e W L. Lo

.=

I T (ST D

b B R e T R R S

e 17, 1994

COMMONS DEBATES

::s}"ances the government has given us that it will cost nothing
"Mplement the bill I remain highly sceptical.

’ljh.e Liberal government talks the good talk of opening up the
n litica Process but it does not understand what that really
“ns. When it states that it wants to facilitate better action to
’ eP_Olitical system it demonstrates through legislation like this
Uit does not fully understand the magnitude of the problem.
ering with the LRA will only take us one small step toward

sio:? g the confidence of Canadians. The focus of this discus-
lobp O me is the confidence of Canadians. Tinkering with the
Spec-ylst.s act demonstrates that the government recognizes
¢ a] Interest groups, endorses special interest groups, listens
Pecial interests, funds special interest groups, and enacts

Sislation 1o satisfy special interest groups.

Cazhe.Prime Minister speaks often of restoring the trust of

adians, Neither the bill nor the motion will allow Canadlaps
deﬁc(;?tml the government’s overspending or to cox.m‘ol its
the of some $40 billion and its debt of some $519 billion. If
dig Vernment were serious about winning the trust of Capa-
Qep, 1t woulg get its fiscal house in order. Let me remind
Polig; g Opposite who have forgotten what real access to the
What ; Process means that the last government did not.know
aPPea:'ts Meant. We all know where its members are buried. It

that this one does not either.

bageal access to the political process means giving real power
the H nadians as individual constituents. Let me share with
thig 'S¢ as 1 conclude, some beliefs that will demonstrate
Pring; € government should be guided by stated va!ues and
b'élievples shared by Canadians in their political beliefs. We

€ public policy and democratic society should reflect the
Clegtio, . 2OTity of the citizens as determined by free and fair
-, teferendums, and the decisions of legally constituted
Beo, lp "Sentative parliaments and assemblies elected by the

l°bby(i2t is does not include buckling to undue pressure from
s.

'igh;e Selieve ip the common sense of the common people, their
te ... CONSulted on policy matters that are public ones
thej, M3jor decisions are made, their right to choose and recall
Iy eWn Tepresentatives and to govern themselves through
o g e(l:trlesefltative and responsive institutions, and their rigl.xt
it ;0 . Ditiate legislation for which substantial public
demonstrated.

Uny;

:Ve‘rahg?he hon. member for Saint-Denis we do not believe the

t;’t_lng “stOter 18 illiterate and cannot print his or her name on a

mt“'es to g We believe in the accountability of elected represen-

l e‘hbe,s he People who elect them and that the duty of elected

%insts O their constituents should outweigh pressure from
Special interests.

Government Orders

Above all else, we must listen to the voices of our constitu-

ents. We will not permit the lobby of special interest groups to
narrow our agenda.

Mr. Alex Shepherd (Durham): Mr. Speaker, it is my great
pleasure to rise in the House today to discuss Bill C-43. We
cannot represent others if we cannot control ourselves. I think
that is the essence of the bill. It is very important members of

Parliament, parliamentary secretaries and cabinet ministers be
able to control themselves.

The essence of the bill is basically to restore integrity to our
system. We can all remember going through the last election that
one of the big issues was respect for members of Parliament.
Clearly members of Parliament were not well respected. They
were held in contempt in some cases. Some of this issue has not
gone away by the mere exercise of an election. There is stil] a
great deal of mistrust out there. It is a very good move our Prime
Minister is so concerned about the issue that he personally
brought the bill to the House.

I would like to discuss two specific aspects of the bill into
which it is basically divided. First are changes under the
Lobbyists Registration Act and second is the establishment of
conflict of interest guidelines.

® (1330)

Why would we need a lobbyist in the first place? Companies
do have the right to have lobbyists. I know we talk about tier one
and tier two lobbyists. Essentially companies would have the
right to be represented to their governments.

I think the real essence of it is that this representation needs to

be tempered. There must be a balance. What do I mean by a
balance?

Inmy riding this week I dealt with a Mrs. Elizabeth Wardell of
Bowmanville. She was trying to live on a disability income of
$850 while at the same time paying $350 a month for drugs. She
gets no support from our system.

I would like to argue that Mrs. Wardell has just as much right
to consideration under drug patent legislation as the largest drug
companies of this country. Indeed many of us may argue that she
has more of a right. I will repeat again, influence must be
tempered.

The most important views of this country are not those of Bay
Street, James Street or Howe Street, but of Main Street, Main
Street Canada. The new legislation will increase the visibility of
the lobbying process.

I would like to refer to those areas of changes to the existing
lobbying registration act. Lobbyists will now be required to
disclose what departments and government agencies they will
contact, disclose communication methods to be used and regis-

ter the name of the departments and governmental agencies to be
contacted.



