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taxpayer, after this government reviewed the process and public 
policy questions on this deal, the Reform Party cries for due 
process.

Sure, the member wants due process for his new found Tory 
friends who are anxious to protect their claim for $445 million 
of taxpayers’ money. People on the west coast must be reeling 
trying to keep up with the Reform Party and its new found ties to 
the erstwhile targets in the Senate. They have had the experience 
of watching their members embrace a $445 million Tory trip to 
the trough and now we have the incredible sight of the Reform­
ers in bed with their Tory bosom buddies in the other place 
taking a final fling up the coast.

I can promise that we will be vigilant in protecting the 
taxpayers’ interests especially in light of the apparent abandon­
ment of any fiscal responsibility by the party opposite.

The Acting Speaker (Mrs. Maheu): Pursuant to Standing 
Order 38(5), the motion to adjourn the House is now deemed to 
have been adopted. Accordingly, this House stands adjourned 
until tomorrow at 10 a.m., pursuant to Standing Order 24(1).

(The House adjourned at 6.36 p.m.)

I will repeat my question to the minister, hopefully to get an 
answer. How do they justify denying the right of due process 
to any Canadian or Canadian company?

Mr. George S. Rideout (Parliamentary Secretary to Minis­
ter of Natural Resources, Lib.): Madam Speaker, I stand here 
amazed by the member’s approach to this issue. The real 
question must be is anybody on the top side of God’s green earth 
prepared to defend this deal on its merits? Is the member 
defending the way the members of the now defunct Conserva­
tive administration set up this deal? Do we understand from this 
that the member is defending the consortium’s right to $445 
million of taxpayers’ money when it did not put one new nail in 
the terminal, did not paint a wall and did not pour a drop of 
concrete?

It is up to Parliament to decide on the public policy and to 
defend the interest of taxpayers. Out of curiosity, is there anyone 
else on that side of the House who would believe that we should 
increase the deficit by $445 million in one fell swoop?

The Reform Party decries the length of time it takes to go 
through due process for individuals, wanting us to tell judges 
what they should be doing. When it comes to taking care of the


