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Mr. Mac Harb (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister for
International Trade, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, we acknowledge the
need for programs and initiatives to deal with child poverty.
That is precisely what this government is doing with the
initiative of the human resources ministry. There is something
now before the public and we welcome their ideas. To agree to
this proposed amendment would be almost like changing the
game half way through or after it has already been played.

First, we are raising the issue of relationship between the
international trade regime and social and labour standards. The
purpose of the bill is to implement the World Trade Organization
agreement. There is nothing in the agreement that deals with this
subject. It was not the object of any negotiation and no obliga-
tion needs to be implemented in this respect.

The proposed amendment would represent a major departure
from the position taken by Canada on several occasions. This
issue should be addressed in multilateral negotiations rather
than by taking unilateral actions. It is one of the areas that was
identified truly in Marrakech as potential subject matter for
future negotiations. Canada is now participating in discussions
on this subject in the OECD as well with the ILO.

Nevertheless, we agree with the spirit of the motion, but
unfortunately, technically speaking we will not be able to accept
it. We are recommending rejection of the motion.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Kilger): Is the House ready for the
question?

Some hon. members: Question.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Kilger): The question is on Motion
No. 9. Is it the pleasure of the House to adopt the motion?

Some hon. members: Agreed.
Some hon. members: No.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Kilger): All those in favour of the
motion will please say yea.

Some hon. members: Yea.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Kilger): All those opposed to the
motion will please say nay.

Some hon. members: Nay.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Kilger): In my opinion the hays
have it.

And more than five members having risen:

Pursuant to Standing Order 76(8), the recorded division on the
motion stands deferred.

Government Orders

[Translation]

Mr. Stéphane Bergeron (Verchéres, BQ) moved:
Motion No. 10

ThatBill C-57, inClause 185, beamended by adding afterline 22, onpage 124, the
following:

“(6)Section97 of the Actisamended by addingthe following aftersubsection(2):

*(3) The Governor in Council shall, on the recommendation of the Minister of
Finance and the Minister of Industry, make regulations prescribing the factors that
shall be considered indetermining whether the dumping or subsidizing of any goods
has caused any injury or retardation or is threatening to cause injury, which factors
shall include, among others,

(a) unused production capacity;
(b) any increase in imports;

(c) any adverse price effects;
(d) inventories;

(e) any other demonstrable adverse trends™.”

He said: Mr. Speaker, as we say: Last but not least. I do hope
that the government will be more open—minded than it has been
so far.

I find it somewhat despicable that the government would
oppose the previous amendment, which merely sought to ensure
that Bill C-57 take into consideration Canada’s international
commitments in other sectors, particularly as regards the issue
of children’s law.
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That being said, I want to discuss Motion No. 10, which we
proposed and which is the result of representations made by
Canadian steel producers who appeared before the Standing
Committee on Foreign Affairs and International Trade late last
Wednesday, to tell us about their concerns.

Those concerns are essentially that, when comparing the
Canadian and American bills to implement the Uruguay Round
Agreement, the steel industry notes that the American bill is
much more precise regarding the identification of the causes of
dumping. Consequently, the association has come to the conclu-
sion that, for its members to be able to compete with their
American counterparts, the Canadian legislation also has to be
more precise regarding the issue of dumping.

The steel producers informed us of their findings. Mrs. Van
Loon, the President of the Canadian Steel Producers Associa-
tion, told us that, given the rather special relations between
Canada and the United States regarding the steel trade, if the
Americans were giving themselves a baseball bat in their
legislation, as she put it, the least we could do was to give
ourselves a baseball bat too, even if it is a smaller one.

Consequently, we are asking that the Canadian legislation be
amended so as to allow our industries to compete with their
American competition.



