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You would have a situation in which he woulId be investigating
but we, the parliamentarians, would flot be able to sec a full and
candid report.

Therefore I reaily urge the cornmittee ta look very carefully et
the implications of these two acts, the Accesa ta Information Act
and the Privacy Act, and make sure that however it is done~ the
ethios counsellar is abie ta report as fuiiy as possible on his
findings before this House.

[Translation]

Mrs. Suzanne TrembIay (Rhnouskl-Témiscouata): Mr.
Speaker, at the. outset, I want ta acknowicdge that the bill
entitie-dAn Act ta amcnd the. Lobbyists Registration Act is a stop
in the rigît direction. It imposes additional requirements on
lobbyists and provides the. public with a botter understanding of
thc raie they play.

This bill is, hawcvcr, nathing but a watered-down version of
thc red booki commitment ta implement the June 1993 report of
the Standing Committec on Consumer and Corporate Affairs
and Government Operations respecting the review af the Lobby-
ists Registration Act.

What kind of promises werc contained in thc red baok? Tihe
first commitment made was ta eliminate Uic distinction between
Tier 1 and Tier II lobbyists. The government has not followed up
on this undertaking, wliich means that there wili continue ta be
two categories of lobbyists ta whom different rules apply. Yet,
thc Liberai members werc thc once who demanded that thc
distinction be dropped during the discussions on thc registration
of lobbyists in thc Standing Committee on Consumer and
Corporate Affairs and Governmcnt Operations.

with a rcprimand, flot witb legal or criminal sanct
government is harder on young offenders than on fri(
systcm and thc parliamentarians who are at their bec

A third promise made in the red bookc was ta clii
deductions for lobbying expenses. Canadians must r
tIc>' have eiected 295 members of Parliament ta reprt
and Uiat day after day, opposition members question tII
ment in thc hope of gctting answers which, when the3
arc oni>' partial, while Parliament Hill busties m
iobbyists who cali thc shots with taxpayers' moncy. D-
Uic raie played by lobbyists in what lias came to b. kan
Ginn Publishing and Pearson Airport scandais. In hi4ç
the latter scandaI, Mr. Nixon noted that the lobbyist
praminent part in attcmpting ta affect thc decisions
rcached, gaing far beyond the acceptable norms of
ing". That is totaiiy unacceptabie.

Also, nothing in this bill pravides for iobbying czpe
made public, even as part of an inquiry. Yet, such infa
extremciy uscfui in assessing the activities of labbyis'
subjcct, thc lion. member for Glengarry-Prescott
stated on Februar>' 23, 1993: "1 do nat agree that linc
mucli is spent on iobbying is of interest neither ta thosg
nar ta the public". In the case of the Pearson scandai,
public intcrest ta know who are the iobbyists who'
that deal and Iow much the>' werc paid ta. do it. It is
important because in this case as in many atber
high-ranliing gavernment officiais are now selling th'
edge of Uic inner warkings ofgavernment and using th,'
contacts. It is Uic revolving door approacli.

varîous quesluons, ior exampie: w
Which lobbyist requested a meetii
Which public servant met with which
issue? What was the particuier item ai
did thc parties discuss? Was it a bill, a
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