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[Text]
FOLLO W-UP 0F GILSON PROPOSALS

Question No. 4,71 2-Mr. Aithouse:
1. Were four working groupa established to do follow-up work on the Gilson

proposais and, if so, how many of the persons appointed to serve on the groups
were paid for their services from government funds?

2. What was the individual per diemn or salary paid in each case where per
dîcmns or salaries were paid?

3. What were the spcîfic functions of each of the four working groups?

4. (a) What was the membership of each group (b) what was the name of each
member and whom did he/she represent?

5. What amount of Government funds have been expended by each of the
working groups to date?

6. What is the total cost of this project expected to be?

7. On what date is the work of each group expected to be at an end?

Return tabled.

[English]

Mr. Schroder: Madam Speaker, 1 ask tbat
questions be allowcd to stand.

Madani Speaker: The questions enumerated
mentary Sccretary bave been answered. Sbal
questions be allowed to stand?

Borne Hon. Members: Agreed.

the rernaining

by the Parhia-
the remaining

PRIVATE MEMBERS' BUSINESS--PUBLIC
BILLS

[Translation]
Madani Speaker: Shall ail orders listed under Private

Mernber's Public Bills preceding No. 454 be allowed to stand
by unanimous consent?

Sonie Hon. Meinhers: Agreed.

[En glish]
Mr. Lambert: Mr. Speaker, I again raise the point that 1

made the other day with regard to the other Private Members'
Business and the calling of Private Members' Public Bis. Buis
nurnbcred in the 400s and 600s are flot being called. There was
a procedure laid down which was followed with regard to
Members getting a draw and then Buis were lîsted in the order
that they were presented. It is a simple matter for those wbo
may be in charge, wboever tbey may be, and God only knows
because no one cisc knows, to draw up the precise order.

It is my view that many of the Bills in the 200s and 300s
sbould have been called. Those persons doing the staff work
should sec if Members are prepared to discuss their Buis.
Many of us should have been called, but we did not receive any
calîs. Lo and bebold, out of tbe blue some Bill cornes up for
discussion on Private Members' Day. 1 object to that system.
Those of us wbo bave had Buis on the Order Papcr for three
years sbould bet a caîl long before tbose wbo have placed Bis
on the Order Paper in the hast six or nîne months and, in some
cases, within the last six weeks.

Private Members' Business

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Blaker): The Chair is in some-
what of a difficulty. Perhaps 1 can take a moment to explain.
Private Members' Bills, Notices of Motions and Motions for
Papers were organized some years ago by the office of the
President of the Privy Council. It would bc beyond my scope to
spcak knowlcdgeably as to how these Bis are brought forward
from day to day. I know from personal conversations 1 have
had that an effort is made to give every Hon. Member the
opportunity to present and debate bis Bill, Motion or Notice of
Motion for Papcrs seriatim in the order in wbich it bas been
callcd frorn the draw.
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Many Members, as the Hon. Member knows, will find they
arc busy on the particular day tbey are cailed, or for one
reason or another tbey rnay not want to proceed. 1 have
îndicated tbat that is not within tbe scope of the Chair. The
Hon. Member may want to argue tbat it ought to be within the
scope of the Chair and under the responsibility of the Table.
But even if bie docs so wish to argue, 1 tbink we would have to
look to some furthcr form of discussion in order to arrive at
that point. For the moment, the Chair presumes that there has
been wbat 1 migbt caîl a good faith organization of this
material, and what I put before the House is the result of a
procedure tbat is followed elsewbere and is hopefuliy to the
satisfaction of the Members.

I do flot know that 1 cani now take the discussion any fur-
tbcr. Perbaps the Hon. Member hirnself may wisb to comment
furtber. The Chair and the Members wili be pieased to hear
bis comments.

Mr. Lambert: Mr. Speaker, 1 believe 1 rnade it clear from
the very beginnîng that 1 certainly do not impute responsibility
on the Chair but on the systcm bebind the Chair. The Chair's
original role is to preside at the draw for the 50 priority places
and the Members then have the rigbt to elect witbin those 50
places wbatcver Bill they wish to bring forward. But beyond
tbat tbere must be a systern.

I do recail. not so long ago, when the prior Parliamentary
Sccretary to the President of the Privy Council would corne to
the Opposition or wboever bad Bills and say: "Is the Hon.
Member prepared to go forward witb bis Bill eibher this week
or next week?" That way, there was some order to the
sequence.

I do not raise this objection sirnply because 1 ar nfot on this
week's list, but sorneone indîcated to me that if I were ready to
go forward witb the first of the Bis that 1 have, then 1 would
likely corne forward. That is flot my point. The systern at the
present time is just flot working right.

Tbe appearance of debate today almost seems to suggest
tbat every wcek someone in the Privy Council office-and why
it sbould be the Privy Council office bandling Private Mem-
bers' legislation is beyond rne-merely dips into a basket and
cornes up with two or three narnes, and depending upon the
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