
Govcrmnat Orders

Having reviewed the bill before us, 1 submit that this bill
wauld have been of no use ta us ini getting ta the bottom of the
Pearson Airport scandai.

As you can see, this bill is seriously flawed. 1 will try ta
describe briefly the flaws I sec in this bill and explain how I
would like ta cantribute ta future debates on this bill.

Flaw number one: the ethics counselar is appointed by the
Gavernar in Council, in other words, the gavernment, the Prime
Minister, the Cabinet, as in the case af Mr. Nixon, who was
appainted ta investigate the Pearson Airport deal. I would say
his beiiig appainted by the government undermines lis authar-
ity. As I see it, he should have been appçiintecl by the House of
Commons, just like the. Chief Electoral Officer of Canada. This
gives hum unquestioned prestige and autbority.

FIaw number two: the code af conduct is not a statutory
instrument. This code, as described in the bill, seems ta be littie
more than a pious wish list. Lobbyists are advised to behave in a
certain way, but the code is not a statutory instrument. This is
gaing ho inake it difficuit for the person responsible for its
application to sunimon witnesses, to question their statements,.
ta shed light on suspicions deals. 1 think the non-regulatory
status of the ethics code is a m~ajor weakness of the bill before
us.

Another shortcoming is that lobbyists are not required to
make public the amounts involved. When a lobbyist receives
$10,000 for his services, I think h. is not in the saine situation as
if hie received $1 million or $2 million.

The. hon. member for Glengarry-rescott-Rusell, whio
spoke before me, said that h.e tiiouglt of dclosing the aniou*ts
paid toklbists. The argument he just put forward tpjustify his
change of mind is tbh ther. would b. so mucinfrato that
it would be ipatcal for potential lobbying researclers to dig

ther are5,00 or 0,00 reprtsCana isiterested in
deniocracy will1make an effort to look at thhm. ht there
ar 10 or 20 people loing if tkey see problen2s, theyr wil b.
able towara the population, and 1 thlakjournalists will be smart
enough to use this information. I tbimk it would be important to
knw liow ijund lobbyists r.celv.d for their services.

Auother emnto~f the. bill that has aqi be.n pointed ont but
I*ud ein my opinion'-wil1 be told 1am ure, that it has to

do with the bIcore Tax Act or with other taxlws-is that the.
goverment as kept the. tax deduction for lobbyists' fées. it ia

sorn.what ironic thât on theq one hand, the. publie is denie4 this
information and tht on the other Jiand, since the people who

hire lobbyists benefit by being allawed ta dlaim a tax c
this information is provided to the Department of R

It could be said that Iobbyists want ta have their cake
too. It means that when things are not favaurable, the
keep it a secret, but when they can benefit financially, I
probleni as long as tax confidentiality is preserved. 1
this tax deductian is very questianable, especially sui
dent Clinton of the United States, wha wants ta
lobbying, is thinking of eliminating it.

The bill alsa makes a dubious distinction between
af lobbyists: consultant lobbyists paid ta make repre5
an behaif of their clients and in-bouse corporate
whose main duty is to lobby departmnents and goveri
order to obtain benefits for their companies. The bill i
an consultant lobbyists than on in-house lobbyists.
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But we must say that in-house lobbyists are often t
by large corporations which can affard their services a
must be accaunitable to the public. Sa 1 think that th
uniformity in the way this bill treats the variaus lob>
major weakness which may bring the public to que
effectiveness of this bill.

Another feature 1 find particularly sur-prising is that
are not required to, namne the peaple they contacte
agencies concerned. A report muight say: -So-and-s0 e
the Department of Transport, the Department of HtI'
sources or tue Department of Justice". But We Woul
know whom thi. nemotn -. nntirtp~d Wi- it the min

No Canadian requires the. servic
tis goenet.I1am sure tha t a 11
agree thât our doors are always ope
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