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That approach called for private sector involvement, especially
in traditional or innovative airport services as much as possible.

Instead of delegating the management of Pearson Airport to a
local public authority similar to the ones in place in Montreal,
Vancouver, Calgary and Edmonton, the government decided to
favour a private consortium, thus going directly against its
general policies.

It has not been proven that the decision to change the
management framework of Lester B. Pearson Airport was made
according to generally recognized principles of good public
management. One has to look elsewhere to find the real reasons
that prompted the Conservative government to sign in a rush, in
the middle of an election campaign, the October 7, 1993
agreement.

We would have more luck finding the real motives behind this
transaction if the present Liberal government appointed a royal
commission of inquiry. We would get answers to some troubling
questions. On June 22, 1987, the Conservative government
selected Airport Development Corporation to build and operate
terminal 3 at Pearson. Airport Development Corporation and
Claridge Properties Inc. are essentially the same corporate
entity. What do we know about Claridge Properties Inc.? It is a
real estate company owned by Charles Bronfman, who is
associated with the Liberal Party of Canada. The key people in
the company are: Peter Coughlin, the president; Senator Léo
Kolber, the manager of Claridge Properties; Herb Metcalfe, a
lobbyist representing Claridge Properties and a former organiz-
er for Jean Chrétien; and Ray Hession, an influential former
deputy minister who had recently been appointed to the board of
Paxport.

On December 7, 1992, Paxport's proposal for the privatiza-
tion of terminals 1 and 2 was accepted. There were only two
proposals, the other one being the one made by Claridge
Properties. The companies had only 90 days to submit their bids.

Paxport was then given two months to demonstrate the
financial viability of its proposal. That condition was never met.
What then do we know about Paxport Inc.? It is another
consortium made up of six companies associated with the
Conservative Party through some key people, and I wili name a
few: Don Matthews, president of Paxport Inc, the former
chairman of Brian Mulroney's nomination campaign in 1983
and former president of the Conservative Party; Otto Jelinek, a
former Conservative minister, now a member of Paxport's board
of directors; Fred Doucet, who was mentioned earlier, a lobbyist
representing Paxport and long-time friend of Brian Mulroney;
Bill Neville, another lobbyist representing Paxport, the former
chief of staff of former Prime Minister Joe Clark and a member
of the privileged transition team of former Prime Minister Kim
Campbell.

What happened next? On February 1, 1993, having been
unable to demonstrate the financial viability of its proposal and

experiencing some difficulties, Paxport merged with Claridge
under the name TI T2 Limited Partnership. Again, TI T2 is
made up of the same companies: Claridge Properties, Paxport
Inc. and the Allders Group.

All of these people have ties to either the Liberal Party or the
Conservative Party.

0(1330)

In short, Mr. Speaker, during the whole process, the whole
time these transactions were prepared, the present Prime Minis-
ter never complained and never said anything about what was
going on in this matter.

It was only a few days after the announcement of the general
election that the Prime Minister opposed the way it was done.
For these reasons, I ask the Liberal Party and some of its
supporters why they are afraid of revealing the hidden aspects of
this privatization?

The Deputy Speaker: I am sorry. You have three minutes left
for next time.

[English]

Colleagues, I have received written notice from the hon.
member for Burnaby-Kingsway that he is unable to move his
motion during private members' hour on Monday, May 9. The
member's office, I am told, indicated yesterday that he would
not be in Ottawa on Monday and could thus not proceed with his
matter on that day.

[Translation]

Since it was not possible to arrange for an exchange in the
order of precedence, pursuant to Standing Order 94(2)(a), I ask
the Clerk to drop the order to the bottom of the order of
precedence.

[English]

It seems proper to add in the interests of all private members
in the House that this is unfortunately the fourth time this has
happened since Private Members' Business began on March
14th.

[Translation]

The hour provided for the consideration of Private Members'
Business will consequently be suspended. Pursuant to Standing
Order 99(2), the House shall meet at 11.00 a.m. for the consider-
ation of Government Orders.

Mr. Milliken: Mr. Speaker, I rise on a point of order.

The Deputy Speaker: The member has the floor on a point of
order, but very briefly, since it is now time for private members'
business.

Mr. Milliken: Mr. Speaker, I wonder if the hon. member for
Joliette could conclude his remarks. He is almost done, with two
minutes left. I am sure he will get unanimous consent to finish
his speech.

COMMONS DEBATES May 6, 1994


