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[Translation]

I have here the June 1993 Holtmann report to amend the
Lobbyists Act. In its red book, the Liberal Party promises to
enact the amendments proposed in this report.

Mr. Bergeron: When will Bill C-22 be passed?
Mr. Boudria: Soon, dear friends opposite.

‘Mr. Speaker, I bet you that the day the bill is brought before
this House, the members opposite will tell us that it should not
be passed right away, that there must be a consensus, that it must
be referred to a parliamentary committee, that hearings must be
held. That is what they will tell us. And rightly so—

Some hon. members: Oh, oh!

Mr. Boudria: —because it is a matter of public morality. That
is the way it should be examined and not the opposite as
proposed in today’s motion.

You see, they said yes to a bill with consensus, in-depth study
and everything, but at the same time they tell us to hurry up and
put it in an amendment to the bill before us. Make up your
minds, ladies and gentlemen. You cannot have it both ways.

It is one of our commitments to the Canadian people. We will
honour this commitment despite the efforts of members oppo-
site to prevent us from delivering on our promise to the people.
We will do as we promised. We were elected on this commit-
ment, and Liberals, as you know full well, always keep their
promises.

Mrs. Monique Guay (Laurentides): Mr. Speaker, Bill C-22
proposed by the federal government is flawed since it contains
no provisions aimed at making the work done by lobbyists more
transparent.

This bill just cancels one of the most important political
scandals concocted by political friends and well-connected
lobbyists. The government simply wants to put out the fire
without anyone knowing how it was started in the first place.
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Moreover, Liberals do not want to lift the veil on the whole
issue of lobbying. If they are behaving in such a way, it is
because they want to spare the people around them and not
smear anyone, since they too are stuck with some powerful
friends in the Pearson affair. And yet, the Prime Minister had
promised to get right to the bottom of the circumstances
surrounding the negotiation and agreement on the airport privat-
ization.

The results coming out of that promise are very small: a mere
study done by a former Ontario Liberal minister behind closed
doors and explaining to us that the political staff and lobbyists
played an uncommon role in that affair. If the government wants
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to show that it is clean and transparent, it should order a public
inquiry in the Pearson matter.

I remind you that several Liberal members of the Toronto
caucus were in favour of such an inquiry. But after realizing that
the interests of some friends of the party were at stake, and not
only of the Conservative Party, the government, or I should say
the Prime Minister unenthusiastically fell back on a mere report
produced behind closed doors, that is the Nixon report.

When going through the list of people involved, one can
easily make a close connection between these friends and
lobbyists, and the previous Conservative administration and the
present Liberal one.

1 would like to name a few actors that took part in the deal: Pat
MacAdam, Conservative lobbyist and schoolmate of Brian
Mulroney; Bill Fox, a crafty fox of lobbying and a Conservative,
ex-media relations officer and personal friend of Brian Mulro-
ney; Harry Near, lobbyist for the Conservatives and an old
member of the party. Also, Hugh Riopelle, lobbyist and strong-
man of the Mulroney cabinet; Fred Doucet, always closely or
remotely tied to that party that was almost wiped out of this
House. There is also John Llegate, a good friend of Michael
Wilson. And finally Don Matthews who is the king of the ex:
ex—-president of the nomination campaign of Brian Mulroney in
1983, ex-president of the Conservative Party and ex—president
of the fund-raising campaign for the same party.

All those people gave a helping hand to cook the biggest Tory
pie in the history of Canada. But with pies, it is the same as with
puddings: the proof is in the eating. We did not swallow that.
However all those Tory angels, who always considered public
interest as a priority, were not alone in the kitchen of the Pearson
Airport.

There were also Liberal angels and that is probably where the
shoe pinches. It is surely for that reason that the royal commis-
sion of inquiry suddenly became the Nixon study. Transparency
went out of the door. There were a few actors, namely senator
Leo Kolber who is the specialist of private dinners at $1,000 a
plate. For that price you can shake hands with the present Prime
Minister. There must have been more than bread and butter
served to guests on that evening, among whom was Charles
Bronfman, also part of the Pearson deal.

Bread, butter, dignity, pride, openness—all words used to
excess by the people opposite. Come on! Let us have a bit of
decency and respect for the low-income people of our society.
Those people have a clear eye and know pretty well what friends
discuss about during picnics at $1,000 a plate.

In the Liberal group there was also Herb Metcalfe, a lobbyist
for Capital Hill, representative of Claridge Properties and
former organizer of the present Prime Minister. Ramsay Whit-
ters, a Liberal lobbyist closely related to the Prime Minister. A




