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e (2140)

Mr. Speaker: I therefore declare motion No. 1 lost.

• (2210)

e (2200)
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Mr. Speaker: The question is on motion No. 1 in the name 
of the hon. member for Montmorency (Mr. Duclos).

The House divided on motion No. 1 (Mr. Duclos) which was 
negatived on the following division:

[Mr. Lalonde.]
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Another point worth bearing in mind is the incongruity of 
the so-called medical specialists in India, Japan, Lebanon, 
Ghana or Afghanistan, opining for example, on the subject of, 
and I quote the amendment passed by the committee, “exces­
sive demands on health or social services” in Canada with 
respect to health impairment discerned in an immigrant appli­
cant in one of those countries, assuming that the requirement 
for, and I again quote the amendment, “consultation with the 
appropriate medical specialist”, as the amended version reads, 
applies to Section 19.

The hon. member raised questions as to costs. He went out 
of his way to point out that the applicant immigrants are 
paying for the medical specialist consultations. 1 suspect that 
what he proposed would end up hurting sick people whom he 
claims he would want to help. It is estimated that for approxi­
mately every 2,000 immigrants there might be as many as 
50,000 cases where it would be appropriate to have a consulta­
tion with a medical specialist.

Let us assume a consultation fee of about $100 per immi­
grant. It immediately adds an additional $5 million to poten­
tial immigrants who will have to bear that particular cost. As 
the hon. member knows, many of these people come to Canada 
with relatively small means, especially if they suffer from a 
particular health impairment.

As to the figure of $2.5 million about which the hon. 
member was concerned, it is related essentially to having 
medical immigration officers from the department and medi­
cal specialists appear in litigation procedures and the costs 
arising therefrom.

^Translation^
The Acting Speaker (Mr. Ethier): Order, please. It being 

9.45 p.m., pursuant to the order made today, the House will 
now proceed to the taking of the deferred divisions on Bill 
C-24, an Act respecting immigration to Canada.

Call in the members.
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Immigration
poses in certain countries, such as Spain, China, Yugoslavia, 
Taiwan or the Soviet Union, much less to determine the 
qualifications of appropriate medical specialists in those coun­
tries, to use the wording of the amendment proposed in 
committee. In those cases the state concerned designates the 
local examining medical practitioners and occasionally accedes 
to request for medical consultations when these are required. 
Departmental medical officials ordinarily do not have any 
direct contact with these physicians. They certainly do not 
have any control with respect to their designation.
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{English)
The question therefore is on motion No. 6 in the name of the 

hon. member for Provencher (Mr. Epp).
The House divided on motion No. 6 (Mr. Epp) which was 

regatived on the following division:
{Division No. 95)
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