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Cornpetitfon Bill

irnrediately. The bill would go to committee for some
touching up of the drafting, and it would be through the
House and passed into law in no tirne at ail. However, this
bill is an omnibus bill. This gcvernrnent is used te
omnibus bis. It is a government that always wants to put
a whoie lot of things under one umbrella.

I should like te say a few words about some of the
provisions that 1 arn net sure bave any valîdîty, matters
that will probably not help business conditions or encour-
age more competition. I suspect they wîll only add te the
costs that are inherent in our economy and they will
certainly increase bureaucracy in our econornîc and busi-
ness system. The governrnent contînually receives coim
plaints from citîzens about certain problems. One of the
concernis that I have, and which I know other hion. mem-
bers have, is that ail of a sudden, havîng receîved a
complaint, the government does something about it but
often uses a cannon to shoot a mouse. It passes a law or
sets up a board or commission xvîth far greater powers
than requîred to deal with the situation.

That, te a large extent, is the case with thîs bill. For
example, let me address myself to competîtion in sport.
Seme sertous complaints have been made about young
athlctes bcîng enslaved-I suppose enslased is not toc
strong a word for ît--by contracts that were made on their
behaif by their parents when the athietes were young and
whicb, in effect, prevent them as they move forward from
goîng from one league to another league as they wish. In
other words, their empioyment is restricted and their
frecdcm destroyod. llcwovr, theso controcts moy have
offcred some odvantages. Thev cave perhaps enabied
leagus to develop- It iad bu that those contracts haves
enabled junior piavers to ho brought aiong. Wben we gel
worked up about these contracts \VO ought te remember
chat they were voiuntarily signed by people vwho knew
other people who had signed stîch controots. Often those
conlracts werc sîgned when a person îhid flot realize his
neome potential. Thon, suddenly, ho doos roalize it and ho

begins te scream because he made a bad deai. The wbole
question cf sports contracts shouid be a motter fer a
separate bill and a separate review by a conimittee of thîs
Flouse which could look 1010 the controcts and the terms
of the league organization.
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This government has reaily donc nothîng about sports
until now, other thon 1 suppose put the NFL on CBC
tclevision anti decîde that it is goîng te ban the WFL from
ci.(ing te Toronto. Really it bas donc vory littie in respect
of professionai sport, bot ail of a sucdor it cornes into the'
pîcture with a bill amending the Combines investigation
Act, the Bank Ac t and the Crîminal Code, and decîde s te
moake provisions in irespect cf sports contracts and the
direction of sports. Rcally this is a diflerent issue tram) the
prîce cf gonds or seling something in a store. This îs a
dîfferent issue fromn distrîbuting goods among franchise
holders in a commercial business sense. Tho paîticular
provisions cf this bill whîch relate te sports shouid be set
asîde and referred teo a peciol commîitee One of the
problems with an omnibus bill, is iot wxhon ,,ou put a lot
cf things under onc coxer. you tîod niany rhîîîgs you are
happy wtth but a number of cîbsi things that cause you
concern. 1 have sorne concern about ieh spotsl provisions
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in this bill. These provisions are flot the essence of the bill
at ail but the essence of a new appreach te organized
sports, and they should be in a different bill.

The next thing I want te talk about is thîs refusal te sdil
problem. There have been a number of outiets which have
become worked up about the fact that thcy would like te
buy certain manufactured goods fer resale but, generally
speaking, in the distribution cf manufactured goods across
Canada the manufacturers have set eut exclusive terri-
tories or have exclusive arrangements wîth certain dis-
trîbutors. In a country as diverse as Canada this business
of exclusive terrîtories or areas cf distribution bas proved
te be quite valuable. Indeed, I suggest that in many ways
the distribution cf many gonds could not be effected with-
eut somne exclusive territorial or dîstributor franchise
system. It is enly wîth a franchise systern that geods cari
in fact be dîstributed.

The~ dîfficulty with thîs bill is that it may or may net be
proper te interfere xxith such arrangements. Anyone con
complaîn. Then, the commission will investîgate and may
declare an arrangement te be impreper. If that declaratîtîn
is made the person involved in setting up a distributorshîp
or a franchise arrangement is forccd tc justify bis market-
ng techniques. It seems to, me there is no roason for thîs

Cid cf provision in the bill. Is it really necessary at thîs
peint? I suggest it requires a lot more exaimînatieri. I have
grave doubts as te, whether a person shouid net ho ettitld
te refuse te scîl te someone unicss he agrees ti> boy ibe'
ontîre line, or to stock ail the parts and the ancillarv
things requîred. The manufacturer tof the goods lias ai
pretty good idea of his pttential mairket, anîd hc knovs
how best te distributo those goods. Is tl reaîliy ,ssontial
that a bureaucratie arrangement be mode enipowetiing al
commission to interfero with tht dotails cf' 'uchr a busi-
ness, just for the sake cf suggestîng it wîll increase tempo
tition? lrîdeed, it may have exactlv the reverse effect Tht(
increased competîtien mnay tiestrtîy the ebusiness or ýhu
possîbîlîty cf marketing the gonds at a loxx price. Theýss
provisions in respect et refusai to sdil or tied linos. and
thîs irîterference in a legitimate business organization or a
cornpany's dealîngs across Canada. will have te be exami
incd in great detail, antd a great deal cf evidence will havt
te ho placed beftîre a committee.

The hon. member for York West (Mr. Fleming) is per-
haps rîght in suggesing that the' part of the bill which
reaiiv affects the consumer eouid be passed rîght awxas',
but when we corne to thîs compiox question cf francehise
arrangements, exclusive terrîtorîts and the deinand that
ane person be entitled te boy goeds thirectly from a scource.
then wo have preblems wvhîeh xxuii take some time te solve
it. Wr mnust be sorte wo ar", nol "i oatîng a hawt that is going
te de more harrn than good in Canada. Unferlunately. the
mînîster has used this grab bag approach again hv putting
provisions in the same bill in relation te business, sports.
banks and the legitimnate ctmncorns of which I spoke
earlier.

One thing that has bothered miîny of us is thte wav the
Restrictive Trade P:7actices Cemmission is te operate. it,
appears that the commission will have throo reai fune-
tiens, one is administrative, one xviii ho irvestigatîvo anti
onc will be judicial. The preblem is that lhere is rio
separatîtîn cf these fonctions, so the commission is the
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