
Oral Questions

UREA FORMALDEHYDE FOAM

Mr. John Finlay (Oxford): Mr. Speaker, my question is for
the minister responsible for the Canada Mortgage and Housing
Corporation.

In the 1970s many homeowners insulated their homes with
urea formaldehyde foam or UFFI. In the 1980s it was alleged
that UFFI caused health problems. After a lengthy court battle
no health problems were proven. Although CMHC and other
lenders now make no distinction between homes with or without
UFFI fear still lingers.

Would the minister consider a public information program to
correct the misconception about UFFI?

Hon. David Dingwall (Minister of Public Works and Gov-
ernment Services and Minister for the Atlantic Canada
Opportunities Agency): Mr. Speaker, I thank the hon. member
for his question. Unfortunately I cannot give a specific answer
as the matter is presently before the courts.

As he alluded to in his question, the matter did receive some
adjudication in the early 1980s. However, there has been an
appeal launched and is due to be heard before the courts in
September 1995. Pending the outcome of that particular deci-
sion I would be prepared to review with the hon. member as well
as other members of the House the information in that particular
decision to Canadians across the country.

[Translation]

AEROSPACE

Mr. Yves Rocheleau (Trois-Rivières): Mr. Speaker, my
question is for the Minister of Industry. In 1988, Canada made a
commitment to participate with other partners in the interna-
tional space station program, which is to put up a huge exper-
imental laboratory in orbit around the Earth. This station will
have a significant impact on scientific progress in many areas.
However, the Martin budget announced a substantial reduction
in Canada's participation in this project.

Can the. minister give an update on the status of negotiations
with NASA, so we can see how Canada could maintain its
partnership while reducing its financial contribution over the
next 10 years?
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Hon. John Manley (Minister of Industry): Mr. Speaker, I
am very happy to see that the hon. member is interested in the
Canadian Space Agency because it is a very important part of
our general science program. We have completed our negoti-
ations with the United States on the space station and later this

week I will announce the details not only of the space station but
also of the long-term space plan.

Mr. Yves Rocheleau (Trois-Rivières): Mr. Speaker, could
the minister still tell us whether the reduction in Canada's
contribution to this project will have consequences on Canada's
ability to conduct experiments in space and what impact this
decision will have on scientific progress in Canada in areas such
as pharmaceuticals and materials engineering?

[English]

Hon. John Manley (Minister of Industry): Mr. Speaker, I
will be able to provide the member with details respecting some
of those concerns later this week.

I assure him that in our preparation of the long term space plan
and our negotiations with the United States over Canada's role
in the space station we have endeavoured to a very great extent
to protect the key interests of Canadian companies in their
participation in the space program.

We expect to see the ability of Canada to continue to partici-
pate in the space program enhanced by a more general program
which emphasizes our important interests in satellite commu-
nications, earth observation and remote sensing.

INFRASTRUCTURE

Mr. Ed Harper (Simcoe Centre): Mr. Speaker, my question
is for the Minister responsible for Infrastructure.

Yesterday the minister stated that he would reallocate some of
the infrastructure funding to cover the federal share of highway
416. Leeds-Grenville where the construction is to be done is
only allocated $4 million under the program.

Will the minister tell the House what areas of the province
will find cuts so that he can find the extra $56 million?

Hon. Arthur C. Eggleton (President of the Treasury Board
and Minister responsible for Infrastructure): Mr. Speaker,
there are some 722 million federal dollars in the province of
Ontario for infrastructure which, when we add the provincial
and local government shares, means a program of over $2 billion
in that province.

There are allocations that are tentatively in the province for
different municipalities. There are going to be, however, mo-
neys that will not be taken up in the allocation, and certainly the
municipalities are welcome to do that. There will be moneys
available for reallocation.

We are committed, if the province brings forward an applica-
tion for this project, to providing the funds so that we can do this
much needed project of highway 416.
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