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T,h_e Bloc supports the establishment of an ethics counsellor
Psition ang is satisfied with the powers of investigation vested
met € Counsellor. Although the Bloc agrees with the appoint-

em of I{'oward Wilson, who is now Assistant Deputy Registrar
ae13b it had hoped that future ethics counsellors would be

PPointeg by the House of Commons.

The Bloc js therefore disappointed to see that the Liberals will

g:ke the appointment through an order of the Governor-in-
M), The counsellor is supposed to be a kind of guardian of

Mtegr: i .
actt?gmg' Why would he not be accountable to Parliament for his
ns?

thc?; the Contrary, Bill C-43 sort of makes him accountable to
u liknme Minister who, as we know, has partisan interests,
Q iefe Parliament. The other guardian of public integrity, the
o Electora] Officer, is appointed through a resolution of the
iﬂst'[e of Commons. The Bloc thinks that the guardian of this
Hution’s integrity should be chosen on the same basis.

5 Flna}].ly, In response to the argument that the leaders of the
pog;)slt‘on Parties were consulted before Mr. Wilson. was ap-
the i Yes, it is true that a letter sent by the Prime Minister to
Reme:de’ of the Official Opposition and to the lead.er of the
the .. - 2Tty mentions Mr. Wilson’s appointment, but it was not
N purpose of the letter.
degftlliBloc agrees that Mr. Wilson’s first mandate should be to
disy, .3 Conflict-of-interest code for lobbyists. It is, however,
topy 0inted that the Liberal government refuses to give regula-
Mage ia US to the yet-to-be-developed code, which would have
%deis H}ore legally binding. In my opinion, since t.he ethlqs
hag - "®ither a statutory instrument nor an act of Parliament, it
Nake lOSu Stance and consis‘tency of a prayer, wl_xich 1 think jmll
©nsige Yists, who are not in the habit of worrying about minor
Tations, feel morally entitled to circumvent prayers.
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U
""\n:‘fort“ﬂately, the Bloc would have liked the government to
the end of tax deductions for lobbyists” fees, as the
Xpaye. °f Transport suggested. This deduction means that
0flye, ™S 3%€ indirectly financing the efforts of those trying to
© authorities.

o
Wil b‘;’here does the bill say that lobbying expenses or contracts
\ acC:de Public. For the sake of openness, the public should
“Sessin S8 to this information because it is very relevant for
bay prg What lobbyists do. At the very least, the bill could
sl“)lxld :,Mded that if there is an investigation, the counsellor
Y f®quired to make this amount public.

e 3
E:mmllt:i“ h?s an attractive feature: disclosure of the means of
. to SS:“'_OH used by the lobbyist. However, it is difficult for
x;;"ely lnass IIs significance at this stage. The regulations will
. tieﬂlio € the scope of this provision clear. The bill also

on p, €Ctronic communication; it will favour communica-

. " and. other modemn media. Regulations on these
s g
Wil follow.

ns ¢

Government Orders

To ensure 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 government’s relations with
lobbyists. . . a Liberal government will implement the. . . June
1993 report of the House of Commons Standing Committee on
Consumer and Corporate Affairs respecting 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 between Tier 1
lobbyists, who work for lobbying companies and are called
consultant lobbyists in the new law, and Tier II lobbyists, who
are paid employees of a corporation, for example, the vice-pres-
ident of public relations at Bell Canada or another big corpora-
tion, should be eliminated.

In another recommendation, it said that the disclosure re-
quirements should be the same for all lobbyists, in whatever
category. Unfortunately, these recommendations were not fol-
lowed and the dual system persists. These are major dilutions of
the Holtmann report. How can you justify giving lobbyists for
big corporations two months to file a return when consultant
lobbyists must do so in 10 days? What is the rationale for such a
distinction?

The Holtmann report also recommended that the Lobbyists
Registration Act and the Lobbyists Registration Regulations be
amended to force lobbyists to provide more details on the
purpose of their efforts. More specifically, lobbyists should say
whether their representations concern bills, amendments to acts,
subsidies, contributions, regulations, policies, programs, con-
tracts or legislative proposals. They should also mention who
they are trying to influence and name the department responsi-
ble for the service concerned, as well as the office of the
parliamentarian or organization contacted. That recommenda-
tion was also significantly watered down.

From now on, lobbyists, regardless of their category, will
have to specify the purpose of their representations to the
government. They will have to name which bill, proposal,
legislation, resolution, regulations, program or subsidy is the
object of their efforts. We notice that the government has
listened to lobbyists representing major corporations and inter-
est groups which can afford full-time lobbyists, and has main-
tained two tiers of lobbyists.
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The Bloc Quebecois nevertheless congratulates the govern-
ment for having gone a little farther. However, we are under the
impression that the Liberals are like fishermen who do not enjoy
fishing. They go fishing but they do so reluctantly. If they make
a good catch, it does not necessarily make them happy. It is
unfortunate that we do not see any real political will and drive to
put the emphasis on the activities performed by lobbyists. This
may be the biggest reproach that we can level at the Liberals,
who nevertheless deserve some praise for having gone a little



