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Reg-ulationîs andl othler Siatutory Instrument s

could likely gel speedy passage when the bill came to the
flouse of Commions. Fhiat is one option the government could
choose if tl k conccrnied that introducing a specifie bill on one
particular mneasure in the flouse of Commons would bc
consurning too mucb lime in tbc House.

The other option ks ibat from tirne to tinte there are miscel-
lancous statute law arnendmcnt buis. It would be quile possible
for the ininister to communicate, 1 believe it xwould be witb the
Minister ofJustice (Mir. Chrétien), and to indicate to bimi that
he shares the concern of the parliamentary comimitîce about
this particular action, thal he accepîs tbat il may be ambig-
uous, that there is soine doubt whetber or not il is legal. Or if
he wishes to maintain that il is legal, he could indicate that
there is doubt in bis mind \wb-ethcr or flot it svas witbin the
inlent of' Parliamient at the timie, and that specifically he would
like to acquire the consent of' Parliamnent Io act that way. The
Minister of Justice could include tbis sort of relativelv mninor
technical adjusîmnent in a iniscllancous statutc laxs aiiend-
menîs bill. These bis by and large get quite speedy passage by
the flouse of Comnmons and do flot tic up the flouse for a
proîractcd period of time. Tlîev enable the goverriment 10

mnake somne prett significant changes to the laxw fromi lime to
ti me.

That briniis us le ilhe question as Io 54 hat 1 expeet and xs hat
mnembers of' the standing joint commînttee expect wsili corne of
the debate tis ,îlîernoon. There arc a numiber of options that
arc possible loi- the govcrinmcnt. It could continue to debate
this issue îbroughout the course of the day. There arc a
number of mcmnbcrs in the House swho are inîcrested in doing
that. 1 knoss that the nrnister wsill xsanit to folloxs nie wheri 1
complete ni'. rcînarks and 1 think mînibers of the flouse w~ill
bc looking lorwsard to hearing t rom hirn
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Another option ss bicb the governiment could follow is clcarly
to altempt 10 seize control of' this and to prevent Parliaieni
from coming tn a resolution of the mnalter. That woas donc once
before with one of the commitîc reports, and it was regret-
table because il mecant that xxe werc taking away fromn commit-
tees the right Io bave thieir unanimous reports debaled in
Parliamient and the right Io bring le the attention of Parlia-
ment in the case of a standing joint comilîcte actions whicbi
we believe could very well be illegal.

The third option is the one sshieh I hope will be followed by
the goverrnment inih Iis instance. hl sHIl expedile proceedings,
and 1 think il will be the mnost positive course wbicb could be
followed by the governnment. It would bc f'or the minister 10 say
thatlihe continues to mainlain bis reservations about the
question whcîhcr or flot the regulation x'as legal or illegal. the
question of vires, but that lie does accept Ibat there is ambigui-
îy bere and Ihat Ibere ks somne question, aI leasl in the commit-
tee's mmnd, as to wbethcr this ssas intcndcd by Parliament. He
could indicate that be \vas prepared to recommnend to his
colleagues that this malter cither be introduced iii the Senate,
Io make an amendmenî to the law as il stands todav, or that it

be included in the next miscellaneous stalutes amendment bill
that comes before Parliament.

If that could be donc, 1 think bon. members of the House
would be very pleased. We could cerlainly make mucb better
progress in terms of dealing with this. We bave an obligation. I
bave not often ealled for concurrence in commitlee reports
wbich have been made, because of the fact tbat I recognize il
takes lthe lime of the flouse 10 do so and oflen there is very
pressing legislation before the flouse whicb the people of
Canada have tbe riglit to expeet to be passed. 1 do so reluctant-
lv in instances wberc the commitîce bas come to the conclusion
îhaî the government bas acîed parîieularly in a way xvbicb
may bc illegal or wbere tbere is somte serious deficiency in a
regulation wbich has been passed. The comimitîce has a very
important responsibiliîy placed upon il by Parliament 10
rcview sîaîuîory instruments from the basis of a series of
îecbnical criteria to ensure tbaî the government is discbarging
ils delegaîed responsibililies in a way tbal is proper, legal and
conducive 10 respect for the rule of law in Canada.

If the standing joint commilîce does flot disebarge ils
responisibilities. if I as ebairman do nol diseharge mny responsi-
bility when the comilîce makes a report and il appears thal
there is an impasse beîween a minister and the commiutee, and
if Parliament itself does flot consider a report wbere the
commîlîcee bias unanimouslv said il believes the goverfiment is
acting in a wav wbieb is illegal. then soc are deficient in
disebargiîîg our rcsîîonsibilities on behiaîf of' Canadians and il
is impossible for us 10 expeet that Canadians would have
respect for Parliamnent.

Flundreds and bundreds of orders iii counicil and regulalions
are passed oser the course of a Near. Eacb one of' îbem affects
the righîs of' Canadians. Many of' îhem affect the rigbîs of
Canadmans in a verv profound and fundamenîal wav. Nlany of
tbemi affect the ability of people 10 earn a livclihood. Tbis
particular regulation before us today affects the abiliîy of
people to earn a livelibood. Wherc îbcse righits are affected by
delegaîed legislation and Parliament bas given a broad grant
of auîborily 10 the goverfiment 10 act in a particular manner,
then Canadians have a righî 10 expeet tbat Parliament will
diseharge ils responsibilities of scruîiny and oversigbl, bold tbe
governiment 10 account, and ask that the government act in a
wav which is consistent with lthe rule of Iaw.

I wanî te give lthe minister an opportunily 10 respond. 1
kno\v hon. iriembers on ail sides of the flouse will be very
inîcrcsîcd in bearing bis response. I bope the conclusion of tbis
debate will bc a positive one of %vbicb aIl mnembers of tbe
flouse and aIl Canadians can be proud, because sse have taken
an action 10 rectify someîbing wbicb, if left undone, \ssould be
an examiple of serious negleet on tbe part of Parliament.

Somne hon. Meinhers: Hear, bear!

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Corbin): The bon. Minister of
Fisheries and Oceans (Mir. LeBlane).

Nir. Lewis: Mr. Speaker. 1 risc on a point of' order. I believe
that tbe bon. member for Proveneber (Mr. Epp>. as the
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