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COMMONS DEBATES

Engiish)

Mr. Boudria: Mr. Speaker, ona point of order. There has been
€ Consultation. I am not sure whether it is a conc}usxon yet.
i 3PS While I am making this proposal, it will give further

£ 0r the House to consider it.

I}”Ould like to seek agreement that consideration for this
Ea".'c“]ar bill be extended. In other words, that government
Sio 'ess be extended by one-half hour, and that at the conclu-
be gf’f the half hour the issue be disposed of, this particular item
'Sposed of at that time.

ies ¢cond, that in exchange for doing that, so as to not inconve-
havnce any members, we would agree by unanimous consent to
the ¢ only two speakers at Private Members’ Hour, dealing with

'm put on the Order Paper by the hon. member for
on ?Ll:tops- Only he and one member for the Reform would speak

Particular private members’ item.
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for It(;he Conclusion of that debate, the initiative of the member
tary - loops would be withdrawn and referre:d to a parliamen-
Par)j, " ittee. I do not know whether there is consent for the
kngy, ,, -Ntary committee on agriculture to be more specific. I
'S 1s a lot to digest in a very few seconds.

Pl'éi‘ > done o accommodate members of one party w.ho would
Othe, 10 speak on this bill and forgo the tin?e for speaking on the
linge, ofne. The ultimate effect essentially is not to lengthen the
Sapy - the Sitting, that the House would terminate at exactly the
time. | do not know whether that suits hon. members.
Wiﬁ?;haps there is a request to repeat all of that. Of course I am
810 do so.

lhg;ge Dep_‘lty Speaker: Perhaps we could split that in half. Is
lu]‘mlmous consent to extend debate for half an hour?

So
e hop, members: Agreed.

x"'Cnnfi Dep“ty Speaker: Is there unanimous consent to the
Peag apan of the deputy whip’s motion that only two members

%0, r.ndlthat the matter be referred to the standing committee

Cltyrer

i hon, members: Agreed.
angif' iB:lldr
e
;?:l’QSSed lt]e
Poge, of

1a: Mr. Speaker, I think you have listed the first
ms. There was one in the centre that was not
t was the issue that this government order be
at the conclusion of the 30 minutes.

Q .
iy aglr): Puty Speaker: I sort of assumed that was the case. Is it
®d that it would be disposed of?

Government Orders
Some hon. members: Agreed.

[Translation]

Mr. Stephane Bergeron (Verchéres): Mr. Speaker, unless I

- am mistaken, I do have ten minutes to make my speech. Thank

you very much. I am pleased to participate in the debate on Bill
-43.

When we looked at the Pearson Airport deal, I think we were
all hoping that a bill would be tabled to tighten up the Lobbyists
Registration Act, and are pleased that the government decided to
propose this legislation, even though it is, in our opinion, far
from being enough.

I'have rather mixed feelings about this bill. On the one hand, I
agree that it is a first step in tightening up the provisions
concerning lobbyists but, on the other hand, I feel that the
proposed measures are not enough. I will discuss this more in
detail later on.

Earlier this morning, the hon. member for Madawaska—Vic-
toria said that lobbies were an essential component of our
democratic system. She may be right, but we must ensure that
lobbying does not corrupt the democratic process, and I think

this is the goal of a bill designed to better monitor the role and
the work of lobbyists.

The hon. member for Jonquiére was quite right when he said
that the bill, in its present form, would not have prevented what
we refer to as the Pearson Airport scandal. In fact, it is very
symptomatic to see that the government waited until the conclu-
sion of the debate on the bill concerning compensation to those

involved in the Pearson Airport deal, before finally tabling its
legislation on lobbyists.

This bill is essential because, if we look at the American
experience—which we can observe from up close—we see that
lobbyists in the United States have gained such power that, in a
way, they control several decisions made by the White House
and the Congress. A number of positive points must be empha-
sized in Bill C-43. First of all, the appointment of an Ethics
Counsellor. I think the principle is fully justified and that there
was an obvious need to appoint an Ethics Counsellor. We also
find it very positive that this Ethics Counsellor js being given
investigative powers.
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As the Leader of the Official Opposition said yesterday, we
fully support Mr. Wilson’s appointment to the position of Ethics
Counsellor. Mr. Wilson has had a highly respected career; he is a

very honourable man, and we think he js fully qualified for this
position.

We note the government’s intention to establish a parliamen-
tary committee whose mandate would be to develop a code of
ethics for senators and members of Parliament. We also note its
intention to expand and tighten the code of ethics for public




