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agreement. Ontario is one of only three provinces that does not 
have an immigration agreement with the federal government.

As you can see, Mr. Speaker, that does not answer my 
question. The previous government had instituted an appoint­
ment process designed to be non-partisan, in which nominations 

With this first step we have clearly demonstrated our willing- were t0 be sent to recruitment committees. Since coming into
ness to enhance co-operation and co-ordination between the office October 25, the new government has been telling us that
two levels of government. The federal government has a series 
of settlement programs and services designed to help immi­
grants access services available to all Canadians. These pro­
grams are designed and delivered on the understanding that 
settlement is a process that involves new and established 
Canadian residents.

they were following in the tracks of the previous government. 
Let me tell you that they have gone off the track and that 
openness has been thrown into the ditch.

Today, I asked the minister again why his government had 
made that change? To no avail.

Why did the minister not submit the appointment to theCanadians are involved as sponsors, service deliverers, vol­
unteers and hosts. More than 300 external partners have entered parliamentary committee on Canadian Heritage? 
into contribution agreements with the Department of Citizen­
ship and Immigration for the delivery of services to newcomers. Why does the minister refuse to table before that committee, 

meeting in camera, the list of candidates who have turned down 
The program allocations for the various settlement programs as rePorted La Presse today,

for 1993-94 will be over $251 million. We understand and share 
Ontario’s concerns about settlement and integration, and 
certainly prepared to listen. This immigration agreement will be Political appointments when his Prime Minister is boasting left 
the first step in addressing Ontario’s concerns. and ri§ht that he wants to restore the confidence of the people of

Canada and Quebec in their public corporations and federal 
institutions?

Why does the minister refuse to be more transparent aboutwe are

[Translation]

Is it only because the minister is not an expert on parliamenta­
ry procedure, as he said himself?POLICY ON APPOINTMENTS

. . At the first opportunity the government has to make good on a
Mrs. Suzanne Tremblay (Rimouski Témiscouata): Mr. promise, namely to run the country with transparency, it has 

Speaker, as the Minister of Canadian Heritage announced yes- candidacies sent to the Prime Minister’s Office instead of an 
terday and again today, he is placing this House in front of a fait impartial recruitment committee, 
accompli with respect to the appointment of a new President of 
the Canadian Broadcasting Corporation. He has refused to 
subject this appointment to a parliamentary committee for 
approval in a free, binding vote, as the previous government had 
promised.

I think that the people of Quebec and Canada are entitled to 
see for themselves that the people running their public corpora­
tions are chosen on the basis of objective criteria.

• (1820)
Yesterday, I asked the minister to explain to the House why 

this policy was changed and why candidates for the position of 
president and chief executive officer of the CBC had to send 
their résumés to the Prime Minister’s Office, to the official in 
charge of appointments, who is a long-standing Liberal Party 
activist.

Need I remind you that we are entitled to question the 
government’s openness on this? Indeed, we have no grounds to 
believe that the credibility of the process of appointment to 
management positions in federal institutions has been improved 
by the recent change of government.

The minister told us that the policy had changed because the 
government had changed and went on to refer me to page 454 of 
Hansard. That was an obvious statement if there ever was one. 
And the reason I am rising again on this question this evening is 
that the minister’s answer was totally unacceptable as it did not 
address my question.

How many candidates refused the position in the CBC? Why 
did the Prime Minister break with tradition and prefer to choose 
a candidate from inside instead of from outside the organiza­
tion? The minister had many meetings with the candidate while 
he was acting president of the Corporation since November. Did 
the minister discuss his candidacy during those meetings? Did 
the minister support the candidacy? Did he personally recom- 

I did refer to Hansard as the hon. minister had so kindly mend it to the appointments director? Who really made the 
suggested and here is what I found, and I quote: “The govern- decision? The minister, Mrs. Collenette or the Prime Minister 
ment will announce shortly the appointment of the new presi- on the advice of his special adviser, the former president of the 
dent of the CBC”. CBC?


