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talking about? We have to know in order to determine how much 
we are ready to pay to show our appreciation to government 
supporters. It is in the best interest of Canadians to know these 
things, because it is their money the government is squandering 
and wasting away on such schemes.

the payment of compensations as he sees fit? The Nixon Report 
indicates that financiers and lobbyists tried to put one over on 
us, the taxpayers of Canada and of Quebec, with this project. 
Will we help them to con us even more?

The answer is no, and I will conclude with this. Taxpayers 
have already paid too much, and they need to know why. Thus, 
we must reject Bill C-22 and soon proceed with a royal 
commission of inquiry.

It is also in the interest of the public to find out who took part 
in those deals and how they managed to come up with such 
irregular and intricate deals. This information will only come 
out of an in-depth inquiry, which the government must set up.

Mr. Maurice Dumas (Argenteuil—Papineau): Mr. Speaker, 
lobbying has evolved considerably over the last few years. The 
real transformation came about in the early 70s. Before then, 
Canadians thought that lobbying was virtually non-existent and 
this subject was seldom discussed. However, in the early 80s, 
lobbying became part of the federal decision-making process.

Right now, we only know who the lead actors in the Pearson 
deal were and notice that they all are closely linked either to the 
Conservative Party or the Liberal Party. For instance, Claridge 
Properties Inc., belongs to Charles Bronfman, who is well- 
known for his ties to the Liberal Party of Canada. Senator Léo 
Kolber sat on the board of directors of Claridge when the deal 
was signed and, during the election campaign, he held a party at 
$1,000 a plate, which Mr. Bronfman and the current Prime 
Minister, among others, attended.

In its famous red book, the Liberal Party talks about making 
government more transparent in order to restore public confi­
dence. However, it is mentioned in the Nixon report that some 
politicians showed an enormous interest in the Pearson Airport 
transaction. In his report, Robert Nixon states, and I quote: “My 
review has left me with one conclusion, to leave in place an 
inadequate contract arrived at with such a flawed process and 
under the shadow of possible political manipulation is unaccept­
able”.

Herb Metcalf, a lobbyist for Claridge, is a former political 
organizer for Mr. Chrétien, while Ramsey Withers, deputy 
minister of Transport at the time of the request for proposals 
process concerning Terminal 3, is another lobbyist well-known 
for his close ties to the current prime minister.

At Claridge, to strike a balance between red and blue, there 
were also Conservative lobbyists involved in this deal: Pat 
MacAdam, a college friend of Brian Mulroney, Bill Fox, former 
press secretary to and personal friend of Brian Mulroney, and 
finally Harry Near, a long-time party activist.

I will now summarize the evolution of lobbying before telling 
you about the real players in the Pearson Airport deal.

In view of the recent death of Richard Nixon, I do not need to 
remind members of the Watergate scandal in the 1970s, a 
scandal which shook the confidence of our neighbours to the 
south in their political system. Need I remind members also of 
the Canadian Pacific scandal in the 1870s, one of the first 
political scandals to take place in Canada. That scandal was 
about making donations to the election fund. In fact, Sir 
Alexander Mackenzie had made honesty the theme of his 
Liberal election campaign, and in the process brought down the 
government of Sir John A. Macdonald.

Pax port Inc. also has some Conservative friends even though 
it reportedly also maintains close ties with the Liberal Party of 
Canada. There is Don Matthew, former chairman of Brian 
Mulroney’s leadership campaign, former chairman of the Con­
servative Party and of the party’s fund-raising campaign. 
Another former chief of staff of Brian Mulroney, Fred Doucet, 
acted as a Conservative lobbyist for Paxport while the consor­
tium with Claridge was being planned. Other lobbyists, like Bill 
Neville, Hugh Riopelle and John Legate, are all known to have 
easy access to Brian Mulroney Cabinet members. Later on, under the Conservative government, draftsmen 

began to work on a bill stating the basic principles of a lobbyists 
registration system. Its foundation was Bill C-82, now entitled 
“Lobbyists Registration Act”, afterward referred to as R.S., 
1985, c. 44, assented to September 13, 1988 and in force 
September 30,1989. That act was subsequently amended by Bill 
C-76, passed February 22, 1993.

Given this information and all the disturbing matters raised in 
the Nixon report, the government simply cannot brush aside this 
issue, as it is trying to do with Bill C-22.
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Let us ask ourselves: What is really a lobbyist? A lobbyist can 
be defined as an individual or a corporation which, for payment 
or other compensation, makes representations for a client to 
ministers or officials. The basic principles can be summed up

In his report, Mr. Nixon talks about political manipulation, 
which is a serious allegation. Will we encourage this by handing 
to the minister, under the cover of section 10, a blank cheque for


