: No.
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