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MOTION FOR CONCURRENCE IN SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATES
(B)

Hon. C. M. Drury (President of the Treasury Board)
moved:

That Supplementary Estimates (B) for the fiscal year ending March
31, 1974, laid before the House March 7, 1974, be concurred in.

[English]

Mr. Erik Nielsen (Yukon): Mr. Speaker, I wish to raise
a point of order with respect to this motion to concur in
supplementary estimates (B). I might say at the outset
that there are several items in the estimates that could be
seriously questioned, but it is not my intention to take up
the time of the House to deal with the procedural argu-
ments tonight. However, one of the irregularities is so
blatant that the item cannot be allowed to pass and my
contention will be that the motion to concur in this par-
ticular estimate cannot be put tonight.

The item in question is vote 25b of supplementary esti-
mates (B) concerning the Food Prices Review Board,
under the Department of Consumer and Corporate
Affairs. This item relates to almost $1 million of public
funds which are to be appropriated if the motion is passed.
The sole description of the purpose of this vote appears on
page 16 of the supplementary estimates. Under the head-
ing “Budgetary” we see ‘“vote 25b—Food Prices Review
Board—program expenditures”, and then a further sub-
heading which reads “Activity to be supplemented”. Then
follow particulars of the administrative objects on which
this money is to be spent and the amounts in which the
money is to be apportioned.

However, I point out to Your Honour that there is no
further description of the purpose of this vote. Despite the
phrase “activity to be supplemented”, there is no vote 25 in
the main estimates for 1973-74 to which reference can be
made for a fuller description. There is no reference to any
othier source by which the purpose of this vote can be
identified. There is no statute or previous vote in any past
Appropriation Act. Indeed—I stand to be corrected on
this—because of the fact that there is no reference in any
past Appropriation Act, it can be concluded that this is the
first time this estimate has appeared before the House.

The vote stands alone and of itself. It is listed under the
Department of Consumer and Corporate Affairs. However,
a scrutiny of the Department of Consumer and Corporate
Affairs Act, which is chapter 27 of the Revised Statutes of
1970, reveals that the act does not appear to authorize the
minister to set up a board, unless it be a departmental
board. Section 3 of the act gives the minister the manage-
ment and direction of the department.

I suggest that this question must then be asked: Does
this include the management and direction of the board
here referred to? I suggest that it does not. Certainly we
have not seen the management and direction of the board
by either the minister responsible for the department or
by the government. Section 5 and 6 of the act set out the
jurisdiction, the powers and duties of the minister. There
is no power there to set up a board, certainly not a board
that can function independently of the minister’s powers
to manage and direct. If this vote is intended to enhance
the minister’s powers to include the setting up of a board,
whether a board over which he has management and



