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Dc supports the establishment of an ethics counsellor
nd is satisfied with the powers of investigation vested
insellor. Although the Bloc agrees with the appoint-
oward Wilson, who is now Assistant Dcputy Registrar
il had hoped that future ethics counsellors would be
by the House of Commons.

c ia therefore disappointed to sec that the Liberals will
appointaient through an order of the Governor-in-1 he counsellor ia supposed to be a kind of guardian of
Why would he not be accountable to Parlianient for his

»ontrary, Bill C-43 sort of makes him accountable to
Miniater who, as we know, bas partisan interests,

'liament. The other guardian of public integrity, the
toral Officer, is appointed through a resolution of the
ý-0mmons. The Bloc thinks that the guardian of this
'5 intcgrity should be chosen on the samne basia.

in reaponse to the argument that the leaders of the
parties werc consulted before Mr. Wilson was ap-

*5, it ia truc that a letter sent by the Prime Minister to
o f the OfficiaI Opposition and to the leader of the

rty mentions Mr. Wilson's appoîntmcnt, but it was flot
urpose of the letter.

'agrees that Mr. Wilson's firat mandate ahould be to,
onflict-of-.interest code for lobbyists. It is, however,
'd that the Liberal governmcnt refuses to give regula-
to the yct-to-be-devcîopcd code, which would have
>re legally binding. In my opinion, since the ethics
ber a statutory instrument nor an act of Parliament, it
itance and conaistency of a prayer, which 1 think will
ists, who are not in the habit of worrying about minor
Ons, feel morally entitled to circumvent prayers.

ately, the Bloc would have liked the goverument to
le end of tax deductions for lobbyists' fees, as the.Transport suggested. This deduction mens that
te indirectly financing the efforts of those tryiug to
torities.

<loes the bill say that lobbying expenses or contracts
e Publie. For tlhe salie Of oDenness. the nuhlir _qhauId

Government Orders

To ensurte greater transparency, as the Minister of Industry
just said, the Liberal Party's position on the Lobbyists Registra-
tion Act, as stated on page 95 of the red book, is as follows: "To
increase the transparency of the govcrnment's relations with
lobbyists... a Lberal government will implement the. . . June
1993 report of the House of Commona Standing Comm ittee on
Consumer and Corporate Affairs respccting the Lobbyists Reg-
istration Act", known as the Holtmann report.

Among the main commitments of the Holtmann report, it said
in Recommendation No. 1 that the distinction betwcen Tier 1lobbyists, who worlc for lobbying companicsand are called
consultant lobbyists in the new law, and Tier II lobbyiats, whoaeaid employees of a corporation, for example, the vicepr-
ident of public relations at Bell Canada or another big corpora-
tion, should be eliminated.

In another recommendation, il said that the disclosure re-
quirementa should be the same for al] lobbyists, in whatever
catcgory. Unfortunately, these recommendations wcre not fol-
lowed and the dual systcm persista. These are major dilutions of
the Holtmmnn report. How can you justify giving lobbyists for
big corporations two montha to file a returu when consultant
lobbyists must do so in 10 days? What is the rationale for sucb a
distinction?

report also recoi ýd that

to malce thia ami

ttractive feature:
ýd by the lobbyiat.
nificauce ai thia
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