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HOUSE OF COMMONS

Wednesday, February 18, 1987

The House met at 2 p.m.

Prayers

STATEMENTS PURSUANT TO S. O. 21
[English)
PHARMACEUTICAL INDUSTRY

PROCEEDINGS IN COMMITTEE STUDYING PATENT LAW
AMENDING BILL

Mr. Dave Dingwall (Cape Breton—East Richmond): Mr.
Speaker, the Government is attempting to cover up the true
facts about Bill C-22 and its impact on the cost of drugs in
Canada.

On three separate occasions in the House the Minister of
Consumer and Corporate Affairs (Mr. Andre) and the
Minister of National Health and Welfare (Mr. Epp) alluded
to the fact that they would produce for members of the
legislative committee studying Bill C-22 the cost implication
studies which were carried out by Consumer and Corporate
Affairs.

In a motion recently put before the legislative committee,
Conservative Members voted down the request to have the
Minister of National Health and Welfare or the Minister or
Consumer and Corporate Affairs provide the information to
the committee so that all members would have an opportunity
to view first-hand the cost implicaticns of Bill C-22.

o (1405)

It is a further example of the Conservative majority on that
committee, the Conservative majority in the House, trying to
hoodwink Canadians into believing that the amendments in

Bill C-22 will have a positive effect upon senior citizens and
disabled people in Canada.

I call upon the Government to provide the necessary
information so that Canadians can judge the ruthless type of
action the Government is taking.

* * *

CANADA POST CORPORATION
NON-DELIVERY OF REGISTERED MAIL SENT TO ROYAL
CANADIAN MOUNTED POLICE

Mr. Ross Belsher (Fraser Valley East): Mr. Speaker,
recently I received a letter from a constituent of mine in

Sardis, British Columbia, who has a very legitimate concern
about delivery of a registered letter.

My constituent sent a registered letter to the RCMP in
Vancouver after receiving what he assumed was the correct
address from the local RCMP detachment. Four days later he
was notified by a card that he had a registered letter awaiting
him at the Sardis Post Office. He was more than a little
surprised to find that his registered mail was actually the letter
he had sent to the Vancouver RCMP. Marked on it were the
words: “Moved, address unknown”.

The registration fee of $2.46 was not refunded to my
constituent even though the letter was never delivered to the
RCMP office. I am sure it would have been extremely easy for
the letter to be routed to the proper address when it arrived in
Vancouver. After all, the RCMP are a highly visible group.

I wonder what would happen if Canada Post adopted and
practised a familiar slogan—*satisfaction guaranteed or your
money refunded”.

INDUSTRY

EFFECT OF EXPORT TAX ON SOFTWOOD LUMBER SUPPLIER

Mr. Derek Blackburn (Brant): Mr. Speaker, yesterday a
lumber supplier called to tell me that he was going out of
business because of the Government’s softwood lumber export
tax. This particular supplier created jobs by selling Canadian
lumber in the United States. He bought most of the lumber
from mills in New Brunswick which are supposed to be exempt
from the tax. However, because he brought that lumber
through his yard in Ontario, the Government hit him with its
export tax.

He called Revenue Canada to ask for an exemption. He sent
invoices and bills of lading to show the origin and destination
of each load of lumber. However, the Government would not
listen.

He could avoid the tax by telling the mill in New Brunswick
to ship lumber directly to his customers in the United States,
but the mill would only take those customers for its own
wholesale business. His orders are being cancelled as his
customers find out that his price is rising 15 per cent. He must
either move his business to the United States or shut his doors.
Either way, the softwood lumber export tax has killed a small
business in my riding and put Canadians out of work.



