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I ar nfot sure how often this occurs, but there
certainly is a grcat deal of conccrn by those who have
looked at this legisiation in other countries. It is clear
that the committce would want to take cognizance of
that, examine it, and sec how great a danger it is and
what provisions there are in the legislation to prevent
that type of concentration from taking place.

Those are some of the concerns that wc have with this
lcgislation. It probably has sorne benefits. However, wc
want to be sure that those benefits will accrue to
individual Canadian farrncrs. Wc want to be sure that
public research is flot jeopardized by this legisiation. Wc
want to ensure that govcrnmcnt royalties that arc
developcd by Canadian laboratories arc ploughed back
into research and arc incrernental to the type of funding
which is alrcady providcd by the Govcrnment of Canada
to our researchi facilities across the country.

If the price of sceds riscs, wc want to ensure that there
will be additional benefit and flot only place a burden
and rnonopoly control on the production of sceds. We
have alrcady scen what happcned with farrn chernicals.
We paid a big price in this country with no real research
taking place under the Patent Act. That is different
legislation, but the principle is vcry sirnilar.

1 have already rncntioned the danger of sccd, chemi-
cal, and fcrtilizcr cornbinations taking place. Those arc
conccrns that we have with the legislation. Wc arc in
favour of rnore private research in the country. We think
that is desirable. At the prescrnt tirne the research carried
out in the country is highly related to the provincial and
federal Governrnents, but rnainly the federal Govern-
mnent, and to university research.

There is a nced for rnore private researchi. Howevcr.
wc do flot want to sec this legisiation lcad to a cut-back
in federal governrncnt research. We do flot think that
research can be duplicated by the private sector. Wc do
flot want to sec the federal govcrmcent research deal
with srnall or regional problcrns. Wc want to sec it
rnaintained. Wc do flot want to sec the private sector
hiring away our top federal government research scien-
tists.

Maintenance of federal goverfiment research will
ensure that there is a critical mass of rescarchers
together who will devclop ncw and better varieties of
seeds. Tacre is a good cxarnple in Saskatoon whcre there
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are many disciplines working in various fields of agricul-
tural research who are generating very effective research
resuits. As a resuit of this legisiation, we do flot want to
sec governrnent research downgradcd or privatized as a
result of this move by the Government of Canada.

Wc arc also conccrncd about the 18-year cxclusivity
rights to royalties and the possibility that companies
would be given that full period of time, especially the
multinational corporations that corne into Canada with
seeds from other countries, and would maintain that
right during that pcriod of turne with no real benefits to
us. That happcncd in the wholc chemical industry.

Wc did flot hear much frorn the Deputy Prime Minis-
ter this morning about corporate concentration or mo-
nopoly control of pricing and the production of sceds.
We arc concerncd about that and will be looking at what
provisions there are in this legisiation when it is dcalt
with in cornmittcc. We do flot want to see goverfiment
laboratonies and research facilities downgraded.

Those arc our concerns with the legislatîon. We want
to sec thcm addrcssed in comrnittce whcn the Bill goes
to cornmittcc.
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Mr. Vic Aithouse (Mackenzie): Mr. Speaker, 1 risc to
debate a Bill at second readîng, thc purpose of which is
to introduce the concept of plant breeders' rights. This is
an idea for which lcgislation has been tablcd in the
House in various forms over the last nine years but has
neyer been debatcd until now. The purpose of second
reading is to debate the principle of a Bill. The question 1
wish to address today in kecping with that parliamcntary
tradition is the broad one of the principles being pro-
poscd by the Governmcnt in this legislation.

This Bill has a wide ranging effeet on the population of
Canada and the world. It has an effect on the dcvelop-
ment of the Third World because the Third World is
largcly the source of many of the plant gcnctic material
we use in the devcloped world. There are north-south
developmcnt issues to be raiscd, including flot only the
question of the flow of technological property but the
funding bctwccn north and south. There is the broad
question of who should control biotechnology and how it
can be controllcd, which this legisiation begins to ad-
dress.
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