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Mr. Riis: We are interested in getting to some of the more
controversial clauses as quickly as possible. Rather than spend
needless time in this kind of fruitless discussion, it seems to me
that a way to facilitate it would be for the Minister to circulate
his technical amendments to all Members present. This would
enable us to study them so that the minute we come to that
particular Clause we could move their introduction and deal
with them very effectively.

In the spirit of co-operation and in the spirit of moving this
legislation through as quickly as possible, would the Minister
consent to circulating all technical amendments so that Hon.
Members opposite and Members of his own back bench will
have a chance to study them? Then we could deal with them,
Clause by Clause, as we come to them in the deliberations.

Mr. Cosgrove: Obviously, Mr. Chairman, we are no further
ahead than we were in my first offer to have the amendments
accepted as moved. Therefore, I have no option but to move
the two amendments to Clause 4, and I would like to move
them in order. It is moved by myself and seconded by the
Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Finance:

That subclause 4(8) of Bill C-139 be amended by striking out lines 19 to 22 on
page 12 and substituting the following:

“terest in a prescribed debt obligation, an amount determined in prescribed
manner shall be deemed to accrue to the taxpayer as interest on the obligation
in each taxation year during which he held the interest in the obligation.”
Second, it is moved by myself and seconded by the Parlia-

mentary Secretary:

That subclause 4(12) of Bill C-139 be amended by striking out lines 37 and 38
on page 13 and substituting the following:

“(12) Subsection (4) is applicable in respect of amounts that became
receivable after December 31, 1982 in respect of the period after that date.”

The Assistant Deputy Chairman: Order. So that the Com-
mittee may proceed in an orderly fashion, the Chair will put
the first amendment moved by the Minister to the House.

Mr. Lambert: When we get to it.

The Assistant Deputy Chairman: When we get to it. There-
fore, the debate is now on Clause 4.

Mr. Blenkarn: Mr. Chairman, with the permission of the
Minister, may I suggest that we deal with some matters that
can be cleaned up relatively quickly. From our side’s point of
view with respect to Clause 4, we are prepared to let pass
Subclause 4(1).

The Assistant Deputy Chairman: Order, please. I apologize
to the Hon. Member for Mississauga South, but the Chair
should read the amendment moved by the Hon. Minister, put
it to the Committee at this time, so that debate can proceed in
an orderly fashion. Is the Hon. Member for Edmonton West
rising on a point of order?

Mr. Lambert: Mr. Chairman, I find that the Minister’s idea
of procedure in Committee of the Whole varies a great deal
from the practice of the House.

Mr. Cosgrove: No.

Income Tax

Mr. Lambert: All right, he knows better. May I suggest that
we take Clause 4(1), 4(2) and 4(3), and if there is to be an
amendment to Subclause (4), then the Minister propose his
amendment. But to slide in three or four amendments and
have the Minister of State for Finance put them is not accept-
able to us until time for debate. Therefore, why put them? The
Chair finds itself out of order.
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With the greatest of respect, my suggestion, is a lot easier. I
think the Minister of State for Finance could find another
Minister to propose the amendments—I see he has one now—
because the practice here is not for a Minister and his Parlia-
mentary Secretary to propose amendments, but another
Minister. Let us get that squared away, too.

Mr. Cosgrove: Mr. Chairman, one Member from the
Opposition rose and asked that I produce the material so Hon.
Members could have it to look at in advance while debating
the Clause. I offered it to Members to look at while debating
Subclause (1), Subclause (2) and Subclause (3) before getting
to Subclause (4) and (12). That is exactly what is asked for.
Now another Hon. Member has risen and said “Don’t do
that.”

Mr. Lambert: Mr. Chairman, the Minister is insisting on
moving. I do not think he has the right to move the amend-
ment since he is piloting the Bill. He has to hold the amend-
ments until it is reached. My colleague from Mississauga
South said distribute them. Distribution of amendments has
been done here since time immemorial. No matter whether
you are in a standing committee or in Committee of the
Whole, you put out the amendments and, therefore, have a
chance beforehand to look at them. The Minister shakes his
head. I will bow to his superior wisdom of membership in this
House of two or three years.

The Assistant Deputy Chairman: Order, please. First, |
would like to thank Hon. Members for their comments. There
would be two ways to proceed but I sense following Members’
comments that it would be wise to proceed with debate on
Clause 4. When the question is put on the individual Clauses
or Subclauses, at that point we could properly put to the
House the motions to amend and dispose of them at that time.
Unless Hon. Members wish to go immediately to those
Clauses, I will recognize the Hon. Member for Mississauga
South on Clause 4.

Mr. Blenkarn: Mr. Chairman, 1 would like to expedite
things here. From this Party’s point of view, we are prepared
to pass Clause 4(1), (2), (3), (4) and (5) without debate.

Mr. Cosgrove: Mr. Chairman, am I to assume that includes
Subclause (4) and amended, or is it Subclause (8) which is the
first amendment?

Mr. Blenkarn: Mr. Chairman, if the Minister would follow
me, I said we would pass without debate Clause 4(1), (2), (3),
(4) and (5).



