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HOUSE OF COMMONS

Friday, October 25, 1991

The House met at 10 a.m.

Prayers

[Translation)

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE

ACT TO PROVIDE FOR THE CONTINUATION OF POSTAL
SERVICE

Hon. Marcel Danis (Minister of Labour): Mr. Speaker,
I would like to table a motion in the House, and I want to
ask unanimous consent for the following:

[English]

That, notwithstanding any Standing Orders and usual practices of
this House, on Monday, October 28, 1991 at 12 p.m., the House
shall proceed with the daily routine of business under heading
Introduction of Government Bills and that a bill placed on the
Order Paper on October 23, 1991 in the name of the Minister of
Labour entitled an act to provide for the continuation of postal
service be introduced, read a first time and deemed printed;

That immediately thereafter the House proceed under
Government Orders with a debate at all stages of the said bill;

That the said bill be deemed completed later that same day;

That this order shall be rescinded if the Minister of Labour or
government House leader rise from their seat at any time during
daily proceedings on a point of order and advise the House that the

employer and employees of the postal service have come to a mutual
agreement.

Mr. Rod Murphy (Churchill): Mr. Speaker, in conver-
sations with the Liberal critic and the Minister of Labour
I think the Labour Minister knows that we will not agree
to passage of all stages on Monday.

We have agreed, in order for the parties to get
together today, Saturday and Sunday, that we would
waive the usual notice and would allow the second
reading debate to start on Monday. If the parties have
not come to agreement or if we are in a situation where
the parties come to us and say that they need more time
to settle the dispute, we may again hold off the actual

commencement of this debate. But there is no way that
we would agree to passage in all stages on Monday of a
bill that we have not seen. That just cannot be done.

The reason we are allowing or are willing to allow that
we would start second reading on Monday is that we do
not want any of the parties to see the legislation. We
want them to be spending their time, their efforts, their
emotions, their thoughts on negotiating over this week-
end. If either party saw the legislation, they may decide
that that would be better for them than actually negotiat-

ing.

We are holding off looking at the legislation, but we
are willing to commence second stage reading if the
minister finds that it is necessary.

Mr. David Dingwall (Cape Breton—East Richmond):
Mr. Speaker, I think my colleague has reflected the
consensus that was reached among the various parties.
But just to be crystal clear, which I am sure the minister
would want all members to be, we would concur with
commencing the second reading of the bill in question on
Monday.
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However, if the parties are progressing with the
various outstanding items and the parties so indicate to
the minister and to the respective representatives of the
party, I do not believe it would be necessary to proceed
with the legislation on Monday.

In fact it would perhaps be inappropriate to proceed
while negotiations are progressing. The minister should
clearly understand that we would have to deny forthwith
all stages of the bill on Monday but would be prepared to
commence second reading on Monday if in fact the
parties in the postal dispute indicate that there has been
a breakdown and no possibility of resolving the dispute.

[Translation]

Mr. Danis: Mr. Speaker, in that case, I would like to
table the following motion:



