
April 23, 1969 COMMONS DEBATES 7853
Motions for Papers

o (2:10 p.m.)CANADA COUNCIL GRANTS

Question No. 1,693—Mr. Mongrain:
For the fiscal years beginning on April 1, 1965, 

1966, 1967 and 1968 (a)
scholarships and grants from the Canada Council 
(b) for what purposes was each such grant ex­
tended?

[Translation]
MOTIONS FOR PAPERS

what persons obtained
Mr. Yves Forest (Parliamentary Secretary 

to the President of the Privy Council): Mr.
Speaker, notice of motion No. 94 is acceptable 
to the government, subject to the usual reser­
vations concerning privileged papers and 
authorization of the government authorities 
concerned.

Return tabled.

NATIONAL HOUSING—PUBLIC UNITS INQUIRY

Question No. 1,907—Mr. Gilbert:
1. How many public units have been built in 

Canada (a) under Section 35 (a) and (b) under 
Section 35 (d) of the National Housing Act?

2. Of these, how many were single family 
dwelling units, semi-detached, row housing, mai- 
sonetttes, three-story walk-ups, high rise?

3. Of the high rise, how many units are intended 
for (a) families without young children (b) 
families with young children and in connection 
with those under (b), where are they located?

4. Of the units approved by order-in-council
since January 1, 1969, under both 35 (a) and
35 (d), what has been the average cost per unit 
for each of the following Provinces (a) British 
Columbia (b) Alberta (c) Saskatchewan (d) Mani­
toba (e) Ontario?

[English]
FEDERAL PARKS IN QUEBEC

Motion No. 94—Mr. Fortin:
That an humble Address be presented to His 

Excellency praying that he will cause to be laid 
before this House copies of any documents ex­
changed between the Government of Canada and 
the Government of Quebec concerning the establish­
ment of federal parks in the Province of Quebec.

Mr. Speaker: Subject to the reservations 
and conditions expressed by th|e Parliamen­
tary Secretary is it the pleasure of the house 
that Notice of Motion No. 94 be deemed to 
have been adopted?

Some hon. Members: Agreed.
Motion agreed to.

[Translation]
Mr. Forest: Mr. Speaker, would you kindly 

call notices of motion Nos. 82, 84, 86, 88, 92, 
93, 95, and 101?

I ask, Mr. Speaker, that the remaining 
notices of motion be allowed to stand.

Return tabled.

ROD SERVICE LTD.—SALE OF VEHICLES TO 
GOVERNMENT

Question No. 1,916—Mr. Macquarrie:
1. Who inspected the vehicles sold to the Govern­

ment of Canada by Rod Service Ltd. and when 
were these inspections made?

2. Was it required to make a reference to a 
third party appraiser in order to establish the 
prices of any or all of the vehicles purchased by 
the government?

INDIANS—REPORT OF WORKING GROUP

Motion No. 82—Mr. Howard (Skeena):
That an Order of the House do issue for a copy 

of the document entitled “Report of Working 
Group I—Indians to the Executive Committee” 
which Working Group had its terms of reference 
set out in February, 1968 and which was formed 
to examine and outline the problems relating to 
Indians and to make recommendations concerning 
strategy, policy and programming.

Mr. Stanley Knowles (Winnipeg North Cen­
tre): Mr. Speaker, may I move this motion on 
behalf of the hon. member for Skeena?

Mr. Yves Forest (Parliamentary Secretary 
to President of the Privy Council): Mr.
Speaker, I am informed by the Minister of 
Indian Affairs and Northern Development 
that his departmental officials were unable to 
identify the document requested by the hon. 
member for Skeena and he has been informed 
of this fact. I understand that the hon. mem­
ber is willing to withdraw the motion under 
the circumstances.

3. During the purchase procedures, did the Gov­
ernment of Canada determine the amounts paid 
by Rod Service for each of these vehicles at the 
time of purchase by that Company and, if so, 
what was the purchase price by Rod Service 
of each of these vehicles?

4. How much was paid for each of the vehicles 
bought by the Government of Canada from Rod 
Service?

5. Which of the vehicles bought from Rod 
Service were then sold to Transfer Lapalme of 
Montreal and at what price was each of these 
vehicles sold?

6. Which of the vehicles bought from Rod Serv­
ice were not sold to Transfer Lapalme of Montreal, 
and (a) what disposition was made of these 
vehicles by the Post Office, and (b) what disposi­
tion was made of these vehicles by the Govern­
ment of Canada?

7. On what date(s) were cheques for payment 
of these vehicles sent to Rod Service Ltd. and 
from what place (s) were they mailed?

8. On what date(s) were these cheques received 
at Montreal by Rod Service Ltd.?

Return tabled.


