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That flexibility is needed to maintain the competitiveness of 
our businesses on the international market, should their trade 
partners not comply with these same commitments. Again, we 
have to insist on the need for a parliamentary follow-up.

states regarding the implementation of any trade agreement 
affecting these states.

The provinces are not involved either in the dispute settle­
ment mechanism described in this bill. Yet, it is essential that 
the provinces be involved in a formal consultation process for 
the development of the Canadian position, especially regarding 
matters within provincial jurisdiction. How can the federal 
government prepare itself adequately in disputes over things 
like beer, magnesium and lumber? Again, let us not forget that, 
in the same legislation that I mentioned moments ago regarding 
the implementation of trade agreements, the United States have 
made provision for the establishment of a consultation process 
for the settlement of disputes affecting American states. Canada 
could do the same thing.

This bill gives the minister the authority to levy duties on 
farm products imported outside tariff rate quotas, so that prices 
will not be lower than prices on the Canadian market when we 
are experiencing shortages. We all know that shortages are not 
always real, but can be engineered.

I am pleased to speak to this amendment moved by my 
colleague for Longueuil providing for a parliamentary follow­
up mechanism. For the sake of openness, it is imperative that we 
set up such a mechanism to monitor the implementation of the 
agreement in Canada, trade commitments undertaken by Cana­
da’s trading partners, and the impact of the agreement on 
Canadian workers and companies.

Finally, it is also imperative that the federal government do 
not act alone with regard to economic matters of major signifi­
cance. These matters have a direct impact on the lives of all 
Canadians and on the social and economic development of every 
province. Thus, provincial governments must be consulted on 
such matters as employment enhancement, monetary policies.

Canada already has a mechanism to monitor U.S. trade 
practices, especially trade barriers against Canadian goods. 
That process is open to the public, but no report is tabled in the 
House. This amendment involves a control of the bureaucratic 
system by the Parliament of Canada in order to inform the 
Canadian public as fully as possible, and promote public debate 
on major issues affecting the Canadian economy.

etc.

The second major point is the need for agreement with the 
provinces on tariff rate quotas and selection mechanisms for 
access to Canadian market. The import quotas set to protect our 
supply management programs have been abolished by the GATT 
agreements. They have been replaced by tariff quotas. This 
affects four agricultural areas: dairy products, eggs, poultry and 
turkeys.

This same concern about openness can already be seen in the 
United States. The American version of our Bill C-57 provides 
for an annual review of trade policies by Congress. It is essential 
that Canadian elected representatives be informed of the status 
of commitments undertaken by our trading partners under the 
Uruguay Round. For example, Parliament should get informa­
tion on reductions in internal and export subsidies in the United 
States, the opening-up of U.S. borders to Canadian exports, etc.

Under the Canadian legislation implementing the Uruguay 
Round agreements, tariff quota mechanisms and their allocation 
are in the minister’s hands. The Bloc Québécois believes it is 
imperative to limit that power and to make it incumbent on the 
minister to get the agreement of the provinces for any change in 
these tariff quota allocation mechanisms.

More importantly, Parliament should be apprised of develop­
ments in trade disputes between Canada and the United States 
concerning, for example, wheat, beer, yoghurt and ice cream. 
Our American neighbours are prepared, with the number of 
consultation processes I mentioned earlier, to settle those dis­
putes. Canada is not in the same state of readiness, and that is 
why we should implement similar mechanisms immediately.
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But there is something more important. Because of the impact 
on regional economies, it is important that the provinces be 
involved in allocation. As with the tariff quota allocation, we do 
not see how the mechanisms for selecting our trade partners to 
be given access to the Canadian market can be concentrated in 
the hands of the minister only.

Since the Liberal Party promised labour adjustment measures 
in its red book, members opposite should not reject this amend­
ment which provides that the minister should inform the House 
of new developments in this area.

Mr. Stéphane Bergeron (Verchères, BQ): Madam Speaker, 
like my colleagues who already spoke on the various amend­
ments now before us, I am pleased to give my views on 
amendments 1, 2, 6 and 7. With your permission, I would like to 
start with amendments 6 and 7, proposed by the hon. member 
from the NDP.

It is imperative that the provinces be involved in this selection 
process, because of the direct and indirect impact it can have on 
regional economies. As for the subsidized exports, our amend­
ment seeks to give Canadian industries more flexibility for the 
phasing out of our export subsidies in compliance with our 
GATT commitments.


