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Oral Questions

Wil the minister tell this House once and for ail that
he will fot sacrifice Canadian jobs just to satisfy bis
govemment's American corporate friends?

Hon. John C. Crosbie (Minister for International
Trade): Mr. Speaker, apparently the hon. gentleman did
flot hear the previous question or the previous answer.

I can certainly tell hima that this government is flot
going to sacrifice Canadian jobs for anyone, including
hon. members opposite.

IMMIGRATION

Mr. Alfonso Gagliano (Saint-Léonard): Mr. Seaker,
my question is for the Minister of Employme nt and
Immigration.

Canadians who leave the country to mar-y a citizen of
another country have to wait two years or more before
their spouses can corne to Canada.

Can the minister tell Canadians, and in particular
Canadians of Indian origin, that this inhumane, long
delay will not be tolerated any more and that new
measures will be introduced to reunite spouses as soon
as possible?

Hon. Barbara McDougall (Minister of Employînent
and Immigration): Mr. Speaker, clearly this is a matter
of sorne considerable concern frorn a humanitarian point
of view.

However, as the hon. member knows, part of the
reason for the delay is sirnply the high dernand of people
who want to corne to Canada. As the hon. member also
knows frorn my announicernent on immigration levels,
with the addîtional rnoney that we are going to put into
processing we will be able to speed this process Up, I
would hope quite considerably. We will be moving
spouses to the top of oui- priority list, as we move into
oui- new immigration plan.

[Translation]

Mr. Alfonso Gagliano (Saint-Léonard): Mr. Speaker,
the minister said that it is due to the hîgh demand of
people who want to corne to Canada. But why do spouses
have to wait over two years to be reunited? Why does the
minister demand that spouses be separated immediately
after getting married?

Hon. Barbara McDougall (Minister of Employxnent
and Immigration): Mr-. Speaker, what I arn saying is that
oui- immigration plan does cail for better conditions for

spouses. It is a problem, but it is also due to the high
number of people who are applying to corne to Canada.
We have the power to change the systern to some extent,
but flot to the extent the hon. member and myseif would
like to.

[English]

THE ENVIRONMENT

Mr-. Jim Fulton (Skeena): Mr-. Speaker, rny question is
for the Minister of the Environrnent who has lost the
battie in cabinet on including specifics on global warrning
ini the shrinking green plan. Greed obviously packs more
punch than green for the Conservatives and their rail-
lionaire fi-iends in the fossil fuel sector.

Would the rninister explain to Canadians why he bas
chosen pollution and profit ahead of the conservation
and energy efficiency strategy, which would have cnt
carbon dioxide ernissions and would have saved every
rnan, wornan and child in Canada $5,000 over the next 10
years?

Hon. Robert de Cotret (Minister of the Environment):
Mr. Speaker, ail I can say to rny hon. colleague in answer
to that question is that the only thing that is shi-inking
here is bis knowledge base about what is going to be in
the green plan.

Mr. Jim. Fulton (Skeena): Mr-. Speaker, rny supplernen-
ta-y question is for the same minister. Lt will be interest-
ing to see if when he said "billions" with an s it is the $5
billion that his predecessor prornised in five $1 billion
announcements.

Would the minister confirrn that without action on
global wairning. whîch is clearly the rnost serions global
environrnental threat that we face, Canadians will face
eerigency costs as revealed in Geneva of $12 billion in
dikes and other emergency measures to hold back sea
rise over the next 20 years?

Hon. Robert de Cotret (Minister of the Environment):
Mi-. Speaker, I would like to re-ernphasize the position
that this Govemnment of Canada bas taken in Geneva.

First of ail, we re-emphasized oui- cornritrnent to
stabilize greenhouse gases by the year 2000 at 1990
levels. Second, we stated veiy clearly in Geneva-and
rny colleague was there to hear rne-that we accepted
that fui-the- steps were required and that we would be
woi-king with the international comrnunity to set out
those steps. Finally, we argued veiy strongly in that
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