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office holders, namely ministers and senior public servants;
aIse, its intention te establish a code of ethics for lobbyists.

1 persenally feel it is entireiy appropriate that the Ethics
Counselior be responsible for administering these three codes cf
ethics. This wiii eliminate the scattering cf responsibilities. 1 do
feel, however, that there are a number cf shortcomings in the
bill. First cf ail, the Ethics Counsellor wili not be appointed by
and accountable to Parliament, but rather by the Governor in
Council.

Whiie the Ethios Counselior is required te present an annuai
report te Parliament, and while Parliament must periodicaiiy
review this legisiation, the fact remains that, because hie is
appointed by the Governor in Council-there fore by Cabinet
and the Prime Minster-it is difficuit te estabiish a clear
administrative link and reporting reiationship; in rny opinion,
this is ail the more incengrueus in that the registrar will continue
te report te the Department cf Industry. I think we should ask
why the Ethics Counseilor is appointed by the Governor in
Council, therefore, by the Prime Minister. If we want the Ethics
Counseilor te 6e entireiy credible and as unbiased as possible
fer this wcrk, which would include deaiing with possible
conflicts of interest involving Cabinet members, 1 think this
appeintment should net 6e made by the Governer-in-Ceuncil,
representing the wishes of Cabinet, but rather by Parliament
itseif.

According te tbe red book, and I quete, "~the Ethics Counsel-
lcr wiil 6e appointed after consultation with the leaders cf al
parties in the House cf Commons".

I cannot deny that the Leader cf the Officiai Opposition and
the leader cf the Reform Party were infermed cf Mr. Wilacn's
appointment, and I do net deny that we are entirely in faveur of
th; ,,g.;ntmpnt *Q T nntpd A ,.riipr Rtnt oivé-n the eafle

Consumer and Corporate Affairs respecting the Lob
istration Act".

Well, the first recommendation of the Holtmann
gests that, and 1 quote "The distinction between Tic
II lobbyists be eliminated". But it is maintained. 1
explain that a lobbyist working for a large corporati,
two months to file a return while consultant lobbyisi
ten days? What is the basis for such différent trea
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We should flot differentiate on the basis of status
according te the type of activity. Someone who pla3
is a pianist; someone who lobbies is a lobbyist. Wha
they have, ail lobbyists perform the saine activity an,
not keep this artificial difference.

1 also believe that we should have donc away wil
exemptions for lobbying expenses, something wh
way, was suggested by the Minister of Transport. Tih
tiens mean that the gevernment is subsidizing the N
taken by private interests to influence the decisi
process.

1 believe that direct referrai te committee, whi<
does away with second reading, something we regret
a positive aspect in that it allows members to voice tl
on the principie of the bill. In ccmmittee, the Bloc
will try te prevent this bill from becoming an en,
mere cosmetic operation. The Bloc Quebecois wili
with the gcvernment, but it aIsoe xpects the gover'
open and receptive te the constructive suggestions tii
made by the various political parties in the House

[E.glish]

Mr. John Bryden (Hamilton-Wentworth): Mr.
is a great pleasure to speak to this motion te send E
committee.

1 cannet think of a type of legislation that ia more i
al] members cf the House cf Commons. I like te thia]
the kind cf thing I was sent by the people in My ridi
the House.

1 teck notes of two things as this debate progresse'
tremendoua co-operation that has been showii by 1
the opposition parties to examine this bill very cane4

look for ways te impreve the bill and te find defijCidl
teck note cf the minister's statement this morilifi
willing to entertain any kind cf bona fide, progfes5
tion, any kind of amendiment.

I do have somcthing 1 would like te add te tdia
amendinent. It has te do with a aubject that is of grUe
me and te other members cf the House and that isS Pe
groupa.
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