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Auditor General cannai judge its effectiveness, because that
would be a policy decision which would flot be within his
jurisdiction. Hawever, it certainly should be within the juris-
diction of the Parliament ai Canada. We should consider
whether tbere is such effectiveness based an studies on econo-
my and efficiency carried out by the Auditor General.
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1 want ta paint oui same errors, or illustrations, 1 suppose 1
should say, showing how Parliament has iost contrai af the
taxpayers' dollar. i think Parliameni has the responsibiiity of
bringing this matter ta the attention ai the Government and
the people ai Canada, and the Governmnent has the responsibil-
ity oi iistening ta the recommnendations wbich are being made.

An illustration af wherc we have lost contrai of the iaxpay-
ers' dallar is faund in the area ai letters ai camiont. The
amounts invalved can be very insignificant indeed. In the last
six years, mare than $1 billian has been advanced ta Canadair
tbrough a sequence ai letters ai comfort. These were authar-
ized by Parliamnent an N4arch 31, 1982, after the fact. The
authonized limit was same $1.35 billion. This amaunt of
taxpayers' maney is ai risk without what 1 wouid consider ta
bcecear criteria or objectives for the guarantee of money
caming muao Canadair. We do nat knaw wheiber there is due
regard far ecanamy and eificiency or whether that maney was
speni in an effective sort ai way. because we da not have the
iacts befare us ta tell us that that money was spent wisely or
very poorly by the federal Government in extending letters ai
comiani ta Canadair.

Another area whcre mandates are averstepped and aiso
where maney is spent without any cansideratian ai the poor
taxpayer involves Alomic Energy ai Canada Limnited.» Atomic
Energy ai Canada Limited was created back in 1952 and its
mandate was ta canduct nuclear research and development.
"Develapmcnt" means increasing the state ai the art in
nuclear technalogy. We now iind tbat it is in a positian where
it bas gane beyond the research and development aspects mbt
productian and sales. 1 would firsi point out that it bas gone
beyond its mandate without coming back ta Parliamnent,
withaut Parliament having any say in what AECL shauld be
doing. As well, it bas na regard for ihe taxpayers' dollars. ht is
very difficult ta determine the actual amount spent by AECL,
whicb is in the billians ai dollars. Every time it sold a Candu
reactor, we lost millians ai dallars. Every time it opened a new
heavy water plant, we had ta subsidize it wiîh millions ai
dallars mare, and Liberal and Canservative Governments have
done nothing ta stap that.

1 ask the peaple ai Canada ta keep in mmnd that. for the last
115 years, since Confederatian, there have been Conservative
and Liberal Governments running the country. In the case ai
AECL, it is likely that every person employed in the industry
could have been given $50,000 ta stant their own businesses
and there would still have been a savings t( the taxpayers ai

Canada in light of the waste oi money by that Cnown Corpora-
tion with na parliamentary scrutiny wbatsaever.

Ai this paint in time 1 would like ta move an amendiment ta
the motion that we have before us today. 1 would move:

That the motion be amended by deleting the period at the end and adding the
following:

"and that this House affirms thc past and future roin of Crown corporations in
developing an independent and socially responsible Canadi,în economy'.

Some Hon. Members: Hear, hear!

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Order, please. The Hon. Member has
moved an amendiment.

Mr. Anguish: Mr. Speaker, there has been some dissension
with the Conservative Party involving the raie ai Crown
corporations.

Mr. Nielsen: Really?

Mr. Anguish: The speech ai the Rigbt Hon. Leader ai tbe
Opposition taday was very suppartive ai the accauniabiliiy ai
Crown corporations. Then anc bears the Hon. Member for
York-Peel (Mr. Stevens), who is sometimes referred ta as
"The Siasher", talking about knee-capping many Crown
corporations. 1 cannai say ibat ail Crown corporations shauld
be slashed or heid up, altbough many Crown corporations-

Mr. Nielsen: Noihing in the tili, anyway.

Mr. Anguish: -have abused the iunds gained by taxpayers'
dollars because they were flot scruîinized by ibis Parliament.

Mr. Blenkarn: Wouid yau like to knee-cap Aiomnic Energy?

Mr. Anguish: This Parliament should have the ability ta
assess whether or flot Crown corporations are daing a goad job.
However, in the Bill inîroduced by the Conservatives in the
lasi session ai Parliament, Clause 33(2) stated:

The board of directors shal. in the exercise of ats powers and duties, have due
regard to soand business principles.

If ibis means that Crown corporatians must be seli-funded
or make a profit and, if îbey do fiai, tbey face closure, then we
in tbe NDP would disagree. From what the Leader ai the
Opposition said today, 1 îbink he wouid agree that most Crown
Corporations need a social mandate or else one ai pramating
national policies and objectives. This must be taken muao
account as well, beyond consideration as ta wbetber Crawn
corporations are sustaining ihemselves or making a profit.

i think that the motion invalving accounîabiliîy ai Crown
corporations is very timely. Ceriainly the Government bas losi
control ai tbe public purse and Parliament is lagging bebind as
well. Parliament must bave the mandate ta consider accaunia-
bility, flot oniy the expenditures ai Crown corporations but
aiso of the Government.

Hon. Herb Gray (President of Treasury Board): Mr.
Speaker, the motion presented by the Leader ai the Opposition
(Mr. Clark) certainly raises an important topic. l is unfortu-
nate that, raîber than addressing ibis îopic, be spent bis lime
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