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of our party. 0f course that would be gooîd for Canada, whether
Canadians know it or not.

As a parliamentarian 1 believe there is no cause which should
take greater precedence than to do things that in our hearts we
lcnow it is what our constituerns would want us to do. They know
what they want. We just bave to ask them more often.

What about those other noble causes: aur friends, aur rela-tives, Alberta, Quebec, Canada, aur parties? 1 believe our
constituents would tell us that by simply representing their
vicws accurately on every issue we would automatically col ac-
tively represent what is best for Canada, our political parties,
our truc friends, our families, our cbildren and our grandchil-
dren.
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Mr. Don Boudria (Gengarry-Prescott-Russeîî): Mr.
Speaker, 1 iistened attentively ta the hon. member's speech. 1
stili cannot figure out whether the member is for or against the
bill. It is indeed most difficuit ta do so. I know the hon. member
is in favour of families and that is very good. He is prabably in
favour of wholcsomeness as well and that is good too.

We are dealing with a bill today as proposed by the right hion.
Prime Minister and as presented in the House b>' the Minister of
Industry. I have waited a long time for this bill.

In 1987 1 was a member of the Cooper committec, the original
parliamentar>' committee which produced the legislation that
exists toda>'. The hegisiation was less than perfect. It did not
include the major recommendations of the committee at the
time.

One of the highliglrts of the Cooper bill was that after thrcc
years of coming into farce the legislatiowi would be up for
rcvicw. The Hohtmann committec did that rcview. 1 also vzas a
member of that committec. If members have flot guesscd
because of the defeats hast ycar of course I amn the onl>' survivor
ofcfither committec and a survivor of both. Therefare, 1 have hiad
the opportunit>' ta work on this issue on severai occasions in the
past.

The report prcsentcd hast ycar b>' the Holtmann committee
was flot a Tory bill as the member acroes the way sui.!:t was a
unanimous decision of the committee which was presenteci and
received the broad support of the House. Maybe it was not the
Reforn, bill but 1 do flot apologize for that. it was a report
produced b>' the dulh> elected people. Maybe that concept is al ion
ta thememcber whojust spoke as wehh,but it was produccd b>'ai
of us in the hast Parliament and it was unanimous.

Tada>' I stand praud because the Prime Minister in
this lcgislation includcd mas: of wbat we askcd for.
cent of wbat was in aur report bas ended up in this Iý
Furtbermore, there were things I was looking for as ai
ai member and the rest of the cammittee was not willir
the report hast year. This Prime Minister has addre*
issues as well.

For example, last year the committee recommended
mendatian 22: "That lobbyists procced imniediately
lish a prafessional association with an industry-wid
ethics". 1 wantcd that ta go a lot further. I prc
amendment ta that at the committcc saying that ini a
what was in recommendation 22 wc should also have
whereby if lobbyists failed ta produce their own codc
the gavernment would impose ane on theni. That
wanted last year.

Guess what is in the bill naw? The Prime Minister sa
wilh impose a cade of ethics through the ncw independE
wha will overview this systeni. He will devehop a col
will impose it on the lobbyists. The>' have na ch'
lobbyists have had years ta praduce such a code but Iii
ta do sa.

1 recognize some of the difficulties that industry hý
players in there were lcss than desirable characters b
flot truc for the majari:>' of them. Some very honourab
are labbyists. Na anc can tell me that the rcpresentatiI]
Canadian Federation of Agriculture ta my office is
honourable.

(Translation]

Nobody can tell me that when people from the UPA
MPs the>' do not have the best interest af their membeCs
Being a lobbyist is nat in itself an undesirable activitY-
not ail mean bastards. But a fcw ratten apples have sPO'
everybody cIse.

And that is the truth. 1 say ta the member who spoke b
that after being ini Parliament for a whihe, ho wilh roi
most lobbyists are hancat, but a few af theni have do,
suspicious things, ta say> the heast.
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[English]

Wherc does that bring us? Last y
were studying Nobbying legishation.
conflict of interest code. The Prime
through this ethics couniseihor, an ind
rules that are even stronger than N
registration of lobbyists. He has add
of interest: ane for ministers, their si
other side for members of Parliamer
for ourselves. That is a ver>' importun
donc. It bas been addressed.
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