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another hour of the great entertainment which he is putting
forth.

Mr. Epp (Thunder Bay-Nipigon): Mr. Chairman, 1 arn a
little riled up, 1 suppose, as my friend in the Official Opposi-
tion has observed, because we had an agreement and it seems
to me that the spirit of it has been violated. It seems to me,
Mr. Chairman, that we should return to the issue. For those
purposes, 1 would like to put some comments on the record
about Clause 1 of the Bill which is a general one. 1 would like
to quote from page 26875 of Hansard of June 28, 1983, the
words of the Hon. Member for Halton. He said:

Mr. Speaker. I would just like ta make a few commenta on Bill C-95 in respect
ta the sports pool and motion No. 4 moved by my colleague in respect ta thse
Auditor General aaking over the accountability of this sports pool pragramn. In
fact, 1 would hope that Parliament would sec fit ta study thse possibility of thse
Auditor General being accounitable ta this Hause for aIl Government agencica
and Crown corporations, and therefore ta the Canadian public.

At the outtet, I would like ta say that thit sports pool is nothing more than an
indirect taxation by deviaus ways and means. It is an undcrhanded way of
collccting money from the Canadian public because thse Govemnment bas failcd
in its responsibility time and time again ta collect it by normal means. I would
like ta mention tbree examples of the devious ways in whicb this Government bas
handled the situation from the outset. On June 26, 1981 I asked a question of the
then Minister responsible for fitness and amateur sport, and I will quote my
whole question because it puts ibis wbole sports pool into perspective. I said:
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Madam Speaker, my question is directed ta the minister of fitness and
amateur sport. When the original Olympic lattery was introduced in order to
defray the casts of thse Montreal Olympics, the Liberal Govcrnmcnt at that
lime gave Csnadians and the House its assurances that no further lottcries or
gambling operations would be initiated.

That promise, as the Minister knows, bas already been broken. It bas now
came ta my attention that the Minister is well on bis way ta cxtcnding federal
gambling progrsms ta whst is known as aIl-sports betting, in other words,
rcducing thse Government ta the status of bookies for betting on hockey games.
football games and s0 on. Witbout once again copping out by giving s stock
answer blaming the previaus Government, can thse minister confirmi or deny
wbether bis Gavernment is contemplating sucb action?

The Member for Halton then said:
The Minister's response was:

1 would inform tIse Hon. Member that the Governmcnt bas no such plans.
We do nos cantempîste any sucb scheme as the Han. Member bas mentioned.
Tbree dsys later. Mr. Speaker, 1 produced a sample of a sports pool ticket in

this House and sbawed it ta the Minister. IHe had ta agree that they were
studying sume form of gambling operatiun but he was nut sure wbcther that was
it and be in fact bad not seen that ticket. Sa the Minister was cither deliheratcly
misleading the House three days esrlier, ar he wattally ignorant of what went
on in bis own Department.

Ta show you tIse deviaus ways and means this Govcrnmcnt has used ta handle
this situation from the beginning, lest than thrcc montbs later, on September 14,
that same Minister announced very proudly that tIse federal Governmcnt, tht
Liberals, were gaing ta introduce a sports pool betting schemne along the lines I
suggested Ise was planning lest than tbree months earlier when he denied it. That
is why I caîl it deviaus ways and means.

Point number two, Mr. Speaker, is advertising. Wc bave talked about thse cat
of sdvertising sports pools and gsmbling operations by this Gavcrnment, but
there is alto misleading advertising. I take yau back ta December 6, 1976, wben
I informed the then Minister of Consumer and Carporate Affaira, Mr. Abbott,
tIsaI thse ads for Lota Canada at tbat time were 50 misleading that a Canadian is
twice as likely ta be bit by ligbtning than he is ta win $1 million in tIsaI gambling
aperation. The Minister said that be agrced there was excessive and misleading
use of advertising. He said it was exaggerated optimism. He alto said that ie did
flot plan ta get tough about thse ads even though be considered tbemn inappropri-
ste. unfair and in bad taste. He said that wbile hc did nat tbink the ads were

misleading. they tend ta raise expectations in the public mind which arc
unjustified. He was then removed from that position and we neyer heard any
further about any changes made in that regard. Again. an example of deviaus
ways and means of promoting federal gambling operations.

A third paint, which is probably the most important and cormes ta the rmas of
this whole problem, is that lottery operations wcre agreed ta by Pariament to
defray the cost of the Montreal Olympics in 1976. There was a lot of debate
about this and we reccived ail kinds of assurances from the Liberal Government
that once those coats wcre defrayed there would no longer be any attempt by the
Liberal administration or Parliament ta bring in gambling aperatians under
sports pools or lotteries or any such nonsense. Those were autrigbt lies by the
Governmcnt at that time because, as you know, Mr. Speaker. the lattery
defrayed the cast of the Montreal Olympics but then the rinme was changed ta
Loto Canada and the rest is history.

Wben Hon. Members opposite say that we on Ibis side do flot care about
helping the arts and amateur athlctea, that is the furthcst from the trutb. As a
former athlete 1 support anything which can bc donc ta hclp amateur athîctes in
this country. But certainly flot by cstablishing the phoncy. sleazy programa the
Governmcnt is talking about which would be taking advantage primarily of tIhe
poor people of this nation. and then mislcading them with false and misleading
advcrtising.

There are other ways ta help amateur athîctes in this country other than
through lotteries and sports pools or indecd even large Govcrnment grants. First
wc should try ta expand sponsorship by the private sectar of amateur sports
programa and the arts. We could expand the developmcnt fees which the N HL is
now paying tawards the dcvclopmcnt of junior hockey players. That makes sense.
But wc are flot gaing far cnough. What about figure skaters. as I once was? I
spent ail my time learning that sport in thia country. Today the federal
Government is subsidizing Sports Canada, rightly so. for the development of
figure skaters and othcr sports, but then the creami of the figure skaters are
taken away for foreign professional ice shows which do flot give anything back ta
the taxpayer in this country ta develap figure akaters. Surely there is a golden
apportunity for Ibis Parliament ta go ta thse Ice Capades. Holiday on Ice and Ice
Follies and say that cvery time thcy bire anc of aur akaters trained here in
Canada, surely tbcy must psy somcthing back. Thse same thing is truc in tennis
and other prafessional sports.

That is an. eminently sound idea which 1 would encourage the
present Minister to pursue. The Member concludes:

These are just some af the ways and means of corrccting the existing problem.
whether it is on an angoing basis for fitness and amateur sports, or specifically,
as Motion No. 3 statcd. that there sbauld be funding for thse Calgary Olympics.

In closing, Mr. Speaker-

This is where these comments really corne to the point:
-1 just want ta reiterate my total apposition ta any type of lottery or sports
pool.

Well said. If only the Bill did that. instead of stopping on
the federal side.

I think it la degrading. downgrsding and certainly not in the spirit of athletic
sports and the Olympica.

WelI said again, 1 would say.

If I had mare time I could cxpand on the many recommendations available ta
this Parlisment and thse Government in order ta assist thse arts and amateur
sports in general.

Thank you for allowing me to place these words on the
record, many of them sound words and some which 1 would
dispute.

Mr. Jelinek: Mr. Chairman, my only comment is that
having heard my words repeated by Mr. Epp in the House
today as 1 sat on this side, 1 can only say that 1 made one hell
of a speech then.
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