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writing to the parliamentary counsel, so that that issue can be
laid to rest, given the fact that the Speakers of both Houses
will have to sign what the government will see as an address
but which, if it is not the form of an address, will not be an
address to Her Majesty the Queen? This is a very fundamental
question as to the appropriate process. Would he obtain this
opinion?

[Translation]

Mr. Pinard: Madam Speaker, as I have said, I am certain
that we are proceeding in the proper way. If the hon. member
has a major objection to defend, then I invite him to put it
forward and we will ascertain it.

But I want to say that in this instance, as in others, we are
proceeding according to the advice we have received, and that
it is not our custom, every time a bill or a motion is being
considered, to table all the advice given to us by our experts,
whether in legal matters or in parliamentary procedure.

I therefore remind the hon. member that we are considering
a proposed resolution which has been refered to a committee
which is being set up. After the Senate has completed its
examination, that is by December 9, the committee will report
back. After December 9, the House will consider the commit-
tee report.

I repeat what I told his party leader on Friday afternoon,
namely that during this third phase, the House will have the
opportunity, indirectly, to propose amendments by suggesting
that the report be sent back to committee. 1 therefore simply
repeat what I told his party leader based on citation 663 of
Beauchesne’s Parliamentary Rules and Forms, fifth edition, as
well as on a quotation from the Journals of December 1, 1964,
pages 941 to 947.

[English]
CANADA DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION
INQUIRY RESPECTING MEASURES TO FULFIL COMMITMENT

Mr. Ian Deans (Hamilton Mountain): Madam Speaker, I
have a question which I should like to put to the Minister of
Industry, Trade and Commerce. The minister, I am sure, has
committed to memory the statement made by his leader on
February 13, 1980, when he said:

The Canada Development Corporation, for example, should be revitalized and

play in the manufacturing sectors the more positive role that Petro-Canada has
played in resources.

Since that time we have seen public participation in the
CDC go down from 64 per cent to under 50 per cent; we see
that CDC has close to 83 per cent of all its capital invested in
the resource industries and only 10 per cent in manufacturing;
and we hear from the government economic minister in the
other place some views which would seem to indicate, in spite
of the minister’s protestations, that there is likely to be a swing
even further toward the private sector.

What kinds of measures does the minister propose to place
before the House that will fulfil the commitment made by the
Prime Minister to the people of Canada in February of this
year?

Hon. Herb Gray (Minister of Industry, Trade and Com-
merce): Madam Speaker, the Minister of Finance and I are
currently actively working on proposals which would lead to
the carrying out of that commitment. I think that before too
long we will see some initiatives which will go a long way
toward the objective of vigorous manufacturing activity that
my hon. friend has mentioned. However, there is obviously a
difference between my hon. friend and his party and those on
this side, because we continue to believe that while there has to
be vigorous government leadership in industrial policy, there is
at the same time, a very important role for private initiative
and for the private marketplace.

Mr. Deans: Madam Speaker, I have a supplementary ques-
tion for the minister. The minister, of course, did not answer
my question.

An hon. Member: What a pinko!

Mr. Deans: However, given that it is even more difficult
today to redress the problem of trying to have a handle on
developing industries which want to use the CDC, let me ask
the minister a question in relationship to that and to the
problems of Canadian development. How would the minister
propose to meet another objective stated by his leader in the
same speech in February—he was speaking on behalf of the
government—when he indicated he would want to expand and
strengthen FIRA not weaken it, not weaken FIRA’s mandate
but broaden it? When can we expect to see some activity on
the part of the minister and the government which would put
an end to the almost carte blanche approval of applications
before FIRA by foreign corporations to take over Canadian
operations in Canada?

An hon. Member: Just before the next election.

Mr. Gray: Madam Speaker, where the government, in
applying the Foreign Investment Review Act, accepts applica-
tions for takeovers, I want to tell my hon. friend and this
House that the obligation with respect to significant benefits to
Canada is very carefully pursued and ensured. The commit-
ments with respect to FIRA are set out in the throne speech
and work is well advanced within the government with a view
to having these commitments carried out. I look forward to the
enthusiastic support of my hon. friends when these proposals
come before the House.



