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Rather, the problem is that the approval of the agreement is
made conditional. It means that we are willing to renege on the
word given on the international scene, which will not necessari-
ly endear us to our trading partners. On the other hand, clause
8(6) states: ‘‘No law of Canada may be declared invalid on the
ground that the law or its application or enforcement in a
particular circumstance is inconsistent with any provision of
the Agreement”.

The effect of this provision of the proposed amendment is to
render Bill C-57 completely null and void. This is basically why
we are opposed to this amendment.

I say it again, we are doing so with great regret since the
underlying principles are laudable and we are in total agreement
with them. We will have to vote against this amendment and we
most sincerely regret it.

® (1255)
[English]

Mr. Charlie Penson (Peace River, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, I rise
to oppose Motion No. 3. I believe the trade agreement must be
allowed to overrule protectionist domestic laws both here and in
the United States. We must act within the spirit of the agreement
that was signed by the 120 member countries after seven long
years of negotiations in the GATT Uruguay round.

If we adopted the amendment proposed by the NDP we would
not be achieving the move to free trade which benefits a lot of
us, and particularly those in agriculture who did not have rules
regarding trade in agriculture under the GATT. They are now
being brought under it for the first time. I believe protectionist
laws may be developed in some provinces that would handcuff
the ability of the federal government to work within the World
Trade Organization and the GATT.

I believe it should be defeated and therefore oppose the
motion.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Kilger): Is the House ready for the
question?

Some hon. members: Question.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Kilger): The question is on Motion
No. 3. Is it the pleasure of the House to adopt the motion?

Some hon. members: Agreed.
Some hon. members: No.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Kilger): All those in favour of the
motion will please say yea.

Some hon. members: Yea.

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

Some hon. members: Nay.

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

Some hon. members: On division.
(Motion No. 3 negatived.)

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Kilger): I shall now propose
Motions Nos. 4 and 5 which will be grouped for debate but voted
on separately.

Mr. Len Taylor (The Battlefords—Meadow Lake, NDP)
moved:

Motion No. 4

That Bill C-57 be amended by adding after line 20, on page 4, the following new
Clause:

*“12.1 The Minister shall conduct a study to determine the effects of the Uruguay
Round Agreements on the Canadian milk marketing systemand shall, not later than
6 months after the date of entry into force of the Agreement with respect to Canada,
table a report in the House of Commons on the results of the study.”

Motion No. 5

That Bill C-57, be amended by adding after line 20, on page 4, the following new
Clause:

““12.1 Not later than March 1 of each year beginning in 1996, the Minister shall
table inthe House of Commons a report describing, inrespect of the preceding fiscal
year of the World Trade Organization (“WTO”),

(a) the major activities and work programs of WTO, including the functions and
activities of committees established under Article IV of the Agreement and the
expenditures made by WTO in connection with those activities and programs;

(b) the percentage of budgetary assessments by WTO that were accounted for by
each WTO Member including Canada,

(c) the total number of personnel employed or retained by the Secretariat at WTO
and the number of professional, administrative and support staff at WTO;

(d) for each personnel category described in paragraph (c), the number of citizens of
each WTO Member and the average salary of the personnel in each category;

(e) any report issued by a panel or the Appellate Body in a dispute settlement
proceeding regarding any law of Canada or of any province or territory in Canada
and the efforts of the Minister to provide for implementation of recommendations
contained in the report that are adverse to Canada or any province or territory in
Canada;

(f) details on proceedings before a panel or the Appellate Body that were initiated
during the fiscal year regarding any law of Canada or of any province or territory in
Canada, the status of the proceeding and the matters at issue in the proceeding;

(g) the status of consultations with any State whose law was the subject of a report
adverse to Canada that was issued by a panel or the Appellate Body; and

(h) any progress achieved in increasing the transparency of proceedings of the
Ministerial Conference and the General Council and of dispute settlement
proceedings conducted pursuant to the Dispute Settlement Understanding.




