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No. 119

VOTES AND PROCEEDINGS

OF THE

HOUSE OF COMMONS

OF CANADA

OTTAWA, TUESDAY, AUGUST 30, 1966.

2.30 o’clock p.m.
PRAYERS.

Mr. Badanai, from the Standing Committee on Northern Affairs and
National Resources, presented the Second Report of the said Committee which
was read as follows:

Your Committee recommends that the names of Messrs. Lind, Barnett
and Cadieu (Meadow Lake) be substituted for those of Messrs. Haidasz, Howard
and Kindt on the Committee.

By unanimous consent, on motion of Mr. Badanai, seconded by Mr. Duquet,
the said Report was concurred in.

Mr. Cardin, a Member of the Queen’s Privy Council, laid before the
House,—Copy of a Report from the Honourable Mr. Justice Dalton Courtwright
Wells, appointed under Order in Council P.C. 1966-395, dated March 7, 1966,
Commissioner under Part I of the Inquiries Act to inquire into complaints
made by George Victor Spencer. (English and French).

On motion of Mr. Pilon, seconded by Mr. Cashin, it was ordered,—That
the names of Messrs. Boulanger and Cashin be substituted for those of Messrs.
Yanakis and Carter on the Standing Committee on Transport and Communica-
tions.

The House resumed debate on the motion of Mr. Pearson, seconded by
Mr. Nicholson,—That Bill C-230, An Act to provide for the resumption of
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operations of railways and for the settlement of the existing dispute with
respect to terms and conditions of employment between Railway Companies
and their employees, be now read a second time.

And debate continuing;

Mr. Diefenbaker, seconded by Mr. Starr, moved,—That all the words after
“That” be struck out and the following substituted therefor: ‘“this House de-
clines to proceed with the second reading of a Bill, the provisions of which,
in their wide departure from the terms of the report of Mr. Justice Munroe,
Chairman of the Conciliation Board, and in their failure to give any assurance
of an equitable solution of the problems of fringe benefits or any directions as
to the implementation of the Freedman Report, do not provide an adequate
solution of the current impasse.”

Whereupon the Minister of National Health and Welfare (Mr. MacEachen)
raised a point of order concerning the admissibility of the amendment.

RULING BY MR. SPEAKER

Mr. SPEAKER: I am in a position now to express an opinion with regard
to the very interesting arguments which have been put forward to enlighten
the Chair. Perhaps I may deal first with the objection just raised by the
honourable member for Lapointe (Mr. Grégoire). The motion is to the effect
that the bill be not now read a second time. The amendment does not refer
to the bill proper, but to the motion for second reading. It is my understanding
that the word “that” appears only once in the said motion.

The objections raised by the Minister of National Health and Welfare (Mr.
MacEachen) and the Minister without Portfolio (Mr. Turner) were, of course,
of a very serious nature and require very serious consideration, which I gave
them while arguments were being put forth by other Members of the House.
I might say right now, to relieve the anxiety of some honourable Members,
that I feel the amendment should be accepted for a number of reasons.

The first objection raised by the Minister of National Health and Welfare
and supported by the Minister without Portfolio was that this is a reasoned
amendment and that a reasoned amendment must be declaratory of a principle
adverse to or opposed to the principles of the bill. This objection has been
answered effectively, I believe, by the honourable Member for Kamloops (Mr.
Fulton) and the honourable Member for Carleton (Mr. Bell) in that this is
one of the possible requirements of a reasoned amendment.

There is an enumeration, as stated in May’s 17th edition at page 527, of
the several requirements of this type of amendment. The first is: “It may be
declaratory of some principle adverse to, or differing from, the principles,
policy or provisions of the bill.”

Then we find: “(2) It may express opinions as to any circumstances con-
nected with the introduction or prosecution of the bill, or otherwise opposed
to its progress.

(3) It may seek further information in relation to the bill by committees,
commissioners, the production of papers or other evidence.”

The Minister without Portfolio referred to citation 393 of Beauchesne,
which seems to be in contradiction to May. This matter was brought to my
attention on a number of occasions previously, namely that there was obviously
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A a contradiction between May and Beauchesne. Consequently a search was made
of the authorities upon which citation 393 of Beauchesne was based, and this
search was not too fruitful. It seems that citation 393 (1), (2) and (3) of
Beauchesne constitute the rule as it existed perhaps some years ago but has
not been followed. I suggest to honourable Members that the rule which should
be followed is as expressed in May’s 17th edition.

The other serious objection submitted by the honourable Ministers—and
this was supported, of course, by other honourable Members—was that an
amendment must not be concerned with the provisions of the bill upon which
it is moved, nor anticipate amendments thereto which may be moved in
committee.

This again is a very serious objection but, if I may say so, this amendment
appears to be a borderline case.

There is also the fact that the citation in the 17th edition of May’s at
page 528 reads as follows: “The amendment must not be concerned in detail
with the provision of the bill.”

I feel there is a distinction to be drawn here. In my opinion this amend-
ment does not refer in detail to the provisions of the bill before the House.

For this reason I think I can feel free not to accept the objection of the
Ministers to the bill.

We have before us a reasoned amendment and the principle of a reasoned
amendment is set out very clearly in Abraham and a Hawtrey’s Parliamentary
Dictionary at page 162 which states in very general and clear terms what a
reasoned amendment is. It reads: “This form of amendment seeks either to
give reasons why the House declines to give a second or third reading to the
bill or to express an opinion with regard to its subject matter or to the policy
which the bill is intended to fulfill.”

This language is extremely general in nature and I believe would include
the type of amendments which have been moved by the Right Honourable
Leader of the Opposition.

Lastly, it has been brought to my attention that an amendment, in many
ways similar from a procedural standpoint, was moved in 1960 and accepted
at the time. I believe there is no substantial procedural distinction between
the two amendments.

For all these reasons and from the procedural standpoint I accept the
amendment moved by the Right Honourable Leader of the Opposition.

——r

b

And debate arising thereon;

Mr. Douglas, seconded by Mr. Lewis, proposed to move in amendment
thereto,—That the amendment be amended by inserting therein, immediately
after the words “Freedman Report”, the following words: “by imposing com-
pulsory arbitration, and by failing to provide for the appointment of an
Administrator of the railway companies so that there might be effective
collective bargaining.”

And a point of order having been raised as to the regularity of the said
proposed amendment to the amendment;

RULING BY MR. SPEAKER

Mr. SPEAKER: I thank honourable members for their advice, guidance and
assistance to the Chair. I would first refer to the argument put forward by
the Solicitor General (Mr. Pennell). He referred to citation 389, which was
advanced earlier in argument today, I believe by the Minister of National
Health and Welfare (Mr. MacEachen). On this point I am in agreement with
the honourable Member for Winnipeg North Centre (Mr. Knowles) that
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this argument was found not acceptable earlier today; therefore the precedent
having been set I feel bound to follow it.

I would suggest that the second argument is more serious. Citation 202 (3)
of Beauchesne’s fourth edition says: ‘“Since the purpose of a sub-amendment
is to alter the amendment, it should not enlarge upon the scope of the amend-
ment but it should deal with matters that are not covered by the amendment;
if it is intended to bring up matters foreign to the amendment, the Member
should wait until the amendment is disposed of and move a new amendment.”

It seems to me on reading the subamendment as proposed that if it
means anything it is advancing something new and suggesting a new proposal.

The honourable Member for Winnipeg North Centre (Mr. Knowles) re-
ferred to citation 202(3) of Beauchesne’s fourth edition, which is to the effect
that the subamendment should deal with matters that are not covered in the
amendment. That is so and I accept that proposition. But we must still respect
the principle of relevancy as outlined in citation 203(1) of Beauchesne, and
even if the subamendment is advancing something new it has to be relevant
to the amendment which the subamendment seeks to alter.

For these reasons I think that the proposal advanced by the honourable
Member for Burnaby-Coquitlam cannot be accepted at this time in the form
of a subamendment.

And debate continuing;

Pursuant to provisional Standing Order 6(2), Mr. Mcllraith moved,—That
the House continue to sit until 11.00 o’clock p.m. this day.

And more than ten members having risen to object, the question was not
put on the said motion.

(Proceedings on Adjournment Motion)

At ten o’clock p.m., the question “That this House do now adjourn” was
deemed to have been proposed pursuant to provisional Standing Order 39-A;

After debate thereon, the said question was deemed to have been adopted.

Returns and Reports Deposited with the Clerk of the House

The following papers having been deposited with the Clerk of the House
were laid upon the Table pursuant to Standing Order 40, namely;

By Miss LaMarsh, a Member of the Queen’s Privy Council, by command
of His Excellency the Governor General,—Report of the National Gallery of
Canada, including its Accounts and Financial Transactions certified by the
Auditor General, for the year ended March 31, 1965, pursuant to section 10
of the National Gallery Act, chapter 186, R.S.C., 1952. (English and French).

By Miss LaMarsh,—Report of the Canada Council, including the Auditor
General’s Report on the Financial Statements of the Council, for the year
ended March 31, 1966, pursuant to section 23 of the Canada Council Act,
chapter 3, Statutes of Canada, 1957. (English and French).

At 10.08 o’clock p.m. the House adjourned until tomorrow at 2.30 o’clock
p.m.

LUCIEN LAMOUREUX,
Speaker.
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NOTICE PAPER

Inquiries of Ministry—On Monday next

No. 1,871—Mr. Harkness—August 30

1. Since January 1st, 1965, how many officers of the rank of Commodore
and above in the Navy, Brigadier and above in the Army, Air Commodore and
above in the RCAF, have ceased to be members of the permanent forces,
or have been given notice that they would be retired, or have sent in their
resignations?

2. In each case, what is the name of the officer, the appointment held
by him, his age and, where applicable, the number of years and months he
would have to go to normal retirement age?

3. In each of the above cases indicate whether the officer retired on
reaching normal retirement age, whether he put in his resignation of his own
volition, or whether he was asked to retire.

4, How many officers of the ranks indicated in part 1 have been promoted
in rank, what are their names, and ages as of the date of promotion?

5. What will be the total amount of their pensions from the date of their
retirement until their normal retirement date?

No. 1,872—Mr. Orlikow—August 30

1. How many houses were begun in 1966 by builders in urban centres
to August 31 of this year and, of this number, how many were begun in Halifax,
Montreal, Toronto, Hamilton, Winnipeg, Regina, Calgary, Edmonton and
Vancouver?

2. How many houses were begun by builders in the year 1965, and of
these how many were begun in each of the cities listed above?

3. How many apartment units were begun in 1966 by builders in urban
centres to August 31 of this year and, of this number, how many were begun
in Halifax, Montreal, Toronto, Hamilton, Winnipeg, Regina, Calgary, Edmonton,
and Vancouver?

4. How many apartment units were begun by builders in the year 1965,
and of these how many were begun in each of the cities listed above?

No. 1,873—M7r. Mather—August 30

1. What was the number of women in the Canadian labour force in 1956
and 1966?

2. What was the percentage increase in their employment numbers during
that period?
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3. What was the number of men in the Canadian labour force in 1956
and 1966?

4. What was the percentage increase in their employment numbers during
that period?

5. What is the projected increase in the number of women employed
during the next 10 years?

6. What is the projected increase in the number of men employed during
the same period?

7. What is the percentage of women now in the Canadian labour force?

No. 1,874—Mr. Macquarrie—August 30
1. Did any department or departments of the government advise mem-
bers of the Yugoslav agricultural purchasing agency in drawing up their
itinerary of visits in Canada and, if so, which ones?
2. What centres in the Atlantic Provinces did the group visit?

3. Did any department of government suggest any Atlantic Province
centres for such visits?

*No. 1,875—Mr. Coates—August 30

1. On what date was Amherst, Nova Scotia, selected as the regional
office of ARDA for the Atlantic area by the Minister of Forestry?

2. On what date was Moncton, New Brunswick, selected as the regional
office of ARDA for the Atlantic area by the Minister of Forestry?

3. Where will the regional offices of ARDA be located in the City of
Moncton and on what date will these offices be available?

4. Was it the original intention of the Minister of Forestry when select-
ing Amherst as the site of the ARDA regional headquarters to have their
offices located in the federal building planned for construction in 1967?

5. Did the Department of Public Works agree to the establishment of
temporary offices for use by employees of the ARDA regional office staff at
Ambherst and, if so, what has been the cost of preparing the offices in question,
what has been the estimated expenditure by the government to obtain such

space both with regard to alteration and lease, and what was the term of the
lease?

6. What specific improvements will be available to the rural citizens of
Atlantic Canada through the location of the ARDA regional headquarters at
Moncton, New Brunswick, and what transportation facilities will be avail-
able to the office at Moncton that were not available at Amherst?

7. How many employees presently associated with the ARDA and MMRA
offices at Amherst, Nova Scotia, will be transferred to Moncton, New Bruns-
wick?

*No. 1,876—Mr. Coates—August 30

1. On what date will the Minister of Forestry meet with a delegation
from the Town of Amherst in connection with the proposed change from

Amherst to Moncton of the regional headquarters for the Atlantic region of
ARDA?
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2. Will the Minister of Forestry give the assurance that no action will be
taken on the proposed move of the ARDA regional headquarters at Amherst
until the proposed meeting with officials of the Town of Amherst has been held?

No. 1,877—Mr. Coates—August 30

1. How many employees will be transferred from Springhill and Am-
herst, Nova Scotia, to Moncton, New Brunswick, who are presently employees
of the Unemployment Insurance Commission?

2. On what date will these employees be transferred to Moncton and what
will be the annual loss of income from salary at both Amherst and Spring-
hill as a result of the transfers?

3. For what reason are employees of the Unemployment Insurance Com-
mission being transferred from Springhill and Amherst to Moncton?

No. 1,878—Mr. Coates—August 30
Have discussions been carried out by the Government of Canada, or any
of its agencies, with the Government of the United States, or any of its agencies,
regarding the construction of a corridor road between the Provinces of New
Brunswick and Quebec which would pass through the State of Maine?

No. 1,879—M~r. Coates—August 30
1. Has the government secured a site for the new federal building at
Amherst, Nova Scotia?

2. Has an architect been appointed to produce the plans and, if so, on
what date?

No. 1,880—Mr. Coates—August 30
What was the annual payroll of the MMRA and ARDA office at Amherst,
Nova Scotia, and operations connected with that office for the years 1960, 1961,

1962, 1963, 1964, 1965, and for the six-month period from January 1, 1966,
to June 30, 1966?

No. 1,881—Mr. Godin—August 30—
What is the average annual salary of an employee of the Canadian National
Railways having five years service and who is classified as (a) railway em-
ployee (b) engineer (c¢) conductor (d) inspector?

Notices of Motions for the Production of Papers—On Wednesday next

No. 156—Mr. Coates—August 30

g That an Order of the House do issue for a copy of all correspondence
which passed between the Prime Minister and Chief Justice Taschereau of
the Supreme Court of Canada since March, 1966, in regard to the question of

having a Judge or Judges of the Supreme Court of Canada to act on Royal
Commissions.
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No. 157—Mr. Coates—August 30

That an Order of the House do issue for a copy of the press release issued
by the Minister of Forestry in January, 1966, in which the four areas selected
as regional offices for ARDA operations across Canada were named.

No. 158—Mr. Coates—August 30

That an Order of the House do issue for a copy of any communications
exchanged between the Government of Canada and individuals, corporations
or commissions, dealing with the proposed move of the regional headquarters
of ARDA for the Atlantic Provinces from Amherst, Nova Scotia, to Moncton,
New Brunswick.

Rocer DuHAMEL, F.RS.C., Queen’s Printer and Controller of Stationery, Ottawa, 1966
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No. 120

VOTES AND PROCEEDINGS

OF THE

HOUSE OF COMMONS

OF CANADA

OTTAWA, WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 31, 1966.

2.30 o’clock p.m.

PRAYERS.

The Right Honourable the Prime Minister (Mr. Pearson), the Right Hon-
ourable the Leader of the Opposition (Mr. Diefenbaker) and other honourable
Members of the House paid tribute to the memory of the late Alexis Caron,
Member for the Electoral District of Hull.

In accordance with the provisions of provisional Standing Order 6 (2),
Mr. Mecllraith, seconded by Mr. Pennell, moved,—That the House continue
to sit after 6.00 o’clock p.m. this day.

By unanimous consent, it was agreed that the motion be amended by
adding to the end thereof the words: “subject to a suspension of the sitting
from 6.00 to 7.00 p.m.”

And the question being put on the motion, as amended, it was agreed to.

Mr. Orlikow, seconded by Mr. Brewin, by leave of the House, introduced
Bill C-233, An Act to amend the Criminal Code (Preventive Detention),
which was read the first time and ordered for second reading at the next
sitting of the House.

Mr. Winters, seconded by Mr. Mcllraith, moved,—That the House do go
into Committee of the Whole at its next sitting to consider the following
proposed resolution which has been recommended to the House by His Ex-
cellency:—

That it is expedient to introduce a measure to amend the Export Credits

Insurance Act to authorize Export Credits Insurance Corporation to issue
V 120—1:
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unconditional guarantees to banks in connection with transactions insured by
the Corporation under sections 13 and 21 of the Act; to authorize the Corpora-
tion, with the approval of the Governor in Council, to enter into agreements
with foreign governments in connection with transactions entered into under
section 21A of the Act to reschedule or revise payment arrangements in respect
of debts owed to it under that section; to enable the aggregate liability to the
Corporation at any time in connection with transactions under section 21A to
be increased from four hundred million dollars to five hundred million dollars;
and to provide further for certain consequential changes in connection with the
administration of the Act.

Resolved,—That the House do go into Committee of the Whole at its
next sitting to consider the said proposed resolution.

Pursuant to Standing Order 39(4), the following five questions were made
Orders of the House for Returns, namely:

No. 1,044—Mr. Orlikow

1. What was the cost of advertising placed by the federal government,
department by department, in each of the past five years?

2. How much of this advertising was placed in daily newspapers, maga-
zines, radio, television, etc.?

3. What advertising agencies handled this advertising in each of the past
five years, and what fees did they receive?

4. Were a number of advertising agencies asked to tender bids on the
proposed government advertising and, if so, which ones?

5. What standards were used in deciding the choice of the advertising
agencies actually used in each of the past five years?

No. 1,447—Mr. Reid

1. What direct subsidies have been granted to Canadian transportation
agencies by the federal government since 1945?

2. What was the reason for each of these subsidies?
3. What is the reason for continuing them?
4. How much has been paid out in total under these programmes?

No. 1,463—Mr. Scott (Danforth)

1. Did the government or the Canadian Broadcasting Corporation receive
any representations, communications, complaints or otherwise from the auto-
motive manufacturers or anyone on their behalf concerning the programme
carried by the television show “This Hour has Seven Days” dealing with the
question of the installation on motor vehicles of safety devices?

2. If so (a) what was the nature of the representations, communications,
complaints, etec., received by the government, and in reasonable detail what was
the government’s response, if any (b) what was the nature of the representa-
tions, communications, complaints, etc., received by the Canadian Broadcasting
Corporation, and what in reasonable detail was the reply of the Corporation
to them?

No. 1,464—Mr. Scott (Danforth)

1. Has thg government or any of its agencies received representations
from tra@e unions involved in the automotive industry, or anyone on their
behalf, with regard to the question of safety specifications for motor vehicles?
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2. If so (a) how many government departments received representations
and what were the names of such departments (b) who made such rep-
resentations and what, in reasonable detail, were the form and substance either
written or verbal of such representations including the identification of the
persons making them (c¢) in reasonable detail, what was the nature of the
government’s response, if any, to such representations?

No. 1,545—Mr. Grégoire
1. Do the Queen’s Printer and the federal government send free copies of
their publications to universities, colleges and school libraries?
2. If so, to how many universities, colleges and school libraries do the
Queen’s Printer and the federal government send them?
3. Do the Queen’s Printer and the federal government send their publica-
tions to colleges and school libraries of Lapointe County?

Mr. Béchard, Parliamentary Secretary to the Secretary of State, presented,
—Returns to the foregoing Orders.

Notices of Motions for the Production of Papers Nos. 8, 72, 149, 151, 153,
and 154 having been called were allowed to stand at the request of the govern-
ment.

Resolved,—That a humble Address be presented to His Excellency praying
that he will cause to be laid before this House a copy of any communications
exchanged in the last five-year period, between the Government of Canada
or any agency thereof, and the Government of the United States or any agency
thereof including the International Joint Commission, with respect to the prob-
lem of water pollution of the Red River and particularly with respect to any
testing that may be carried out to determine the degree of pollution.—(Notice
of Motion for the Production of Papers No. 144—Mr. Schreyer).

Mr. Béchard, Parliamentary Secretary to the Secretary of State, pre-
sented,—Return to the foregoing Order.

Ordered,—That there be laid before this House a copy of all correspondence
dated since November 8, 1965, between the Minister of Industry and Ross M.
Whicher, M.P.P. Bruce.—(Notice of Motion for the Production of Papers No.
155—Mr. Loney).

The House resumed debate on the motion of Mr. Pearson, seconded by
Mr. Nicholson,—That Bill C-230, An Act to provide for the resumption of
operations of railways and for the settlement of the existing dispute with
respect to terms and conditions of employment between Railway Companies
and their employees, be now read a second time.

And on the motion of Mr. Diefenbaker, seconded by Mr. Starr, in amend-
ment thereto,—That all the words after “That” be struck out and the following
substituted therefor:

“this House declines to proceed with the second reading of a Bill,
the provisions of which, in their wide departure from the terms of the
report of Mr. Justice Munroe, Chairman of the Conciliation Board, and
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in their failure to give any assurance of an equitable solution of the
problems of fringe benefits or any directions as to the implementation
of the Freedman Report, do not provide an adequate solution of the
current impasse.”

And debate continuing;

Mr. Langlois (Mégantic), seconded by Mr. Gauthier, proposed to move in
amendment thereto,—That all the words after “That” be struck out and the
following substituted:

“the government is neglecting to undertake the necessary measures
so that at all times the railway employees and all Canadian citizens
may have incomes according to the national productivity of this country
by using the facilities of the Bank of Canada as may be necessary.”

RULING BY MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER

Mr. Deputy Chairman: I would like to refer the House to citation 203, sub-
section 1 of Beauchesne’s fourth edition, page 171 which reads as follows: “203
(1) It is an imperative rule that every amendment must be relevant to the
question on which the amendment is proposed.”

This may be read as also applying to a subamendment, in relation to the
amendment. The reference made in the subamendment to national productivity
and the use of the Bank of Canada is not at all relevant to the amendment
now before the House.

May I also refer the House to citation 202 subsection 3 at page 169 of
Beauchesne’s fourth edition. It reads as follows: “Since the purpose of a sub-
amendment is to alter the amendment, it should not enlarge upon the scope of
the amendment but it should deal with matters that are not covered by the
amendment; if it is intended to bring up matters foreign to the amendment,
the member should wait until the amendment is disposed of and move a new
amendment.”

This is so provided, of course, that it is relevant to the bill.

I suggest to the honourable Member for Megantic (Mr. Langlois) that the
subamendment which he moved is not relevant to the bill and brings out
matters which are not included in the amendment now before the House. I
therefore declare the subamendment out of order.

Debate was resumed on the motion of Mr. Pearson, seconded by Mr.
Nicholson,—That Bill C-230, An Act to provide for the resumption of opera-
tions of railways and for the settlement of the existing dispute with respect
to terms and conditions of employment between Railway Companies and their
employees, be now read a second time.

And on the motion of Mr. Diefenbaker, seconded by Mr. Starr, in amend-
ment thereto,—That all the words after “That” be struck out and the following
substituted therefor:

“this House declines to proceed with the second reading of a Bill,
the provisions of which, in their wide departure from the terms of the
report of Mr. Justice Munroe, Chairman of the Conciliation Board, and
in their failure to give any assurance of an equitable solution of the
problems of fringe benefits or any directions as to the implementation
of the Freedman Report, do not provide an adequate solution of the
current impasse.”
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After further debate, the question being put on the said proposed amend-
ment, it was negatived on the following division:

Alkenbrack,
Asselin (Charlevoix),
Baldwin,
Ballard,

Barnett,

Beaulieu,

Bell (Carleton),

Bell (Saint-John-
Albert),

Bower,

Brand,

Brewin,

Cadieu,

Cameron (Nanaimo-
Cowichan-The
Islands),

Cantelon,

Chatterton,

Churchill,

Clancy,

Coates,

Code,

Crouse,

Danforth,

Diefenbaker,

Dinsdale,

Douglas,

Enns,

Fairweather,

Fane,

Addison,
Allard,
Allmand,
Andras,
Asselin
(Richmond-Wolfe),
Badanai,
Basford,
Batten,
Béchard,
Beer,
Benson,
Berger,
Blouin,
Boulanger,
Brown,
Byrne,
Cadieux,
Cameron (High
Park),
Cantin,
Caouette,

YEAS
MESSRS:

Fawcett, Lewis,
Flemming, Loney,
Forbes, MacDonald (Prince),
Forrestall MacEwan,
Fulton, MacInnis (Cape
Gilbert, Breton South),
Grafttey, MacInnis (Mrs.),
Grills, MacLean (Queens),
Gundlock, Macquarrie,
Hales, MacRae,
Hamilton, McCleave,
Hees, McCutcheon,
Herridge, MecIntosh,
Horner (Acadia), McKinley,
Horner McQuaid,

(Jasper-Edson), Madill,
Horner (The Battle- Mandziuk,

fords),
Howe (Hamilton

Martin (Timmins),
Mather,

South), Monteith,
Howe (Wellington- Moore,

Huron), Muir
Irvine, North and
Jorgenson, Victoria),
Keays, Muir (Lisgar),
Kennedy, Nasserden,
Kindt, Neshitt,
Knowles, Noble,
Korchinski, Nowlan,
Lambert, Nugent,

Nays
MESSRS:

Cardin, Gauthier,
Cashin, Gendron,
Choquette, Godin,
Chrétien, Gordon,
Clermont, Gray,
Comtois, Greene,
Coté (Dorchester), Grégoire,
Coté (LongueuiD, Groos,
Cowan, Guay,
Crossman, Habel,
Davis, Haidasz,
Deachman, Harley,
Dionne, Hellyer,
Drury, Honey,
Dubé, Hopkins,
Duquet, Hymmen,
Emard, Isabelle,
Ethier, Johnston,
Faulkner, Klein,
Favreau, Lachance,
Forest, Laflamme,
Foy, Laing,

Orlikow,
Ormiston,
Pascoe,
Peters,
Prittie,
Pugh,
Rapp,
Régimbal,
Ricard,
Rynard,
Saltsman,
Schreyer,
Scott (Danforth),
Scott (Victoria (Ont)),
Sherman,
Simpson,
Skoreyko,
Smallwood,
Smith,
Southam,
Starr,

(Cape BretonStefanson,

Thomas (Middlesex
West),

Valade,

Wadds (Mrs.),

Watson (Assiniboia),

Webb,

Winch,

Winkler,

Woolliams—110.

LaMarsh (Miss),

Lamontagne,

Langlois (Chicouti-
mi),

Langlois (Mégantic),

Laniel,

Laprise,

Latulippe,

Laverdiére,

Leblanc (Laurier),

LeBlanc (Rimouski),

Leboe,

Lefebvre,

Legault,

Lessard,

Lind,

Loiselle,

Macdonald (Rose-
dale),

MacEachen,

Mackasey,

Mcllraith,
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McNulty,
McWilliam,
Marchand,
Martin (Essex East),
Matheson,
Matte,
Mongrain,
Morison,
Munro,
Neveu,
Nicholson,
‘Nixon,
O’Keefe,
Olson,
‘Orange,

VOTES AND

‘Otto,
Patterson,
Pearson,
Pelletier,
Pennell,
Pépin,
Pickersgill,
Pilon,
Prud’homme,
Racine,

Reid,
Richard,
Rideout (Mrs.),
Rinfret,
Robichaud,

PROCEEDINGS

Rochon,
Rock,
Roxburgh,
Ryan,
Sauvé,
Sharp,
Simard,
Stafford,
Stanbury,
Stewart,
Tardif,
Teillet,
Thomas
(Maisoneuve-
Rosemont),

August 31, 1966

Thompson,

Tolmie,

Tremblay,

Trudeau,

Tucker,

Turner,

‘Wahn,

Watson (Chateau-
guay-Huntingdon-
Laprairie),

Whelan,

Winters,

Yanakis—138.

After further debate, the question being put on the main motion, it was
resolved in the affirmative on the following division:

Addison,
Allard,
Allmand,
Andras,
Asselin
(Richmond-Wolfe),
Badanai,
Basford,
Batten,
Béchard,
Beer,
Benson,
Berger,
Blouin,
Boulanger,
Brown,
Byrne,
Cadieux
Cameron (High
Park),
Cantin,
Caouette,
Cardin,
Cashin,
Choquette,
Chrétien,
Clermont,
Comtois,
Co6té (Dorchester),
Coté (Longueuil),
Cowan,
Crossman,
Davis,
Deachman,
Dionne,
Drury,
Dubé,

YEAS
MESSRS:
Duquet, Laverdiere,
Emard, Leblanc (Laurier),
Ethier, LeBlanc (Rimouski),
Faulkner, Leboe,
Favreau, Lefebvre,
Forest, Legault,
Foy, Lessard,
Gauthier, Lind,
Gendron, Loiselle,
Godin, Macaluso,
Gordon, Macdonald (Rose-
Gray, dale),
Greene, MacEachen,
Groos, Mackasey,
Guay, McIlraith,
Habel, McNulty,
Haidasz, McWilliam,
Harley, Marchand,
Hellyer, Martin (Essex East),
Honey, Matheson,
Hopkins, Matte,
Hymmen, Mongrain,
Isabelle, Morison,
Johnston, Munro,
Klein, Neveu,
Lachance, Nicholson,
Laflamme, Nixon,
Laing, Nowlan,
LaMarsh (Miss), O’Keefe,
Lamontagne, Olson,
Langlois (Chicouti- Orange,
mi), Otto,
Langlois (Mégantic),Patterson,
Laniel, Pearson,
Laprise, Pelletier,
Latulippe, Pennell,

Pepin,
Pickersgill,
Pilon,
Prud’homme,
Racine,

Reid,

Richard,

Rideout (Mrs.),

Rinfret,

Robichaud,

Rochon,

Rock,

Roxburgh,

Ryan,

Sharp,

Simard,

Stafford,

Stanbury,

Stewart,

Tardif,

Teillet,

Thomas
(Maisoneuve-
Rosemont),

Thompson,

Tolmie,

Tremblay,

Trudeau,

Tucker,

Turner,

Wahn,

Watson (Chéateau-
guay-Huntingdon-
Laprairie),

Whelan,

Winters,

Yanakis—138.
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Nays
MESSRS:
Alkenbrack, Flemming, Loney, Ormiston,
Asselin (Charlevoix), Forbes, MacDonald (Prince), Pascoe,
Ballard, Forrestall MacEwan, Peters,
Beaulieu, Fulton, Maclnnis, Prittie,
Bell (Carleton), Gilbert, MaclInnis (Mrs.), Pugh,
Bell (Saint John- Grafftey, MacLean (Queens), Rapp,
Albert), Grills, Macquarrie, Régimbal,
Bigg, Gundlock, MacRae, Ricard,
Bower, Hales, McCleave, Rynard,
Brand, Hees, McCutcheon, Saltsman,
Brewin, Herridge, MeclIntosh, Schreyer,
Cadieu, Horner (Acadia), McKinley, Scott (Danforth),
Cameron (Nanaimo- Horner McQuaid, Scott (Victoria (Ont)),
Cowichan-The (Jasper-Edson), Madill, Sherman,
Islands), Horner (The Battle- Mandziuk, Simpson,
Cantelon, fords), Martin (Timmins), Skoreyko,
Chatterton, Howard, Mather, Smallwood,
Churchill, Howe (Wellington- Monteith, Southam,
Coates, Huron), Moore, Starr,
Code, Irvine, Muir (Cape BretonStefanson,
Crouse, Jorgenson, North and Thomas (Middlesex
Danforth, Keays, Victoria), West),
Diefenbaker, Kennedy, Muir (Lisgar), Valade,
Dinsdale, Kindt, Nasserden, Wadds (Mrs.),
Douglas, Knowles, Nesbitt, Watson (Assiniboia),
Enns, Korchinski, Noble, Webb,
Fane, Lambert, Nugent, Winch,
Fawecett, Lewis, Orlikow, Winkler—103.

Accordingly, the said bill was read the second time, considered in Com-
mittee of the Whole, and progress having been made and reported, the Com-
mittee obtained leave to consider it again at the next sitting of the House.

By unanimous consent, it was ordered,—That the House meet at 10.00
o’clock a.m., Thursday, September 1, 1966, and continue to sit until all stages
of Bill C-230, An Act to provide for the resumption of operations of railways
and for the settlement of the existing dispute with respect to terms and con-
ditions of employment between Railway Companies and their employees, have
been considered and disposed of.

Returns and Reports Deposited with the Clerk of the House

The following papers having been deposited with the Clerk of the House
were laid upon the Table pursuant to Standing Order 40, namely:

By Mr. Pearson, a Member of the Queen’s Privy Council,—Summaries
of Orders in Council passed during the months of March, April and May, 1966.
(English and French).

By Miss LaMarsh, a Member of the Queen’s Privy Council—Return to
an Address, dated June 22, 1966, to His Excellency the Governor General for
copies of all letters and correspondence since September 1, 1965, which have
passed between the Department or the Minister of Justice and the United
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States Department of Justice in connection with the conviction for fraud in
the United States of John C. Doyle, Canadian Javelin Limited, and his failure
to serve the sentence imposed upon him.—(Notice of Motion for the Produc-
tion of Papers No. 142).

By Mr. Winters, a Member of the Queen’s Privy Council,—Order in Council
P.C. 1966-1410, dated July 26, 1966, authorizing under section 21 of the
Export Credits Insurance Act, contracts of Insurance by the Export Credits
Insurance Corporation, for the shipment of 300,000 metric tons of wheat to
the Polish People’s Republic, pursuant to section 21B of the said Act, chapter
105, R.S.C., 1952, as amended 1960-61.

By Mr. Winters,—Order in Council P.C. 1966-1570, dated August 17,
1966, amending Order in Council P.C. 1963-1763, dated November 28, 1963,
to authorize under section 21A of the Export Credits Insurance Act, long-term
financing by the Export Credits Insurance Corporation for the purchase of
certain capital equipment from Montreal Engineering Company Limited and
nuclear engineering services from Atomic Energy of Canada Limited by the
President of India pursuant to section 21B of the said Act, chapter 105, R.S.C.,
1952, as amended 1960-61.

By Mr. Winters,—Order in Council P.C. 1966-1564, dated August 17, 1966,
authorizing under section 21 of the Export Credits Insurance Act, revised con-
tracts of insurance originally approved by Order in Council P.C. 1965-1521
of August 18, 1965, by the Export Credits Insurance Corporation for shipment
of 200,000 metric tons of wheat to the People’s Republic of Bulgaria, pursuant
to section 21B of the said Act, chapter 105, R.S.C., 1952, as amended 1960-61.

By Mr. Winters,—Order in Council P.C. 1965-2262, dated December 22,
1965, approving the Capital Budget of the Export Credits Insurance Corpora-
tion for the calendar year 1966.

At 12.18 o’clock a.m. (Thursday, September 1), on motion of Mr. Mcllraith,
seconded by Mr. Pickersgill, the House adjourned until 10.00 o’clock a.m. this
day, pursuant to Special Order made in this sitting.

LUCIEN LAMOUREUX,
Speaker.

Rocer DUHAMEL, F.R.5.C., Queen’'s Printer and Controller of Stationery, Ottawa, 1966
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No. 121

VOTES AND PROCEEDINGS

OF THE

HOUSE OF COMMONS

OF CANADA

OTTAWA, THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 1, 1966.

10.00 o’clock a.m.
PRAYERS.

Miss LaMarsh, a Member of the Queen’s Privy Council, laid before the
House,—Brochure entitled “Grants to Authors and Associations”. (English and
French).

Bill C-230, An Act to provide for the resumption of operations of rail-
ways and for the settlement of the existing dispute with respect to terms and
conditions of employment between Railway Companies and their employees
was again considered in Committee of the Whole, reported with amendments
and considered as amended.

By unanimous consent, the said bill was read the third time and passed,
on division.

By unanimous consent, at 5.32 o’clock p.m. the sitting was suspended
until 8.00 o’clock p.m.

A Message was received from the Senate informing this House that the
Senate had passed the following Bills to which the concurrence of this House
is desired:

Bill S-45, An Act respecting the Boundary between the Provinces of
Manitoba and Saskatchewan.

Bill S-46, An Act respecting the Boundary between the Province of Sas-
katchewan and the Northwest Territories.

Bill S-47, An Act respecting the Boundary between the Province of Mani-
toba and the Northwest Territories.

Bill S-48, An Act to amend the Canada Land Surveys Act.

V 121—1:
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The Order being read for the second reading of Bill C-231, An Act to
define and implement a national transportation policy for Canada, to amend
the Railway Act and other Acts in consequence thereof and enact other con-
sequential provisions.

Mr. Pickersgill, seconded by Mr. Turner, moved,—That the said bill be
now read a second time.

And debate arising thereon;

A Message was received from the Senate informing this House that the
Senate had passed Bill C-230, An Act to provide for the resumption of opera-
tions of railways and for the settlement of the existing dispute with respect
to terms and conditions of employment between Railway Companies and their
employees, without any amendment.

Mr. Speaker communicated to the House the following letter:

GOVERNMENT HOUSE
OTTAWA
1st September, 1966.
Sir,

I have the honour to inform you that the Honourable Robert Taschereau,
P.C., Chief Justice of Canada, acting as Deputy to His Excellency the Governor
General, will proceed to the Senate Chamber today, the 1st September, at 9.45
p.m., for the purpose of giving Royal Assent to a certain bill.

I have the honour to be,
Sir,
Your obedient servant,
A. G. CHERRIER,
Assistant Secretary to the Governor General.
The Honourable,
The Speaker of the House of Commons.

A Message was received from the Honourable Robert Taschereau, Chief
Justice of Canada, in his capacity as Deputy to His Excellency the Governor
General, desiring the immediate attendance of the House in the Senate Chamber.

Accordingly, Mr. Speaker with the House went to the Senate Chamber.
And being returned;

Mr. Speaker reported that, when the House did attend the Honourable
the Deputy to His Excellency the Governor General in the Senate Chamber,
His Honour was pleased to give, in Her Majesty’s name, the Royal Assent to
the following bill:

An Act to provide for the resumption of operations of railways and for
the settlement of the existing dispute with respect to terms and conditions
of employment between Railway Companies and their employees.

At 10.24 o’clock p.m., Mr. Speaker adjourned the House until tomorrow at
11.00 o’clock a.m.

LUCIEN LAMOUREUX,
Speaker.
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NOTICE PAPER

Inquiries of Ministry—On Monday next

No. 1,882—Mr. Tucker—September 1
Did the Department of Fisheries trans-ship salmon spawn during the
last two years from the Pacific Coast to the Province of Newfoundland and,
if so, was the experiment successful?

No. 1,883—Mr. Caouette—September 1—
1. Are the provinces allowed to borrow from the Bank of Canada without
having to pay interest?
2. If so (a) under what authority (b) which provinces took advantage
of this (¢) what amounts did they borrow and on what dates (d) under what
terms?

No. 1,884—Mr. Caouette—September 1— ;

1. Since 1867, what amount has the government (a) borrowed in any
manner (b) paid as interest on previous debts (c) paid as capital payments
on previous debts?

2. Since 1867, has the government continued to pay interest or capital
payments with regard to debts incurred before 1867 and, if so (a) have all
such debts been paid (b) are the amounts paid to reimburse such debts in-
cluded in 1 (b) and (c) above?

3. As of the last federal fiscal year, what was the total of (a) the capital
borrowed (b) the interest paid on such loans (c) the capital reimbursed?

No. 1,885—Mr. Caouette—September 1—

1. Has the Minister of Transport made a commitment to the Kingston
District pilots to take the necessary steps so that the latter would no longer
be required to pilot ships on Lake Ontario and, if so (a) how (b) when?

2. What steps were taken by the government to deal with representations
made by ship pilots from the District of Kingston?

3. Was there any exchange of correspondence on this subject between

the United States authorities and the Department of Transport since March
30 last?

No. 1,886—Mr. Godin—September 1—

Were any non-union employees of the Canadian National Railways granted
expense accounts by the company for the year 1965 and, if so, how many?
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No. 1,887—Mr. Godin—September 1—

What was the total amount of expenses claimed through. the expense
accounts granted by the Canadian National Railways to its non-union employees
for the year 1965?

No. 1,888—Mr. Coates—September 1
1. Was an application for a lobster fishing license received by the Depart-
ment of Fisheries by the Customs Office of the Department of National Revenue
at Moncton, New Brunswick, and/or by the Department of Fisheries office
at Halifax, Nova Scotia, and (a) if so, was Mr. Leger granted a license (b)
if not, for what reason?

2. Had Theodore Leger secured a lobster fishing license for the year 19667

No. 1,889—Mr. MacRae—September 1

1. Was Civil Service Competition No. 66-3662 for Field Officers and Field
Office Managers, Department of National Health and Welfare, recently con-
ducted in Fredericton?

2. If so (a) who were the applicants that were interviewed (b) in what
order were the applicants rated by the Examining board (c¢) which applicant
was offered the position (d) what were his or her qualifications for the posi-
tion?

3. Has a protest been received from Mr. R. C. Rickard, 307 Dayton
Court, Fredericton, New Brunswick, in connection with this position and, if
so, what answer has been given to Mr. Rickard?

No. 1,890—Mr. Pascoe—September 1

Is Canadian Forces Headquarters carrying out a program of job analysis
throughout the Services and, if so (a) when was the program initiated and

what length of time will be required for its completion (b) what is the purpose
of the job analysis and how will personnel be affected?

No. 1,891—Mr. Forrestall—September 1

What total number of officers with the rank of Naval Commodore, and
other service rank equivalents by service, were on active service in the Armed
Forces as at January 1, 1960, 1961, 1962, 1963, 1964, 1965 and 1966?

No. 1,892—Mr. Forrestall—September 1

1. What steps have already been taken toward unification of the three
Armed Services?

2. Under what authority were these changes made?

No. 1,893—Mr. Forrestall—September 1

1. What is the total cost of a new issue of clothing for the members
of the Armed Services?
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2. What is the dollar value of the current stock of service clothing on the
shelf?

3. What will be done with the stock?

No. 1,894—Mr. Forrestall—September 1

1. Have there been net savings achieved by integration of the Armed
Services in terms of dollars during the years 1965-66 and 1966-67?

2. What is the forecast net savings for 1966-67 and 1967-68?

No. 1,895—Mr. Forrestall—September 1

What are the forecast expenditures for capital equipment for the Armed
Services for 1966-67 and 1967-68 as a percentage of the Defence Budget?

No. 1,896—Mr. Forrestall—September 1

1. What percentage of the Naval budget was spent on capital equipment
for the Navy during 1960-61, 1961-62, 1962-63, 1963-64, 1964-65, 1965-66
and 1966-677

2. What percentage is forecast for 1967-68, 1968-69, 1969-70 and 1970-71?

No. 1,897—Mr. Forrestall—September 1

1. Was the Minister of National Defence advised, through proper channels,
at any time by the Commander, Maritime Command, during 1965 and 1966 that
there were morale problems in his command?

2. If so, what action was taken by the Minister in this regard, or by his
staff?

No. 1,898—M~r. Forrestall—September 1

1. Did the Minister of National Defence meet with Rear Admiral W.
Landymore, Commander, Maritime Command, to discuss command matters
from the time he assumed command in 1964 until June 21, 1966?

2. If so, on what dates?

No. 1,899—Mr. Forrestall—September 1

1. What is the name of the Executive Assistant to the Minister of National
Defence?

2. What are his qualifications?

3. Is he now or was he at any time a member of the Armed Services
of Canada?

4. If so, which service and in what capacities and with what ranks?
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No. 1,900—Mr. Forrestall—September 1

1. What are the numbers and percentage of regular Navy, Army and
Air Force officers by Service and by rank who (a) were retired prior to their
normal retirement age under the following circumstances, indicating whether
they were voluntarily or compulsorily retired (i) in 1964 with a penalty (ii)
in 1964 withqut a penalty and without a cash bonus (iii) in 1964 without a
penalty and with a cash bonus (iv) in 1965 with a penalty (v) in 1965 with-
out a penalty and without a cash bonus (vi) in 1965 without a penalty and
with a cash bonus (vii) in 1966 with a penalty (viii) in 1966 without a penalty
and without a cash bonus (ix) in 1966 without a penalty and with a cash
bonus (b) requested premature release and as part of the reduction of the
Armed Forces, in the years 1964, 1965 and 1966 and were (i) refused release
(ii) granted release with a cash bonus?

No. 1,901—Mr. Forrestall—September 1

1. Prior to premature release and as part of the reduction of the Armed
Forces, were officers asked to volunteer for premature release with a cash
bonus as an incentive?

2. If not, for what reason?

3. Is the policy of premature release of officers with a cash bonus
completed?

4. If so, has this been officially promulgated to all officers?

No. 1,902—Mr. Forrestall—September 1

Is it the intention of the government to have a single “walking out” uni-
form and rank structure for the three Armed Services by July 1, 1967?

No. 1,903—Mr. Forrestall—September 1

Has there been any revision in the projected cost of the half-life overhaul
and refit of HMCS Bonaventure since July 15, 19667

Notices of Motions for the Production of Papers—On Wednesday next

No. 159—Mr. Coates—September 1

That an Order of the House do issue for a copy of the report prepared
for the Minister of Fisheries resulting from an investigation into the applica-
tion for a lobster fishing license by Theodore Leger of Robichaud Office, New
Brunswick.

No. 160—Mr. Coates—September 1

That an Order of the House do issue for a copy of all letters, telegrams
and memoranda of telephone conversations to the Minister of Fisheries from
Theodore Leger, Robichaud Office, New Brunswick, regarding the refusal by
the Minister and his officials to issue a lobster fishing license to the afore-
mentioned Mr. Leger.
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No. 161—Mr. Forrestall—September 1

That an Order of the House do issue for copies of all communications
between the Minister of National Defence and serving members of the
1 Armed Forces with respect to their personal‘ views on unification of the

three services.

RoGErR DUHAMEL, F.R.S.C., Queen’s Printer and Controller of Stationery. Ottawa, 1966
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No. 122

VOTES AND PROCEEDINGS

OF THE

HOUSE OF COMMONS

OF CANADA

OTTAWA, FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 2, 1966.

11.00 o’clock a.m.
PRAYERS.

By unanimous consent, it was ordered,—That this day’s sitting be suspended
from 1.00 o’clock p.m. to 2.30 o’clock p.m.

The following bills from the Senate were read the first time and ordered
for a second reading at the next sitting of the House:

Bill S-45, An Act respecting the Boundary between the Provinces of
Manitoba and Saskatchewan,—Mr. Pepin.

Bill S-46, An Act respecting the Boundary between the Province of Sas-
katchewan and the Northwest Territories—Mr. Pepin.

Bill S-47, An Act respecting the Boundary between the Province of Mani-
toba and the Northwest Territories.—Mr. Pepin.

Bill S-48, An Act to amend the Canada Land Surveys Act.—Mr. Pepin.

At 1.00 o’clock p.m. the sitting was suspended until 2.30 o’clock p.m.
pursuant to special order made this day.

The House resumed debate on the motion of Mr. Pickersgill, seconded by
Mr. Turner,—That Bill C-231, An Act to define and implement a national trans-
portation policy for Canada, to amend the Railway Act and other Acts in
consequence thereof and enact other consequential provisions, be now read a
second time.

And debate continuing, the said debate was on motion of Mr. Pilon,
seconded by Mr. Comtois, adjourned.

V 122—1.
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Returns and Reports Deposited with the Clerk of the House

The following paper having been deposited with the Clerk of the House
was laid upon the Table pursuant to Standing Order 40, namely:

By Mr. Favreau, a Member of the Queen’s Privy Council,—Report, dated
June 27, 1966, of the Restrictive Trade Practices Commission, under the Com-
bines Investigation Act, relating to the distribution and sale of gasoline
in the City of Winnipeg and elsewhere in the Province of Manitoba. (English
and French).

At 5.39 o’clock p.m., on motion of Mr. Mcllraith, seconded by Mr. Pickers-
gill, the House adjourned until Tuesday, September 6, 1966 at 2.30 o’clock
p.m., pursuant to section (4) of Standing Order 2.

LUCIEN LAMOUREUX,
Speaker.



September 2, 1966 Wl

NOTICE PAPER

Inquiries of Ministry—On Wednesday next

No. 1,904—Mr. Forrestall—September 2

Has the Army Council in the National Defence structure been discontin-
ued and, if so (a)what was its role and purpose (b) on what date was it dis-
continued (c) what has replaced it?

No. 1,905—Mr. Forrestall—September 2

Has the Air Council in the National Defence structure been discontinued
and, if so (a) what was its role and purpose (b) on what date was it dis-
banded (c¢) what has replaced it?

No. 1,906—Mr. Forrestall—September 2

Has the Naval Board in the National Defence structure been discon-
tinued and, if so (a) what was its role and purpose (b) on what date was it
disbanded (c¢) what has replaced it?

No. 1,907—Mr. Forrestall—September 2

Have any serving officers of the Canadian Armed Forces written to De-
fence Headquarters since June, 1965 asking that they be retired without loss

of pension and, if so (a) how many (b) how many such requests have been
granted?

No. 1,908—Mr. Forrestall—September 2
1. Was Admiral Brock forced to retire?

2. Has the Minister of National Defence visited Maritime Command Head-
quarters in Halifax since Admiral Brock’s retirement and, if so, when and for
what purpose?

*No. 1,909—Mr. Forrestall—September 2

What title, if any, is recommended in the Hennessy and Anderson reports
as the name of the proposed unified National Defence force?

No. 1,910—Mr. Forrestall—September 2

Has the white ensign in the Royal Canadian Navy been retired and, if so
(a) on what date and under what regulation (b) why was this step taken?
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No. 1,911—Mr. Forrestall—September 2
In the proposed unified armed force, will officers and men now in the force
be given an opportunity to decide freely (a) to enter into a new engagement or
(b) retire voluntarily without pension or other penalty?

No. 1,912—Mr. Forrestall—September 2

In the proposed unified armed force, will the use of the cap tally with a
ships name on it, worn by sailors in the Royal Canadian Navy, be discontin-
ued?

No. 1,913—Mr. Dinsdale—September 2

1. How many (a) Eskimos, and (b) Indians were employed during the
construction of the Great Slave Lake Railway to Pine Point?

2. How many (a) Eskimos, and (b) Indians are employed on the railway
at the present time?

3. What is the total number of employees on the Great Slave Lake Rail-
way?

4. What is the policy of the railway with respect to the employment of (a)
Eskimos, and (b) Indians?

5. Does the Education Branch of the Department of Northern Affairs and
National Resources have a training program specifically designed to provide
Eskimo and Indian students with the skills necessary for employment on the
Great Slave Lake Railway and, if so, what is the nature of the program?

No. 1,914—Mr. Dinsdale—September 2

1. What is the total number of employees working for the Northern
Transportation Company at Tuktoyaktuk?

2. How many of these were hired locally?

3. What is the employment policy of Northern Transportation in the
North?

No. 1,915—Mr. Howe (Wellington-Huron)—September 2

1. With regard to the announcement on November 26, 1963, by the
Minister of National Health and Welfare of the establishment of a fund of
$600,000 to promote an anti-smoking campaign, was a technical committee
set up to deal with the specifics of the program and, if so (a) who were the
members of that committee (b) has there been a report made by that com-
mittee and has it been tabled in the House?

2. With regard to the $200,000 of the total $600,000 of the fund set aside
for research (a) what agency of government carried out this program (b)

what were the results of their experiments (¢) what is the balance if any,
left in the fund?

No. 1,916—Mr. Forrestall—September 2

How many ranks now exist in the (a) Royal Canadian Navy (b) Cana-
dian. Army (c¢) Royal Canadian Air Force?
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No. 1,917—Mr. Forrestall—September 2

Is there an establishment of ranks for the proposed unified armed force
and, if so, how many ranks are established for the (a¢) navy (b) army (c) air
force?

No. 1,918—Mr. Choquette—September 2—

1. Does the government intend to publish a report on the work and
opportunity programs being administered by the Special Planning Secretariat?

2. Is it the intention of the government to call a federal-provincial con-
ference on these programs?

3. Are any federal departments directly involved in these programs, and
if so (a) which ones (b) is there liaison between them?

4. Is the government considering the creation of a special fund for these
programs?

5. Since April, 1965, have any work and opportunity programs been
initiated by the federal government and, if so, what are they?

6. Does the government consult with the Government of the United States
on similar programs?

7. Is the government involved in any plans with the provinces in these
programs?

8. Does the government intend to seek the formation of a federal-
provincial organization to conduct these programs? .

9. Is the government attempting to enlist the support of private industry
in these programs and, if so, what efforts have been made in this direction?

No. 1,919—M7r. Bell (Carleton)—September 2
1. What has been the cost of the enquiry conducted by Honourable Ivan
C. Rand into the conduct of Mr. Justice Leo A. Landreville?
2. Of this amount, how much has been paid to (a) the Commissioner
(b) counsel, naming them?

3. Is it anticipated that further expenditures will be incurred by this
Commission?

No. 1,920—M7r. Bell (Carleton)—September 2
1. Is it the intention of the government to ask the House of Commons to

give further consideration to Bill S-2, an Act to incorporate the Ottawa
Terminal Railway Company?

2. If not, under what authority is it proposed that the new Ottawa Station
and the approaching railway tracks and related facilities shall be operated?

3. Have any new agreements between the National Capital Commission
and the railway companies been executed?

4. If so, will such agreements be laid on the Table of the House and will
such agreements require parliamentary sanction?

5. Under what authority are the said station, tracks and related facilities
now being operated?
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*No. 1,921—Mr. Cowan—September 1

Was a press release issued from the Office of the Solicitor General on
August 3, 1966, regarding the commutation to life imprisonment of the sentence
of death imposed upon Roger Allan Fulton which stated in part that the
Solicitor General disclosed “that there was before Cabinet important medical
evidence of a neurological nature obtained by the Department of Justice”
and, if so, what are the names of the doctors who submitted the said medical
evidence of a neurological nature regarding Roger Allan Fulton?

*No. 1,922—Mr. Cowan—September 2

Was a press release issued from the Office of the Solicitor General on
August 3, 1966, regarding the commutation to life imprisonment of the
sentence of death, imposed upon Roger Allan Fulton and, if so, did the said
press release state in part that “in accordance with constitutional practice
the Solicitor General did not disclose the considerations upon which the Gov-
ernor-in-Council acted in commuting the sentence” and to what constitution
does this press release refer and to what specific section of that constitution?

*No. 1,923—M7r. Cowan—September 2
1. Did the Prime Minister of Canada, on July 17, 1966, addressing the
Canadian Committee Celebrations at Elk Island National Park, Alberta, refer
to “the two official languages” and go on to say that “they were recognized
officially in the Act of Confederation itself”?
2. If so (a) what is the authority for the above statement (b) to what
extent by way of judicial decisions has this policy been applied?

Government Notices of Motions—On Tuesday next

September 2—The Minister of Justice:

That a Joint Committee of both Houses of Parliament be appointed to
enquire into and report on the expediency of presenting an address to His
Excellency praying for the removal of Mr. Justice Leo Landreville from the
Supreme Court of Ontario, in view of the facts, considerations and conclusions
contained in the report of the Honourable Ivan C. Rand concerning the said
Mr. Justice Leo Landreville, dated the 11th day of August, 1966 and tabled in
the House of Commons on the 29th day of August, 1966;

That 12 Members of the House of Commons, to be designated later, be
members of the Joint Committee on the part of this House;

That the Committee have power to appoint, from among its members,
such sub-committees as may be deemed advisable or necessary; to call for
persons, papers and records and to engage counsel; to sit while the House is
sitting and to report from time to time;

That the Committee have power to print such papers and evidence from
day to day as may be ordered by the Committee for its use and for the use of
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Parliament; and that Standing Order 66 of the House of Commons be sus-
pended in relation thereto;

And that a message be sent to the Senate requesting that House to unite
with this House for the above purpose and to select, if the Senate deems advis-
able, some of its Members to act on the proposed Joint Committee.

Rocer DUHAMEL, F.R.S.C., Queen’s Printer and Controller of Stationery, Ottawa, 1966
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No. 123

VOTES AND PROCEEDINGS

OF THE

HOUSE OF COMMONS

OF CANADA

OTTAWA, TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 6, 1966.

2.30 o’clock p.m.
PRAYERS.

One petition for a Private Bill was presented in accordance with Standing
Order 70(1).

Mr. Pepin, a Member of the Queen’s Privy Council,—laid before the
House,—Copy of a Press Release dated August 25, 1966, with reference to
the proposed construction, by Trans-Canada Pipe Lines Limited, of a new
pipe line from Emerson, Manitoba, to Sarnia, Ontario, through the United
States. (English and French).

The House resumed the adjourned debate on the motion of Mr. Pickers-
gill, seconded by Mr. Turner,—That Bill C-231, An Act to define and imple-
ment a national transportation policy for Canada, to amend the Railway Act
and other Acts in consequence thereof and enact other consequential provisions,
be now read a second time.

And debate continuing;

At 10.01 o’clock p.m. the House adjourned without question put until
tomorrow at 2.30 o’clock p.m.

LUCIEN LAMOUREUX,
Speaker.

V 123—1
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NOTICE PAPER

Inquiries of Ministry—On Monday next

*No. 1,924—Mr. Bell (Carleton)—September 6

1. Has any action been taken by the government to promulgate revised
regulations governing the admission of persons sponsored by relatives in
Canada and, if so, what action?

2. When is it anticipated such revised regulations will become effective?

No. 1,925—Mr. Bell (Carleton)—September 6
1. In what year was the exemption of $10,000 from gift tax on a “once-
in-a-lifetime” gift to a spouse or child of an interest in real property first
enacted?
2. Has the Minister of Finance given any consideration to increasing the
said exemption to a figure comparable in present real property values to that
which $10,000 represented when enacted?

No. 1,926—Mr. Bell (Carleton)—September 6

1. Since the statement by the Minister of Citizenship and Immigration on
July 8, 1966, how many persons who were on that date, in Canada as visitors,
have applied for landed immigrant status?

2. Of these, how many applications have been processed and how many
persons have been (a) granted landed immigrant status (b) refused such
status (c¢) deported?

3. How many persons does the Department of Citizenship and Immigra-
tion now estimate are present in Canada who entered as visitors, overstayed
their entitlement and have not yet applied for landed immigrant status?

4. Has the Department established the new documentation system fore-
cast by the Minister on July 8, 1966?

5. If so, what, in detail, is its nature?

6. If not, when may action be anticipated?

7. Have the ‘“other improvements” been made “in the internal methods
of the Department” forecast then by the Minister been achieved?

8. If so, what, in detail, is the nature of such improvements?

9. If not, when may action be anticipated?

No. 1,927—Mr. Crouse—September 6

1. How many applications have been approved and what payments have
been made, by provinces, of the 509% small boat subsidy, relating to construc-
tion of small boats, 35 to 55 feet long, of “special design”, as described
on May 11, 1966, by the Minister of Fisheries?
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2. How many “special designs” have been sent out by the Department
to fishermen and how many provinces have applied?

No. 1,928—Mr. Godin—September 6—

Are building materials used by Quebec Hydro subject to the 119 federal
sales tax?

No. 1,929—Mr. Godin—September 6—
1. Are there any persons, at the present time, considered by the Depart-
ment of Justice as ‘““condemned to death” and being held in Canadian prisons?
2. If so (a) what is the number, by province (b) on what date is each
such person expected to be executed?

Rocer DUHAMEL, F.R.S.C., Queen’s Printer and Controller of Stationery, Ottawa, 1966
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No. 124

VOTES AND PROCEEDINGS

OF THE

HOUSE OF COMMONS

OF CANADA

OTTAWA, WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 7, 1966.

2.30 o’clock p.m.

PRAYERS.

The following Notice of Motion having been called was transferred to
Government Orders for consideration at the next sitting of the House, pursuant
to Standing Order 21(2):

That a Joint Committee of both Houses of Parliament be appointed to
enquire into and report on the expediency of presenting an address to His
Excellency praying for the removal of Mr. Justice Leo Landreville from the
Supreme Court of Ontario, in view of the facts, considerations and conclusions
contained in the report of the Honourable Ivan C. Rand concerning the said
Mr. Justice Leo Landreville, dated the 11th day of August, 1966 and tabled in
the House of Commons on the 29th day of August, 1966;

That 12 Members of the House of Commons, to be designated later, be
members of the Joint Committee on the part of this House;

That the Committee have power to appoint, from among its members,
such sub-committees as may be deemed advisable or necessary; to call for
persons, papers and records and to engage counsel; to sit while the House is
sitting and to report from time to time;

That the Committee have power to print such papers and evidence from
day to day as may be ordered by the Committee for its use and for the use of
Parliament; and that Standing Order 66 of the House of Commons be sus-
pended in relation thereto;

And that a message be sent to the Senate requesting that House to unite
with this House for the above purpose and to select, if the Senate deems advis-

able, some of its Members to act on the proposed Joint Committee.—The Minis-
ter of Justice.

V 124—1
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Pursuant to Standing Order 39(4), the following three Questions were
made Orders of the House for Returns, namely:

No. 1,660—Mr. Laprise

1. Has Canada imported any butter since 1960 and, if so (¢) how many
pounds each year (b) what quantity from each country each year (c) what
was the average price each year (d) was any of this butter intended for
domestic consumption and, if so, how much each year?

2. If any of this butter was intended for processing for re-export (a) how
much each year (b) what factories processed it (¢) how much did each factory
process each year (d) how much did this processing cost the government each
year (e) in what form, to what countries and at what price was this butter
sold each year?

3. In 1966 and subsequent years, does the government intend to import
butter and, if so, how does the government intend to dispose of it?

No. 1,750—Mr. Irvine
What was the total number of employees in each Department and/or
Agency, as listed in Schedules A, B, C and D of the Financial Administration
Act R.S.C. 1952 Chapter 116 as amended, on March 31 of each of the years
1950 to 1966, inclusive?

Mr. Béchard, Parliamentay Secretary to the Secretary of State, presented,
—Returns to the foregoing Orders.

No. 1,800—M~r. Flemming

1. Regarding the answer to Question No. 1,649, have any claims been
presented which contained expenses of moving buildings in the area mentioned
in the question named above, which called for 909 contribution by the federal
government?

2. If so, have they been paid either in full or partially?

3. What are the names of the parties on whose behalf claims were made
and the amounts claimed for each of them?

4. Have any claims for moving buildings been disallowed or are any
presently unpaid?

5. If so, what are the names of the parties on whose behalf claims have
been made?

Notices of Motions for the Production of Papers Nos. 8, 72, 149, 151, 153,

154, 156, 159 and 160 having been called were allowed to stand at the request
of the government.

Ordered,—That there be laid before this House a copy of the press release
issued by the Minister of Forestry in January, 1966, in which the four areas
selected as regional offices for ARDA operations across Canada were named.—
(Notice of Motion for the Production of Papers No. 157—Mr. Coates).

 Ordered,—That there be laid before this House a copy of any communica-
tions exchanged between the Government of Canada and individuals corpora-

1
1
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tions or commissions, dealing with the proposed move of the regional
headquarters of ARDA for the Atlantic Provinces from Amherst, Nova Scotia,
to Moncton, New Brunswick.—(Notice of Motion for the Production of Papers
No. 158—Mr. Coates).

Mr. Forrestall, seconded by Mr. Nasserden, moved,—That an Order of
the House do issue for copies of all communications between the Minister of
National Defence and serving members of the Armed Forces with respect to
their personal views on unification of the three services.—(Notice of Motion
for the Production of Papers No. 161).

And the question being put on the said motion, it was negatived on the
following division:

YEAS
MESSRS:
Aiken, Diefenbaker, Lambert, Nugent,
Alkenbrack, Dinsdale, Loney, Rapp,
Baldwin, Fane, MacEwan, Régimbal,
Ballard, Forrestall, MacIlnnis, Ricard,
Bell (Carleton), Fulton, MacLean (Queens), Rynard,
Bigg, Grafftey, Macquarrie, Sherman,
Brand, Grills, MacRae, Smith,
Cantelon, Gundlock, McCleave, Southam,
Chatterton, Hales, McQuaid, Starr,
Churchill, Hamilton, Madill, Thomas (Middlesex
Clancy, Horner (Acadia), Muir (Lisgar), West),
Coates, Howe (Wellington- Nasserden, Wadds (Mrs.),
Code, Huron), Nesbitt, Webb,
Crouse, Irvine, Nowlan, Winkler—56.
Danforth, Kindt,
Nayvs
MESSRS:

Allard, Comtois, Habel, Lefebvre,
Allmand, Coété (Longueuil), Haidasz, Legault,
Badanai, Cowan, Harley, Lessard,
Barnett, Crossman, Hellyer, Lind,
Basford, Deachman, Herridge, Loiselle,
Batten, Dionne, Honey, Macdonald (Rose-
Béchard, Drury, Howe (Hamilton dale),
Benson, Duquet, South), MacEachen,
Berger, ard, Hymmen, Maclnnis (Mrs.),
Blouin, Ethier, Johnston, Mackasey,
Boulanger, Fawecett, Klein, MeclIlraith,
Brewin, Forest, Knowles, McWilliam,
Brown, Foy, Laflamme, Marchand,
Cadieux Gauthier, LaMarsh (Miss), Martin (Essex East),
Cameron (High Gendron, Lamontagne, Martin (Timmins),

Park), Gilbert, Langlois (Chicouti- Mather,
Cameron (Nanaimo- Godin, mi), Matheson,

Cowichan-The Gordon, Langlois (Mégantic), Matte,

Islands), Goyer, Laniel, Mongrain,
Caouette, Gray, Laprise, Neveu,
Cardin, Greene, Latulippe, Nicholson,
Choquette, Grégoire, Laverdiére, Nixon,
Chrétien, Guay, LeBlanc (Rimouski), O’Keefe,

Clermont,
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Orlikow, Reid, - Scott (Danforth), Tremblay,
Otto, Richard, Sharp, Trudeau,
Patterson, Rideout (Mrs.), Simard, Tucker,
Pelletier, Rochon, Stafford, Turner,
Pennell, Rock, Stanbury, Wahn,

Pepin, Roxburgh, Stewart, Walker,
Pickersgill, Ryan, Tardif, Whelan,
Pilon, Saltsman, Teillet, Winch,
Prittie, Sauvé, Thompson, Yanakis—126.
Prud’homme, Schreyer, Tolmie,

The House resumed debate on the motion of Mr. Pickersgill, seconded
by Mr. Turner,—That Bill C-231, An Act to define and implement a national
transportation policy for Canada, to amend the Railway Act and other Acts
in consequence thereof and enact other consequential provisions, be now read
a second time.

And debate continuing;

Mr. Thomas, seconded by Mr. Danforth, proposed to move in amendment
thereto,—That all the words after “That” be deleted and the following sub-
stituted therefor:

“this House, while prepared to support the principle of a National Trans-
portation Policy, is of the opinion that, owing to its complexity, the
subject-matter of this Bill be referred to the Standing Committee on
Transport and Communications for consideration and report, without
prejudice to further proceeding with the said Bill later this Session”.

And a point of order having been raised;

RULING BY MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER

Mr. DEpuTY SPEAKER: Perhaps the Chair is in a position now to render a
ruling on the amendment moved by the honourable Member for Middlesex
West (Mr. Thomas), I should like to thank the honourable Members who
have given me advice and referred me to certain citations.

I recognize, of course, the difficulty that faces us when we read our Stand-
ing Order 77 which says that no bill can be committed without being read a
second time. I recognize the difficulty in discerning the difference between
the bill itself and the subject-matter of the bill. Whatever personal views I
may have about how a difficult bill of this nature should be handled in this
House, the Chair is faced with the problem of deciding whether or not the
amendment is in order in accordance with our rules and with our precedents.

May I first of all refer the House to that section of the amendment which
reads:—without prejudice to further proceeding to the said bill later this
session.”

I am not sure as to what this means. If it does mean that the bill is to
remain on the Order Paper for second reading, and at the same time the
subject-matter is to be referred to a committee, then we arrive at the position
where we are trying to have it both ways. We do arrive at a position similar
to the one upon which Mr. Deputy Speaker Lamoureux ruled on September
28, 1964.

May I refer honourable Members to citation 386 on page 278 of Beau-
chesne’s fourth edition which reads: “On the second reading of a bill, the
House may decide to refer the subject-matter thereof to a commission although
the bill could not be referred to a committee of the House before its second
reading. (The subject-matter of the bill and the bill itself are two different
things).
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Further on the same page I read this: “This amendment was as much
a declaration of policy as if it stated that the question of adjusting the railway
rates on grain should be investigated by the Railway Board.”

I would take it from this citation that referring the subject-matter of this
bill to a committee is a declaration of policy. Having said that, may I refer
Members to citation 393 which reads as follows: “An amendment purporting
to approve the principle of a bill and at the same time enunciating a declara-
tion of policy cannot be moved to the second reading.”

It is for this reason that I declare the amendment out of order.

In accordance with the provisions of provisional Standing Order 6(2), Mr.
Pickersgill, seconded by Mr. Turner, moved,—That the House continue to sit
after 6.00 o’clock p.m. this day.

And no Member having risen to object, the motion was deemed to have
been carried.

Debate was resumed on the motion of Mr. Pickersgill, seconded by Mr.
Turner,—That Bill C-231, An Act to define and implement a national trans-
portation policy for Canada, to amend the Railway Act and other Acts in
consequence thereof and enact other consequential provisions, be now read
a second time.

And debate continuing;

By unanimous consent, at 6.15 o’clock p.m. the sitting was suspended until
7.00 o’clock p.m.

Debate was resumed on the motion of Mr. Pickersgill, seconded by Mr.
Turner,—That Bill C-231, An Act to define and implement a national trans-
portation policy for Canada, to amend the Railway Act and other Acts in
consequence thereof and enact other consequential provisions, be now read a
second time.

And debate continuing;

Pursuant to provisional Standing Order 6(2), at 10.33 o’clock p.m., on
motion of Mr. Pickersgill, seconded by Mr. Turner, the House adjourned.

Returns and Reports Deposited with the Clerk of the House

The following papers having been deposited with the Clerk of the House
were laid upon the Table pursuant to Standing Order 40, namely;

By Mr. Nicholson, a Member of the Queen’s Privy Council,—Report on the
Industrial Relations and Disputes Investigation Act for the year ended March
31, 1966, pursuant to section 68 of the said Act, chapter 152, R.S.C., 1952.
(English and French).

By Mr. Nicholson,—Report on the Government Annuities Act for the
year ended March 31, 1966, pursuant to section 16 of the said Act, chapter
132, R.S.C.,, 1952. (English and French).
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By Mr. Sauvé, a Member of the Queen’s Privy Council,—Report of the
Eastern Rockies Forest Conservation Board, for the year ended March 31, 1966,
pursuant to section 10 of the Eastern Rocky Mountain Forest Conservation
Act, chapter 59, Statutes of Canada, 1947.

By Mr. Sharp, a Member of the Queen’s Privy Council,—Report of the
Superintendent of Insurance for Canada, Volume I—Abstract of Statements
of Insurance Companies in Canada, for the year ended December 31, 1965,
pursuant to section 9 of the Department of Insurance Act, chapter 70, R.S.C.,
1952. (English and French).

Sixteenth Report of the Clerk of Petitions,. pursuant to Standing Order
70(7):

The Clerk of Petitions has the honour to report that the petition of the
following presented on September 6, meets the requirements of Standing
Order 70. However, this petition was not filed within the time limit specified
by Standing Order 93:

Joyce Regina Nagine Biega, of the Village of Vaudreuil, in the District
of Montreal, Quebec, for an Act to annul Resolution number 738 adopted by
the Honourable The Senate of Canada, on July 11, 1966.—Mr. McCleave.

At 10.33 o’clock p.m. the House adjourned until tomorrow at 2.30 o’clock
p.m.

LUCIEN LAMOUREUX,
Speaker.

M e idbe i e
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NOTICE PAPER

Inquiries of Ministry—On Monday next

No. 1,930—Mr. McIntosh—September 7

1. How many rebroadcasting stations (French and English) have been
granted licences in the past four years?

2. What is the total annual cost involved in operating each station?
3. Where are these stations located?
4. What was the installation cost for each station?

No. 1,931—Mr. Godin—September T—

1. What was the number of buses built in Canada in 1964 for the purpose
of transporting school children?

2. Are these buses subject to the 119 federal sales tax and, if so, what -
amount was collected by the federal government in 1964?

No. 1,932—Mr. Winkler—September 7

In accordance with the answers of May 16 and June 13, 1966, has the
amount of money available in the federal Old Age Security Fund changed
significantly and, if so, are the monies in this fund greater than the amounts
mentioned on either of the above dates?

No. 1,933—Mr. Allard—September T—

1. Has the government or its representatives or any of its organizations
replaced the Returning Officers in the 264 electoral ridings in Canada, under
the new electoral map?

2. If so, in which ridings have the Returning Officers been replaced or
will they soon be replaced?

No. 1,934—Mr. Allard—September 7T—

1. Was Mr. J. Nestor Boucher replaced as Returning Officer in the electoral
riding of Sherbrooke?

2. If so (a) for what reason (b) was he replaced by Mr. Denis Porteau?

No. 1,935—Mr. Allard—September 7—

Was Mr. Denis Porteau appointed as Returning Officer in the electoral
riding of Sherbrooke and, if so, which person or organization recommended
his appointment?
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Private Members’ Notices of Motions—On Monday next

No. 78—Mr. Winkler—September 7
That this House is of the opinion that a select committee should be
appointed forthwith to undertake the immediate consideration of an examina-
tion of witnesses relevant to the advisability of unification of the Armed
Forces of Canada.

Government Notices of Motions—On Friday next

September 7—The Minister of Finance:

That the Joint Committee of the Senate and House of Commons appointed
by this House on March 15, 1966, to enquire into and report upon the problems
of consumer credit, be instructed to also enquire into and report upon the
trends in the cost of living in Canada and factors which may have contributed
to changes in the cost of living in Canada in recent months;

And that a Message be sent to the Senate to acquaint Their Honours
thereof and to request the concurrence of that House thereto.

Rocer DusHAMEL, F.R.S.Cc., Queen’s Printer and Controller of Stationery, Ottawa, 1966
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No. 125
VOTES AND PROCEEDINGS
OF THE
HOUSE OF COMMONS
OF CANADA
OTTAWA, THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 8, 1966.
2.30 o’clock p.m.
PRAYERS.

Mr. Macdonald, Parliamentary Secretary to the Secretary of State for
External Affairs, laid before the House,—Report of an Investigation by the
International Commission for Supervision and Control in Laos of an Attack on
Dong Hene by North Vietnamese Troops.

The House resumed debate on the motion of Mr. Pickersgill, seconded
by Mr. Turner,—That Bill C-231, An Act to define and implement a national
transportation policy for Canada, to amend the Railway Act and other Acts
in consequence thereof and enact other consequential provisions, be now read
a second time.

And debate continuing;

By unanimous consent, Mr. Pickersgill, a Member of the Queen’s Privy
Council, laid before the House,—Copy of a letter dated August 29, 1966,
addressed to the Minister of Transport by the President of the Canadian
Pacific Railway Company. (English and French).

By unanimous consent, it was ordered,—That the said letter be printed
as an appendix to this day’s Hansard.

Debate was resumed on the motion of Mr. Pickersgill, seconded by Mr.
Turner,—That Bill C-231, An Act to define and implement a national trans-
portation policy for Canada, to amend the Railway Act and other Acts in
consequence thereof and enact other consequential provisions, be now read
a second time.

V 125—1"
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After further debate, the question being put on the said motion, it was
agreed to, on division.

Accordingly, the said bill was read the second time and referred to the
Standing Committee on Transport and Communications.

At 5.17 o’clock p.m. the House resolved itself again into Committee of
Supply and progress having been made and reported the Committee obtained
leave to sit again later this day.

By unanimous consent, it was ordered,—That proceedings be suspended
between 6.00 o’clock p.m. and 7.00 o’clock p.m. this day.

The House resolved itself again into Committee of Supply and further
progress having been made and reported, the Committee obtained leave to
sit again at the next sitting of the House.

(Proceedings on Adjournment Motion)

At 10.01 o’clock p.m., the question “That this House do now adjourn” was
deemed to have been proposed pursuant to provisional Standing Order 39-A;

After debate thereon, the said question was deemed to have been adopted.

Returns and Reports Deposited with the Clerk of the House

The following paper having been deposited with the Clerk of the House
was laid upon the Table pursuant to Standing Order 40, namely;

By Miss LaMarsh, a Member of the Queen’s Privy Council,—Return to
an Order of the House, dated September 7, 1966, for a copy of the press release
issued by the Minister of Forestry in January, 1966, in which the four areas
selected as regional offices for ARDA operations across Canada were named.—
(Notice of Motion for the Production of Papers No. 157).

At 10.23 o’clock p.m. the House adjourned until tomorrow at 11.00 o’clock
a.m.

LUCIEN LAMOUREUX,
Speaker.
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NOTICE PAPER

Inquiries of Ministry—On Monday next

*No. 1,936—Mr. Rynard—September 8
1. What commodities are included in class 21499 of the Export Commodity
Classification?
2. What was the total value of exports in this class to each country in
1965?
3. What figures are available showing, in part or in whole, the value
of individual items in this class exported to any or all the countries concerned?

No. 1,937—Mr. Coates—September 8

1. What is the name of the firm of architects appointed by the government
on December 13, 1965, to produce the plans for a new federal building at
Amherst, Nova Scotia?

2. Has the government amended its instructions to this firm of architects
with regard to the size of the federal building that is to be constructed?

3. What are the names of the landowners from whom the government
has purchased land to be used as the site for the new federal building, and
how much did each receive from the government for the lands in question?

No. 1,938—Mr. McQuaid—September 8
1. Has the government under active consideration the transfer from the
C.N.R. to the Department of Transport of the operation of the ferries running
between Borden, P.E.I. and Cape Tormentine, N.B.?
2. Have representations been recently received from the Government of
Prince Edward Island to have this transfer made?
3. Have any other groups made similar representations?

4. If representations have been made, how soon may action on these rep-
resentations be expected?

No. 1,939—Mr. Lambert—September 8
1. Of the approximately 500 members of aircrew personnel released from
service in the R.C.AF. in the month of June or thereabouts in 1964, how
many have been re-engaged and on what terms?

2. Do these terms include the forfeiture or repayment of any regular or
special benefits granted to them on release?
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No. 1,940—Mr. Brand—September 8
1. Have any Ministers of the Crown who may have received an honorarium
or fee from the C.B.C. in the past three years for appearances on TV and
radio, returned such fee to the Corporation?
2. If so, which Ministers and on what dates were the cheques received and
on what dates were payments made?

No. 1,941—Mr. Rynard—September 8
1. How many officers in the (a) Navy (b) Air force (¢) Army, have
resigned month-by-month since May 1, 19667
2. How many officers in each of the services have asked to be retired
at the discretion of the Department of National Defence and how many such
requests have been granted in the said period?

*No. 1,942—Mr. Irvine—September 8

1. Has the Department of Veterans Affairs received any representation
from the Council of the City of London regarding the drainage problem in
the V.L.A. sub-division (Wilton Grove) now situated in an area annexed by
the City of London?

2. If so, what action is contemplated?

No. 1,943—Mr. Irvine—September 8

1. As a reuslt of the recent report on hate literature, is it the intention
of the government to bring legislation before the House controlling the dis-
semination of this type of material?

2. If so, when, and what details are in the planning stage?

Rocer DUHAMEL, F.RS.C., Queen’s Printer and Controller of Stationery, Ottawa, 1966
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No. 126

VOTES AND PROCEEDINGS

OF THE

HOUSE OF COMMONS

OF CANADA

OTTAWA, FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 9, 1966.

11.00 o’clock a.m.
PRAYERS. '

On motion of Mr. Pilon, seconded by Mr. Deachman, it was ordered,—
That the names of Messrs. Horner (Jasper-Edson) and Haidasz be substituted
for those of Messrs. Watson (Assiniboia) and Reid on the Standing Committee
on Northern Affairs and National Resources.

On motion of Mr. Pilon, seconded by Mr. Deachman, it was ordered,—
That the name of Mr. Schreyer be substituted for that of Mr. Saltsman on
the Standing Committee on Transport and Communications.

The following Notice of Motion having been called was transferred to
Government Orders for consideration later this day, pursuant to Standing
Order 21(2):

That the Joint Committee of the Senate and House of Commons appointed
by this House on March 15, 1966, to enquire into and report upon the problems
of consumer credit, be instructed to also enquire into and report upon the
trends in the cost of living in Canada and factors which may have contributed
to changes in the cost of living in Canada in recent months;

And that a Message be sent to the Senate to acquaint Their Honours
thereof and to request the concurrence of that House thereto.—The Minister
of Finance.

At 11.54 o’clock a.m. the House resolved itself again into Committee of
Supply and progress having been made and reported, at 5.04 o’clock p.m.
the Committee obtained leave to sit again later this day.

V 126—1 -
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By unanimous consent, it was ordered,—That the hour for Private Mem-
bers’ Business be deferred.

By unanimous consent, Mr. Mcllraith, seconded by Mr. Pickersgill proposed
to move,—That this House continue to sit beyond 6.00 o’clock p.m. this day.

Agreed,—That the motion be allowed to stand.

At 5.15 o’clock p.m. the House resolved itself again into Committee of
Supply and further progress having been made and reported, at 5.44 o’clock
p.m. the Committee obtained leave to sit again at the next sitting of the House.

The House resumed consideration of the motion by Mr. Mcllraith, seconded
by Mr. Pickersgill,—That this House continue to sit beyond 6.00 o’clock p.m.
this day.

After debate, the question being put on the said motion, it was agreed
to, on division.

Mr. Sharp, seconded by Miss LaMarsh, moved,—That the Joint Commit-
tee of the Senate and House of Commons appointed by this House on March
15, 1966, to enquire into and report upon the problems of consumer credit,
be instructed to also enquire into and report upon the trends in the cost of
living in Canada and factors which may have contributed to changes in the
cost of living in Canada in recent months;

And that a Message be sent to the Senate to acquaint Their Honours
thereof and to request the concurrence of that House thereto.

And the question being proposed;

Mr. Pickersgill, seconded by Mr. Mcllraith, moved in amendment thereto,—
That the motion be amended by striking out the words “by this House on March
15, 1966,” where they appear in the second line thereof and by inserting in
the motion as the second paragraph the following:

“That the Committee have leave to sit notwithstanding any adjourn-
ment of this House;”.

And the question being put on the said amendment, it was agreed to.

After debate on the main motion as amended, it was agreed to.

By wunanimous consent, Mr. Mecllraith, seconded by Mr. Pickersgill,
moved,—

That, when this House adjourns at the end of this sitting, it shall stand
adjourned until Wednesday, October 5, 1966, at 2.30 o’clock p.m. provided
always that if it appears to the satisfaction of Mr. Speaker, after consultation
with Her Majesty’s Government, that the public interest requires that the
House should meet at an earlier time during the adjournment, Mr. Speaker
may give notice that he is so satisfied, and thereupon the House shall meet
at the time stated in such notice, and shall transact its business as if it had
been duly adjourned to that time; and,

|
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That in the event of Mr. Speaker being unable to act owing to illness or
other cause, the Deputy Speaker shall act in his stead for the purpose of
this order.

After debate thereon, the question being put on the motion it was agreed
to, on division.

By unanimous consent, the House reverted to ‘“Motions”.

On motion of Mr. Pilon, seconded by Mr. Béchard, it was ordered,—
That the name of Mr. Woolliams be substituted for that of Mr. Alkenbrack
on the Standing Committee on Northern Affairs and National Resources.

On motion of Mr. Pilon, seconded by Mr. Béchard, it was ordered,—
That the name of Mr. Nasserden be substituted for that of Mr. Grafftey on
the Standing Committee on Indian Affairs, Human Rights and Citizenship
and Immigration.

On motion of Mr. Pilon, seconded by Mr. Béchard, it was ordered,—
That the name of Mr. Latulippe be substituted for that of Mr. Langlois
(Mégantic) on the Standing Committee on National Defence.

On motion of Mr. Pilon, seconded by Mr. Béchard, it was ordered,—
That the name of Mr. Langlois (Mégantic) be substituted for that of Mr.
Grégoire on the Standing Committee on Finance, Trade and Economic Affairs.

On motion of Mr. Pilon, seconded by Mr. Béchard, it was ordered,—
That the name of Mr. Cameron (Nanaimo-Cowichan-The Islands) be sub-
stituted for that of Mr. Scott (Danforth) on the Joint Committee on Con-
sumer Credit; and,

That a Message be sent to the Senate to acquaint their Honours thereof.

On motion of Mr. Pilon, seconded by Mr. Béchard, it was ordered,—
That the names of Messrs. Stafford and Addison be substituted for those of
Messrs. Cashin and Deachman on the Standing Committee on Transportation
and Communications.

Returns and Reports Deposited with the Clerk of the House

The following papers having been deposited with the Clerk of the House
were laid upon the Table pursuant to Standing Order 40, namely;

By Mr. Cardin, a Member of the Queen’s Privy Council,—Order in
Council P.C. 1966-1363, dated July 21, 1966, amending Order in Council P.C.
1954-1976 of December 16, 1954, as amended by substituting a new Rule
Number 84A of the Bankruptcy Rules, pursuant to section 166(2) of the Bank-
ruptcy Act, chapter 14 R.S.C., 1952. (English and French).
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By Mr. Mecllraith, a Member of the Queen’s Privy Council,—Report of
the National Capital Commission, Part I, for the year ended March 31, 1966,
pursuant to section 85(3) of the Financial Administration Act, chapter 116,
R.S.C., 1952. (English and French).

By Mr. Mcllraith,—Report of the National Capital Commission, Part II,
being its Accounts and Financial Statements certified by the Auditor General
for the year ended March 31, 1966, pursuant to section 87(3) of the Financial
Administration Act, chapter 116, R.S.C., 1952. (English and French).

By Mr. Pennell, for Mr. Favreau, a Member of the Queen’s Privy Council,
—Report of the Director of Investigation and Research, Combines Investiga-
tion Act, for the year ended March 31, 1966, pursuant to section 44 of the
said Act, chapter 314, R.S.C., 1952. (English and French).

By Mr. Greene, a Member of the Queen’s Privy Council,—Report for
1965 of the Board of Grain Commissioners for Canada. (English and French).

By Mr. Greene,—Report respecting the Operations of the Agreements
and Payments made to the Provinces under the Crop Insurance Act for the
year ended March 31, 1966, pursuant to section 10 of the said Act, chapter
42, Statutes of Canada, 1959. (English and French).

At 6.42 o’clock p.m. pursuant to Special Order made this day, Mr. Speaker
adjourned the House until Wednesday, October 5, 1966, at 2.30 o’clock p.m.

LUCIEN LAMOUREUX,
Speaker.
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NOTICE PAPER

Inquiries of Ministry—On the next Wednesday’s sitting

No. 1,944—Mr. Brand—September 9
1. What persons have appeared on the program “Viewpoint” in the
calendar years 1964, 1965 and 1966 to date?
2. How many times has each such person appeared on the program
“Viewpoint” in each of the calendar years in question?

No. 1,945—Mr. Horner (Acadia)—September 9

1. Are any cattle on George D. Brown’s farm at Pakenham, Ontario,
being used for government tests and, if so (a) what is the nature of the
experiment (b) for how many years will this program be continued (c) what
is the government attempting to accomplish by it?

2. Was the average cost for wintering these cattle $92.00 per head and; if
so, for what reason?

3. Is George D. Brown a salaried employee of the federal government
and, if not, what remuneration does he receive for his labour in looking after
federal government cattle?

No. 1,946—Mr. Allard—September 9—
Has the government received from the officials of Expo ’67 the program
for Inauguration Day and, if so, who are the Canadian and foreign personalities
who will participate in the inauguration ceremonies?

RoGeER DUHAMEL, F.R.S.C., Queen's Printer and Controller of Stationery, Ottawa, 1966
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No. 127

VOTES AND PROCEEDINGS

OF THE

HOUSE OF COMMONS

OF CANADA

OTTAWA, WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 5, 1966.

2.30 o’clock p.m.
PRAYERS.

Mr. Speaker informed the House that the Clerk of the House had received
from the Chief Electoral Officer a certificate of the election of Mr. Florian
Co6té, Member for the electoral district of Nicolet-Yamaska.

CANADA
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF ELECTORAL OFFICER

To the Clerk of the House of Commons:

This is to certify that pursuant to a writ dated on the first day of August,
1966, and addressed to Pierre Smith, of Nicolet, in the Province of Quebec,
for the election of a member to serve in the House of Commons of Canada
for the electoral district of Nicolet-Yamaska, in the place and stead of Clément
Vincent who has resigned, Florian Co6té, Sainte-Brigitte-des-Saults, farmer,
has been returned as elected.

Given under my hand and seal of office at Ottawa this twenty-ninth day
of September, 1966.
J.-M. HAMEL (L.S)
Chief Electoral Officer.

Mr. Florian Co6té, Member for the electoral district of Nicolet-Yamaska,
having taken and subscribed the oath required by law, took his seat in the
House.

V 127—1



824 VOTES AND PROCEEDNGS October 5, 1966

A Message was received from the Senate informing this House that the
Senate do agree that the Joint Committee of the Senate and House of Com-
mons appointed to enquire into and report upon the problems of consumer
credit, be instructed also to enquire into and report upon the trends in the
cost of living in Canada and factors which may have contributed to changes
in the cost of living in Canada in recent months.

A Message was received from the Senate informing this House that the
names of the Honourable Senators Carter, McDonald and O’Leary (Antigonish-
Guysborough) have been substituted for those of the Honourable Senators
Gershaw, Irvine and Smith (Queens-Shelburne) on the list of Senators
appointed to serve on the Joint Committee on Consumer Credit and Cost of
Living.

Mr. Pearson, a Member of the Queen’s Privy Council, laid before the
House,—Copy of the Report of the Commission of Inquiry into Matters Relat-
ing to one Gerda Munsinger (The Honourable Mr. Justice Wishart Flett
Spence, Commissioner), dated September, 1966. (English and French).

Pursuant to Standing Order 39(4), the following nine Questions were
made Orders of the House for Returns, namely:

No. 1,465—Mr. Scott (Danforth)

1. Has the government or any of its agencies received representations
from the automotive manufacturers, or anyone on their behalf, with regard
to the question of safety specifications of motor vehicles?

2. If so (a) how many government departments received representa-
tions and what were the names of such departments (b) who made such
representations and what, in reasonable detail, were the form and substance
either written or verbal of such representations including the identification
of the persons making them (c¢) in reasonable detail, what was the nature of
the government’s response, if any, to such representations?

No. 1,487—Mr. Caouette

1. In which Crown Corporations or other government bodies are part or all
of the employees not subject to the Civil Service Act?

2. What is the general policy of each of these Crown Corporations or
bodies concerning the right of their employees to participate in any kind of
political activity?

3. What is the provision of the law or regulations on this subject which
applies to these corporations or bodies?

4. What sanctions are provided in each case for employees who fail to
comply with these regulations?

5. In each case, how many times (a) have these sanctions been applied
(b) have cases been tried?

No. 1,712—Mr. Irvine
What amount was spent by various departments and government agencies
for the purchase of various supplies, services and equipment from firms and
individuals in the City of London during each of the years 1963, 1964 and 1965,
by department and agencies respectively?
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No. 1,736—Mr. Dionne
How many high commissioners, ambassadors and employees are there in
the different offices maintained by the Canadian Government abroad, and what
is the salary of each?

*No. 1,766—Mr. Irvine

Has the Canadian Broadcasting Corporation published any books au-
thorized for sale to the general public and, if so (a) what are the names
of each of the books and the respective authors (b) at what price was each
of them offered to the public (c) up to June 15, 1966, how many copies of
each had been sold (d) what was the cost of publication of each (e) what
was the profit and/or loss, if any, in respect of each publication to June 15,
19667

No. 1,806—Mr. Macquarrie

1. How many special assistants, executive assistants, assistants, private
secretaries or associate private secretaries to Cabinet Ministers were profes-
sional journalists prior to their appointments?

2. What are the names of such people and in what Cabinet Ministers’
offices are they now working?

3. How many persons in the above categories were employed in the field
of public relations prior to their appointments to their present positions?

4. What are the names and in which Ministers’ offices are they currently
employed?

No. 1,859—Mr. Caouette
From January 1 to September 30 of each of the years 1960, 1961, 1962,
1963, 1964 and 1965, how much has the federal government given to each
province under the Unemployment Assistance Act?

No. 1,889—Mr. MacRae

1. Was Civil Service Competition No. 66-3662 for Field Officers and Field
Office Managers, Department of National Health and Welfare, recently con-
ducted in Fredericton?

2. If so (a) who were the applicants that were interviewed (b) in what
order were the applicants rated by the Examining board (c¢) which applicant
was offered the position (d) what were his or her qualifications for the posi-
tion?

3. Has a protest been received from Mr. R. C. Rickard, 307 Dayton
Court, Fredericton, New Brunswick, in connection with this position and, if
so, what answer has been given to Mr. Rickard?

No. 1,944—Mr. Brand
1. What persons have appeared on the program “Viewpoint” in the
calendar years 1964, 1965 and 1966 to date?
2. How many times has each such person appeared on the program
‘“Viewpoint” in each of the calendar years in question?

Mr. Béchard, Parliamentary Secretary to the Secretary of State, pre-
sented,—Returns to the foregoing Orders.

Notices of Motions for the Production of Papers Nos. 8, 72, 149, 153, 156,
159 and 160 were allowed to stand at the request of the government.

V 127—1%



826 VOTES AND PROCEEDNGS October 5, 1966

Ordered,—That there be laid before this House a copy of all correspondence
dated since November 8, 1965, between the Prime Minister and Ross M. Whicher,
M.P.P. Bruce. (Notice of Motion for the Production of Papers No. 154—Mr.

Loney).

The Order being read for the second reading of Bill C-222, An Act respect-
ing Banks and Banking;

Mr. Sharp, seconded by Mr. Nicholson, moved,—That the said bill be now
read a second time.

And debate arising thereon;

By unanimous consent, the House reverted to ‘“Motions”.

On motion of Mr. McNulty, seconded by Mr. Byrne, it was ordered,—That
the name of Mr. Hopkins be substituted for that of Mr. Caron on the Special
Joint Committee on the Public Service; and

That a Message be sent to the Senate to acquaint Their Honours thereof.

On motion of Mr. McNulty, seconded by Mr. Byrne, it was ordered,—That
the name of Mr. Gray be substituted for that of Mr. Macdonald (Rosedale)
on the Joint Committee on Consumer Credit and Cost of Living; and

That a Message be sent to the Senate to acquaint Their Honours thereof.

[At 5.00 o’clock p.m., Private Members’ Business was called pursuant to
provisional Standing Order 15(3)]

(Notices of Motions)

Mr. Basford, seconded by Mr. Ryan, moved,—That, in the opinion of this
House, the government should give consideration to the advisability of amending
the Government Airport Concession Operations Regulations to provide, by
virtue of its power to regulate the performance of any service for persons on
the airport, that no licence be granted by Her Majesty in Right of Canada
for the operation of insurance vending machines.—(Notice of Motion No. 32).

And debate arising thereon;

By unanimous consent, on motion of Mr. Pennell, seconded by Mr. Ryan,
the subject-matter of the said proposed resolution was referred to the Stand-
ing Committee on Justice and Legal Affairs.

The hour for Private Members’ Business expired.

Returns and Reports Deposited with the Clerk of the House

By Mr. Pearson, a Member of the Queen’s Privy Council,—Report of the
Economic Council of Canada, including its Financial Statement, together with
the Auditor General’s Report thereon for the fiscal year ended March 31,
1966, pursuant to section 20(1) of the Economic Council of Canada Act, chap-
ter 11, Statutes of Canada, 1963. (English and French).
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By Mr. Pearson,—Report of the Board of Trustees of the Queen Eliza-
beth II Canadian Fund to Aid in Research on the Diseases of Children, includ-
ing the Auditor General’s Report on the Financial Statement of the Board, for
the year ended March 31, 1966, pursuant to section 15 of the Queen Eliza-
beth II Canadian Research Fund Act, chapter 33, Statutes of Canada, 1959.
(English and French).

By Mr. Favreau, a Member of the Queen’s Privy Council,—Copies of Statu-
tory Orders and Regulations published in the Canada Gazette, Part II, of Wed-
nesday, September 14 and 28, 1966, pursuant to section 7 of the Regulations Act,
chapter 235, R.S.C., 1952. (English and French).

By Mr. Favreau,—Consolidated Index and Table of Statutory Orders and
Regulations published in the Canada Gazette, Part II, for the period January
1, 1955, to June 30, 1966. (English and French).,

By Mr. Laing a Member of the Queen’s Privy Council,—Report of the
Auditor General on the Examination of the Accounts and Financial State-
ments of the National Battlefields Commission, for the year ended March 31,
1966, pursuant to section 12 of An Act respecting the National Battlefields at
Quebec, chapter 57, Statutes of Canada, 1907-8, and sections 85(3) and 87(3) of
the Financial Administration Act, chapter 116, R.S.C., 1952. (English and
French).

By Mr. Laing,—Estimates of Expenditure and Budget of the National
Battlefields Commission, for the year ending March 31, 1967, pursuant to
section 80(2) of the Financial Administration Act, chapter 116, R.S.C., 1952,
(English and French), together with a copy of Order in Council P.C. 1966-1198,
dated June 28, 1966, approving same.

By Miss LaMarsh, a Member of the Queen’s Privy Council,—Return to an
Address, dated February 2, 1966, to His Excellency the Governor General for
a copy of all letters, telegrams, etc., exchanged between the Mayor and Council
of the City of Brandon and the Prime Minister or any Minister of the Crown or
Branch of Government with respect to the Order of the Board of Transport
Commissioners permitting the cancellation of the Dominion train.—(Notice of
Motion for the Production of Papers No. 47.

By Miss LaMarsh,—Return to an Address, dated February 16, 1966, to His
Excellency the Governor General for a copy of all correspondence exchanged
between the Indian Affairs Branch of the Department of Citizenship and Immi-
gration and the (a) Department of Education of Manitoba (b) Chief and Coun-
cil of the Brokenhead Indian Reserve, and (c¢) Libau School District, regarding
consolidation of schools in the area of Libau, Manitoba, and the Brokenhead
Indian Reserve.—(Notice of Motion for the Production of Papers No. 86).

By Miss LaMarsh,—Return to an Address, dated May 11, 1966, to His Ex-
cellency the Governor General for a copy of all letters or briefs, dated since
April, 1963, addressed to the Government of Canada or any minister or depart-
ment thereof, by provincial governments or any associations, federations, insti-
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tutes or societies, concerning the effects of the manufacturing clause of the
United States Copyright Act on the printing industry in Canada, and a copy of
the replies thereto.— (Notice of Motion for the Production of Papers No. 125).

By Miss LaMarsh,—Return to an Order of the House, dated February 9,
1966, for a copy of the agenda of each meeting or conference of the B.C.-Yukon
Indian Advisory Council—(Notice of Motion for the Production of Papers No.
14).

By Miss LaMarsh,—Return to an Order of the House, dated February 9,
1966, for a copy of all briefs, submissions and formal statements presented to
any meetings or conferences of the B.C.-Yukon Indian Advisory Council.—
(Notice of Motion for the Production of Papers No. 15).

By Miss LaMarsh,—Return to an Order of the House, dated February 9,
1966, for a copy of any minutes or transcript of proceedings of any meetings or
conferences of the B.C.-Yukon Indian Advisory Council—(Notice of Motion for
the Production of Papers No. 17).

By Miss LaMarsh,—Return to an Order of the House, dated June 22, 1966,
for a copy of the names, by province, of all persons sentenced to preventative
detention under Section 660 of the Criminal Code in the past ten years;
where, when and by whom they were sentenced; whether they were rep-
resented by counsel and by whom; the past records of all those sentenced; when
the sentence was imposed following their conviction as habitual criminals; by
whom they were sentenced and the location of the people concerned serving
these sentences.—(Notice of Motion for the Production of Papers No. 141.)

By Miss LaMarsh,—Return to an Order of the House, dated September 7,
1966, (Question No. 1,800) showing: 1. Regarding the answer to Question No.
1,649, have any claims been presented which contained expenses of moving
buildings in the area mentioned in the question named above, which called for
909% contribution by the federal government?

2. If so, have they been paid either in full or partially?

3. What are the names of the parties on whose behalf claims were made
and the amounts claimed for each of them?

4. Have any claims for moving buildings been disallowed or are any pres-
ently unpaid?

5. If so, what are the names of the parties on whose behalf claims have
been made?

By Miss LaMarsh,—Return to an Order of the House, dated February 16,
1966, for a copy of all correspondence with the Indian Affairs Branch and/or
the Department of Northern Affairs and National Resources, relative to the
problem of water pollution in the Winnipeg River as it affects the Town of Pine
Falls and the Fort Alexander Indian Reserve.—(Notice of Motion for the Pro-
duction of Papers No. 88).

By Miss LaMarsh,—Return to an Address, dated June 8, 1966, to His Ex-
cellency the Governor General for copies of all letters and other communica-
tions that have been received by the Prime Minister or other members of the
Government of Canada since the first day of June, 1965, from the Premier or
other members of the Government of Newfoundland, and/or John Doyle and
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Canadian Javelin Limited regarding the sharing of costs in the building of a
highway between Goose Bay, Lake Melville and the Gulf of St. Lawrence.—
(Notice of Motion for the Production of Papers No. 134).

By Mr. Nicholson, a Member of the Queen’s Privy Council,— Report of the
Unemployment Insurance Commission, for the year ended March 31, 1966, pur-
suant to section 95(2) of the Unemployment Insurance Act, chapter 50, Stat-
utes of Canada, 1955. (English and French).

By Mr. Sharp, a Member of the Queen’s Privy Council,—Report of the
Superintendent of Insurance for Canada—Co-Operative Credit Societies, for the
year ended December 31, 1965. (English and French).

By Mr. Winters, a Member of the Queen’s Privy Council,—Order in Coun-
cil P.C. 1966-1888, dated September 29, 1966, authorizing, under section 21A(2)
of the Export Credits Insurance Act, the Export Credits Insurance Corporation
to lend up to U.S. $5 million for the purchase in and export from Canada of
goods and services by Canadian suppliers for the 1965-66 phase of the Mexican
power sector expansion programme financed in part by the International Bank
for Reconstruction and Development, pursuant to section 21B of the said Act,
chapter 105, R.S.C., 1952, as amended 1960-61.

At 6.00 o’clock p.m., Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without question
put until to-morrow at 2.30 o’clock p.m.

LUCIEN LAMOUREUX,
Speaker.
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NOTICE PAPER

Inquiries of Ministry—On Wednesday next

*No. 1,947—Mr. Orlikow—October 5

1. Has General Motors informed the Adjustment Assistance Board that
it will make the necessary agreement with the Government of Canada to
render the majority of its laid-off workers eligible for Transitional Assistance
Benefits?

2. Has the government yet reached a decision to revise the Transitional
Assistance Benefits Regulations under the Automotive Program and, if so,
will benefits be payable to all eligible workers affected by layoffs caused
by the agreement, without having to get the approval of the employer?

No. 1,948—Mr. Orange—October 5
Does the Department of National Health and Welfare have any plans for
moving the location of the Medical Clinic in Fort Smith from its present site
to the Fort Smith General Hospital and (a) if so, when (b) if not, does the
department propose to provide additional or alternate clinical services to this
community?

No. 1,949—Mr. Orange—October 5
1. For what reasons was construction of the terminal building at the Fort
Smith Airport not proceeded with this year?
2. Will construction be carried out next year and, if so (a) what will
be the cost (b) how long will it take to complete?

No. 1,950—M7r. Orange—October 5

1. What was the cost per foot of the original utilidor system in Inuvik?

2. What was the cost per foot of the extensions since the construction?

3. Has the Department of National Health and Welfare undertaken any
studies to examine ways and means of extending water and sewer services
to the residents in the unserviced areas in Inuvik and, if so, have these studies
been made public?

No. 1,951—M7r. Orange—October 5

1. Is there an Indian Handicraft Co-operative incorporated at Fort Prov-
idence, N.W.T., and, if so, on what date was it incorporated?

2. Has the Department of Northern Affairs and National Resources pro-
vided technical, financial or marketing assistance to this co-opeartive and (a)
if so, what is the nature, type and amount of such assistance (b) if not, are
there any plans to provide such assistance to this co-operative?
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No. 1,952—Mr. Orange—October 5

1. Has Dan Matheson of Yellowknife, N.-W.T., made application for higher
education assistance to the education authorities in the Department of Northern
Affairs and National Resources and/or the Commissioner of the N.W.T. and,
if so (a) was the application approved and in what amount (b) if not, what
were the reasons?

2. What appeal procedures have been established for applicants who are
rejected for either assistance or a loan through the Canada Student Loan
program?

No. 1,953—Mr. Orange—October 5

1. How many persons are employed on a full-time, year-round basis
by the Northern Transportation Company?

2. Where are these employees located?

No. 1,954—Mr. Orange—OQOctober 5
1. How many persons were employed for the 1966 shipping season by
the Northern Transportation Company on a seasonal or part-time basis (a) in
operation (b) in construction?
2. Of these employees (a) how many were hired in the Northwest Ter-
ritories and at what locations were they hired (b) how many were recruited
from outside the Northwest Territories?

No. 1,955—Mr. Orange—October 5

1. How many Class I, Class II and Class III ships are there in the Canadian
Coast Guard Service?

2. What are the names of the ships and where are their home ports?

3. What is the function of each Class III ship?

4. How many have Loran installed in them and at what cost?

5. Are any of the ships with Loran involved in the Eastern Arctic annual
sealift and, if not, for what reason? :

6. Are there any plans to install these devices on these ships?

No. 1,956—M7r. Orange—October 5

Are there any projects sponsored by the Company of Young Canadians
in the Yukon Territory and the Northwest Territories and, if so (a) how
many (b) what is the nature of these projects (¢) how many volunteers are
involved in these projects (d) are there any plans to increase the number of
projects in these areas?

No. 1,957—Mr. Orange—October 5

1. What are the Northern and/or Isolated Allowances paid to employees
of the Department of Northern Affairs and National Resources, Department of
National Health and Welfare, Department of Transport and the Royal Cana-
dian Mounted Police?

2. Are there any distinctions in Allowances made between locally hired
persons and persons hired in other localities in each of the above agencies?
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No. 1,958—Mr. Orange—October 5

1. What arrangements are made to supply rations to employees of the
Department of Northern Affairs and National Resources, Department of Trans-
port, Department of National Health and Welfare, and the Royal Canadian
Mounted Police in Frobisher Bay, Cambridge Bay, Baker Lake, Inuvik and
Fort Good Hope?

2. What salary deductions, if any, are made with respect to employees
of these agencies in these localities?

No. 1,959—Mr. Reid—October 5

Has the government cancelled the High Altitude Research Project and,
it so (a) on what date (b) what were the reasons for this decision?

No. 1,960—Mr. Reid—October 5
1. Who were the government’s partners in the High Altitude Research
Project?
2. When were they notified of the government’s intention to withdraw?
3. Have these other agencies signified their intent to continue with the
project?

No. 1,961—M~r. Reid—October 5
What were the aims of the High Altitude Research Project?
How long had the project been going on?
What were the results of this research?
What was the cost of this research?

5. Does the government have plans to continue this research and, if so,
what are they?

W N -

No. 1,962—Mr. Dinsdale—October 5

1. How many school boards have been established on Indian Reserves
since the policy was announced in 19647

2. On what reserves are they located?

No. 1,963—Mr. Reid—October 5
1. Has the government let contracts for the building of schools on isolated
Indian Reserves in Northwestern Ontario?
2. If so (a) how many contracts have been let (b) what is the value of
each contract (¢) what are the names and addresses of the successful and
unsuccessful bidders?

No. 1,964—M7r. Reid—October 5
Has the CBC drawn up a schedule to provide for conversion to colour tele-
vision of the off-network relay transmitters and rebroadcasting stations whlch
serve small communities across Canada?
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No. 1,965—Mr. Reid—October 5

1. How many Manitoba construction firms have been successful bidders
on federal government projects in Northwestern Ontario in the last five
years?

2. Do these firms pay the current wage rates in effect in these areas and,
if not, for what reason?

No. 1,966—Mr. Pascoe—October 5

1. Have any orders been placed with Canadian milling companies for
manufacture and export of wheat flour under the latest Russian wheat agree-
ment and, if so, what Canadian milling companies were given these flour orders
and what quantities were specified in each order?

2. What Canadian companies bid for ail, or a portion, of the flour
contract?

No. 1,967—Mr. Pascoe—October 5

1. What was the total export of Canadian wheat flour during the period
from August 1, 1965 to July 31, 19667

2. Did Canadian wheat flour go to Cuba during the above-specified period
and, if so, what quantity?

3. What was the total export of Canadian wheat flour during the period
from August 1, 1964 to July 31, 19657

4. What was the total domestic sale of Canadian wheat flour for the
period from August 1, 1965 to July 31, 1966?

5. What was the total domestic sale of Canadian wheat flour for the
period from August 1, 1964 to July 31, 19657

No. 1,968—Mr. Laprise—October 5—

1. How many federal officials are posted in (a) Fort Smith (b) Inuvik?

2. How many (a) Indians (b) Eskimos are employed by the federal
government in Fort Smith and in Inuvik?

3. How many (a) doctors (b) nurses are there in the Northwest Terri-
tories and the Yukon Territory?

4. Are any steps being taken to curb alcoholism among Indians and Eski-
mos in (a) the Northwest Territories (b) the Yukon Territory?

5. If so, what are they?

No. 1,969—Mr~r. Bell (Carleton)—October 5

1. How many adjustment statements by persons of Chinese origin have
been (a) filed (b) processed, in each of the years 1962 to date?

2. Of such adjustment statements so processed, have any been found
subsequently to be inaccurate and, if so, how many for each year?

3. Does the Department of Manpower and Immigration have any esti-
mates of the number of persons of Chinese origin now in Canada whose status
is not adjusted in accordance with the simplified procedure announced on
November 16, 1962, and, if so, what is that estimate?

4. What action is proposed by the Department to adjust the status of
such persons at the earliest possible date?
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No. 1,970—M7~. Bell (Carleton)—October 5

1. What has been the total cost to date of redevelopment of LeBreton
Flats in the National Capital, broken down into (a) cost of acquiral of land
and buildings (b) cost of demolition (c¢) other costs, specifying same?

2. What additional costs, under each of these headings, are anticipated
prior to the commencement of building construction or other utilization of the
area?

3. What is the total acreage which has been acquired?

4. Of this, what has been set aside for (a) building construction, specify-
ing proposed use (b) parkways (c) streets (d) parking areas and structures
(e) parks (f) others, specifying proposed use?

No. 1,971—Mr. Bell (Carleton)—October 5

1. Has the Minister of Public Works or the National Capital Commission
formulated any plans for a path or walk around the cliff or bluff of Parlia-
ment Hill either by (a) reconstruction of what was formerly known as “Lovers’
Walk” or (b) the construction of an alternative or substitute for the former
walk at a lower level but equivalent thereto?

2. If so, what specifically is the nature of such plans?

3. Could such plans be brought to fruition for the Centennial of Confedera-
tion?

Notices of Motions for the Production of Papers—On Monday next

No. 162—M7r. Bell—(Carleton)—October 5

That an Order of the House do issue for a copy of all letters, directives,
memoranda or other documents sent by the Minister or any official of the
Department of Justice to Chief Justices, Chief Judges, Registrars or other
judicial or court officers, since January 1, 1966, with respect to judges acting
as commissioners, arbitrators or members of boards of conciliation.

Government Notices of Motions—On Friday next

October 5—The Ministry of Industry:

That the House do go into Committee of the Whole at its next sitting to
consider the following proposed resolution which has been recommended to
the House by His Excellency:—

That it is expedient to introduce a measure to encourage the initiation of
programs and the expansion of existing programs of scientific research and
development in Canada by the payment out of the Consolidated Revenue
Fund, on the authorization of the Minister of Industry, to corporations incor-
porated in and carrying on business in Canada, of grants in respect of capital
expenditures in Canada, and in respect of increases in current expenditures
in Canada over a specified base period by such corporations on scientific re-
search and development in fiscal periods commencing with the fiscal periods of
such corporations ending in 1966; to provide that such scientific research and
development grants shall be exempt from Income Tax; and to provide for
amendments to the Income Tax Act that are incidental to or consequential
on the introduction of the said measure.
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October 5—The Minister of Labour:

That the House do go into Committee of the Whole at its next sitting to
consider the following proposed resolution which has been recommended to the
House by His Excellency:—

That it is expedient to introduce a measure to amend the National Housing
Act, 1954, to further encourage the demand for housing by increasing the
loan ratio for rental housing from 85% of the lending value to 909 of the lend-
ing value; by providing that loans made to persons who intend to purchase,
improve and occupy existing housing be insurable on conditions similar to
loans made for new housing; by increasing from eight and one-half billion
dollars to nine and one-half billion dollars the aggregate amount of all loans
that may be insured under the Act; by increasing from three and one-quarter
billion dollars to four billion dollars the maximum charge on the Consolidated
Revenue Fund for lending by Central Mortgage and Housing Corporation;
by authorizing the Corporation, with the approval of the government of the
province concerned, to make loans for student housing projects which will not
be restricted only to the accommodation of university students; by increasing
from two hundred million dollars to three hundred and fifty million dollars
th amount that may be paid out of the Consolidated Revenue Fund as loans
for student housing projects for reimbursement for losses sustained on loans
for such projects; and by extending for an additional three years the period
within which the construction of a sewage treatment project in respect of
which a loan has been or is to be made under Part VIB of the Act must be
completed if the municipality or municipal sewerage corporation is to be
forgiven payment of a part of the principal amount of the loan and of the
accrued interest thereon.
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MEETINGS OF COMMITTEES

Room Committee Hour

(Subject to change from day to day)

Thursday, October 6
307 W.B. | Special Joint Committee on Consumer Credit (Prices). | 9.30 a.m.
H 308 W.B. | Transport and Communications (Bill C-231)......... 10.30 a.m.

371 W.B. | Public Service (Joint) (Bills C—170, C—181 and C-182).. {11.00 a.m.
3.30 p.m.
Friday, October 7

371 W.B. | Public Service (Joint) (Bills C—170, C-181 and C-182).. { 9.30 a.m.
3.30 p.m.

308 W.B. | Transport and Communications (Bl C-231)......... 9.30 a.m.

Rocer DuBAMEL, F.R.S.C.,, Queen’s Printer and Controller of Stationery, Ottawa, 1966







15 ELIZABETH II—A.D. 1966 831

No. 128

VOTES AND PROCEEDINGS

OF THE

HOUSE OF COMMONS

OF CANADA

OTTAWA, THURSDAY, OCTOBER 6, 1966.

2.30 o’clock p.m.

PRAYERS.

Mr. Basford, from the Special Joint Committee on Consumer Credit and
¢ Cost of Living, presented the Second Report of the said Committee, which is
; as follows:

; Your Committee recommends that the House of Commons section of the
said Committee be granted leave to sit while the House is sitting.

Mr. Laing, a Member of the Queen’s Privy Council, laid before the House,—

; (1) Copy of Report of the Advisory Commission on the Development of
'[ Government in the Northwest Territories, 1966, Volumes I and II.
!
8

(2) Copy of Summary Report of the Advisory Commission on the De-
velopment of Government in the Northwest Territories, 1966. (English and
French).

The House resumed debate on the motion of Mr. Sharp, seconded by Mr.
Nicholson,—That Bill C-222, An Act respecting Banks and Banking, be now
read a second time.

And debate continuing;

Mr. Saltsman, seconded by Mr. Knowles, proposed to move in amendment
thereto:

That Bill C-222 be not now read a second time, but that it be
resolved that in the opinion of this House consideration be given to the
introduction of legislation to include provision for placing the sole opera-
tion of clearing house facilities in the hands of the Bank of Canada and

V 128—1
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requiring that all financial institutions issuing demand liabilities, trans-
ferable and short term banking claims requiring access to the cheque
clearing system be defined as Banks and brought under provision of
this legislation; and further that the government give consideration to
taking such steps as are necessary to give to the Bank of Canada the
power to set maximum interest rates on both loans and deposits as it
deems necessary in the general interest of the ecanomy in the light of
prevailing economic conditions. .

And a point of order having been raised by the Honourable Minister
of Transport (Mr. Pickersgill) as to the regularity of the said proposed
amendment;

RULING BY MR. SPEAKER

Mr. SPEAKER: If there are no additional contributions to this very interest-
ing debate on procedural matters perhaps I should at this time give my
opinion as to why the amendment moved by the honourable member for
Waterloo South (Mr. Saltsman) ought to be accepted or not.

Honourable Members know the practice and precedents governing the
introduction and proposal of recent amendments better than I do. The hon-
ourable Minister of Transport (Mr. Pickersgill) has referred the House to
a ruling of August 30 last which gives in some detail the general practice
and precedents governing such amendments. I feel myself bound by that
ruling, and I think it applies in this present case. However, honourable Mem-
bers know that even in the instance of a recent amendment, the general rule
regarding relevancy still applies.

Reference has been made to May’s seventeenth edition at page 527 which
reads: “The principle of relevancy in an amendment governs every such
motion.” Meaning a motion for amendment along the same lines as the one
proposed by the honourable Member for Waterloo South (Mr. Saltsman).
“The amendment must ‘strictly relate to the bill which the House, by its order,
has resolved upon considering’, and must not include in its scope other bills
then standing for consideration by the House.”

It seems to me that the proposal advanced by the honourable Member
in the form of an amendment does go beyond terms of the bill now before
the House. I fully recognize it is always extremely difficult to determine
whether or not an amendment of this type is relevant, but reading it as closely
as I can and following upon the suggestion made by the honourable Member
for Edmonton West (Mr. Lambert), supported by the honourable Member
for Medicine Hat (Mr. Olson), it seems this is entirely too different and novel
a legislative proposal. Because of this I do feel that this amendment, although
it obviously is a reasoned amendment, cannot be accepted because it is sub-
stantially irrelevant.

Referring myself to citations 200 and 203(5) of Beauchesne’s fourth
edition quoted by the honourable Member for Edmonton West and sustained
by the arguments also advanced by the Minister of Transport and the hon-
ourable Member for Medicine Hat, I think I have to rule the amendment out
of order.

Debate was resumed on the motion of Mr. Sharp, seconded by Mr. Nichol-
son, that Bill C-222, An Act respecting Banks and Banking, be now read a
second time.

And debate continuing;
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[At 6.00 o’clock p.m., Private Members’ Business was called pursuant to
provisional Standing Order 15(3)]

[ Notices of Motions (Papers)]

Mr. Howard, seconded by Mr. Knowles, moved,—That an Order of the
House do issue for a copy of any communication exchanged between the
Maritime Trustees, or other organizations and other persons, and the Minister
of Labour or any official of the Department of Labour, with respect to the
Seafarers’ International Union.— (Notice of Motion for the Production of Papers
No. 128).

And debate arising thereon;

The hour for Private Members’ Business expired.

Debate was resumed on the motion of Mr. Sharp, seconded by Mr. Nichol-
son,—That Bill C-222, An Act respecting Banks and Banking, be now read a
second time.

After further debate, the question was put on the said motion at 7.35 o’clock
p.m.

Whereupon more than five members having risen to oppose the taking of
a vote thereon, pursuant to section (3) of provisional Standing Order 6, the
taking of the said vote was postponed until 8.00 o’clock p.m. this day.

The Order being read for the second reading of Bill C-223, An Act respect-
ing Savings Banks in the Province of Quebec.

Mr. Sharp, seconded by Mr. Pickersgill, moved,—That the said bill be now
read a second time.

After debate thereon, the question being put on the said motion, it was
agreed to, on division.

Accordingly, the said bill was read the second time, on division, and
referred to the Standing Committee on Finance, Trade and Economic Affairs.

The Order being read for the second reading of Bill C-218, An Act to
provide assistance to livestock feeders in Eastern Canada and British Columbia.

Mr. Sauvé, seconded by Mr. Sharp, moved,—That the said bill be now
read a second time.

And debate arising thereon;

At 8.00 o’clock p.m., pursuant to section (3) of provisional Standing
Order 6, Mr. Speaker interrupted the proceedings and the House reverted to
the postponed vote on the motion of Mr. Sharp, seconded by Mr. Nicholson,—
That Bill C-222, An Act respecting Banks and Banking, be now read a second
time.
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And the question being put on the said motion, it was agreed to, on the

following division.

Allard,
Allmand,
Badanai,
Béchard,
Beer,
Benson,
Berger,
Boulanger,
Cadieux,
Cameron (High
Park),
Cantin,
Cashin,
Choquette,
Chrétien,
Clermont,
Comtois,

Coté (Longueuil),
Coté (Nicolet-
Yamaska),
Cowan,
Davis,

Ballard,

Bell (Carleton),

Bell (Saint-John-
Albert),

Bigg,

Bower,

Brand,

Brewin,

Cameron (Nanaimo-
Cowichan-The
Islands),

Cantelon,

Caouette,

Chatterton,

Churchill,

Clancy,

Crouse,

Dinsdale,

Dionne,

Douglas,

Fane,

Fawecett,

Accordingly, the said bill was read the second time

YEAs
MESSRS:
Drury, Leblanc (Laurier), Pickersgill,
Dubé, LeBlanc (Rimouski), Prud’homme,
Duquet, Lefebvre, Reid,
Emard, Legault, Richard,
Faulkner, Lind, Rideout (Mrs.),
Foy, Macaluso, Rinfret,
Goyer, Mackasey, Rochon,
Gray, Mecllraith, Rock, -
Greene, McNulty, Ryan,
Groos, Marchand, Sauvé,
Habel, Martin (Essex East), Sharp,
Haidasz, Matte, Stafford,
Harley, Mongrain, Stanbury,
Hellyer, Morison, Stewart,
Hopkins, Munro, Thomas
Hymmen, Neveu, (Maisoneuve-
Isabelle, O’Keefe, Rosemont),
Klein, Orange, Tolmie,
Laing, Otto, Tucker,
Langlois (Chicouti- Pearson, Wahn,
mi), Pennell, Walker,
Laniel, Pepin, Winters,
Yanakis—=84.
Navs
MESSRS:

Forrestall MacInnis (Mrs.), Patterson,
Gauthier, MacLean (Queens), Pugh,
Gilbert, Macquarrie, Rapp,
Godin, MecCleave, Ricard,
Grafftey, McCutcheon, Rynard,
Grégoire, MecIntosh, Saltsman,
Herridge, McKinley, Schreyer,
Howe (Hamilton McLelland, Scott (Danforth),

South), McQuaid, Scott (Victoria (Ont)),
Howe (Wellington- Madill, Sherman,

Huron), Martin (Timmins),  Simard,
Irvine, Mather, Simpson,
Keays, Moore, Smith,
Kennedy, Muir (Cape Breton Southam,
Knowles, North and Viec- Starr,
Lambert, toria), Stefanson,
Laprise, Nesbitt, Thomas (Middlesex
Latulippe, Nugent, West),
MacDonald (Prince), Olson, Thompson,
MacEwan, Orlikow, Watson (Assiniboia),
MacInnis, Pascoe, Winkler,

Woolliams—T78.

and referred to the

Standing Committee on Finance, Trade and Economic Affairs.
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The House resumed debate on the motion of Mr. Sauvé, seconded by Mr.
Sharp,—That Bill C-218, An Act to provide assistance to livestock feeders
in Eastern Canada and British Columbia, be now read a second time.

And debate continuing;

(Proceedings on Adjournment Motion)

At 10.02 o’clock p.m., the question “That this House do now adjourn” was
deemed to have been proposed pursuant to provisional Standing Order 39-A;

After debate thereon, the said question was deemed to have been adopted.

At 10.19 o’clock p.m. the House adjourned until tomorrow at 11.00 o’clock
a.m.

LUCIEN LAMOUREUX,
Speaker.
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Inquiries of Ministry—On Wednesday next

No. 1,972—Mr. MacEwan—October 6

1. What were the names of the tenderers and the amounts of the various
tenders for the R.R. 4 River John, Pictou County, N.S., mail contract?

2. To whom will the contract be awarded?

No. 1,973—Mr. Bell (Saint John-Albert)—October 6
1. How many requests to purchase copies of the Canadian Bill of Rights
in English have been made to the Queen’s Printer in 1966, and of these how
many have been turned down because there are none on hand?
; 2‘; Has printing been discontinued and, if so, by whom was this direction
given?

No. 1,974—Mr. Mather—October 6

What is the number of War Veterans Allowance recipients who are mar-
ried and who are responsible for the support of a dependent child, or children?

No. 1,975—Mr. Mather—October 6

1. What was the number of applications for War Veterans Allowance
at each District Office of the Department of Veterans Affairs in the period
January 1, 1965 to June 30, 1966?

2. What was the number of appeals from the decisions of the War Veterans
Allowance District authorities received by the War Veterans Allowance Board
in Ottawa for the same period?

3. What was the number of appeals processed by the War Veterans
Allowance Board during this same period?

; 4: What was the number of appeals rejected by the Board following
rejection by the War Veterans Allowance District authorities in each District?

No. 1,976—Mr. Lambert—October 6

1. What was the date of the retirement from the R.C.A.F. of former
Group Captain Wm. Lee, presently special assistant to the Minister of National
Defence?

2. Was such retirement at the voluntary request of Group Captain Lee
and, if so, what was the date of the application for voluntary retirement?

3. If the answer to part 2 is in the negative, was the said retirement part
of the program of compulsory retirement of certain redundant service per-
sonnel inaugurated in 19647
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4. What emoluments, if any, whether of a general or special nature, were
paid to Group Captain Lee on his retirement and in what amounts, and were
any entitlements or payments made retroactive and to what date?

5. Does former Group Captain Lee now receive payment of any service
superannuation pension and, if so, what is the date of commencement of pay-
ment of such pension?

No. 1,977—Mr. Godin—October 6—

1." Under the federal-provincial social allowances programmes, does the
federal government make payments to the Province of Quebec (a) according
to a list of names (b) in a total amount (c) at the beginning or at the end of
a given period?

2. What was the total amount paid by the federal government to the
Province of Quebec in 1964 under this plan?

Notices of Motions for the Production of Papers—On Wednesday next

No. 163—Mr. Peters—October 6
That an Order of the House do issue for a copy of all reports, records,
documents, tenders and contracts involved in the demolition and rebuilding
of the dock at Dawson’s Point on Lake Timiskaming in the Riding of Timis-
kaming between the District Office of Public Works, individuals and other
persons and the Department of Public Works at Ottawa.

No. 164—Mr. Dinsdale—October 6
That an Order of the House do issue for a copy of the letters from Cana-
dians interested in going North arising from the statement of the Minister
of Indian Affairs and Northern Development that young Canadians lack the
necessary pioneer blood.

Introduction of Bills—On Tuesday next

October 6—Mr. Stanbury—Bill intituled: “An Act to amend the British
North America Act, 1867 (Appointment of Judges)”.

October 6—Mr. Klein—Bill intituled: “An Act to amend the Criminal Code
(Elimination of premium stamps in food establishments)?”.

Government Notices of Motions—On Tuesday next

October 6—The Minister of Indian Affairs and Northern Development:

That, in addition to the powers granted July 13, 1966, to the Standing
Committee on Northern Affairs and National Resources, the said Committee
be also empowered to obtain further information relating to matters and
projects dealing with National Parks and Historic Parks and Sites;

That for this purpose, the said Committee be authorized to sit while the
House is sitting or during adjournment of the House, to adjourn from place
to place within Canada; and

That the Clerk of the said Committee and the necessary supporting staff
do accompany the said Committee.
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MEETINGS OF COMMITTEES

Room Committee Hour

(Subject to change from day to day)

Friday, October 7

371 W.B. | Public Service (Joint) (Bzlls C-170, C-181 and C-182).. { 9.30 a.m.
3.30 p.m,

Rocer DunAMEL, F.R.S.C.,, Queen’s Printer and Controller of Stationery, Ottawa, 1966




RSy

TN BT L e Ay BN e S S I N PO SRR T e

o RS o

RS

[“

T

AT

15 ELIZABETH II—A.D. 1966 837

No. 129

VOTES AND PROCEEDINGS

OF THE

HOUSE OF COMMONS

OF CANADA

OTTAWA, FRIDAY, OCTOBER 17, 1966.

11.00 o’clock a.m.
PRAYERS.

Mr. Macaluso, from the Standing Committee on Transport and Communica-
tions, presented the Tenth Report of the said Committee, which is as follows:

Your Committee recommends that it be authorized to sit while the House
is sitting, during its consideration of Bill C-231.

Mr. Pearson, a Member of the Queen’s Privy Council, laid before the
House,—Exchange of correspondence with Mr. J. Alphonse Ouimet, President
of the Canadian Broadcasting Corporation, dated October 5 and 6, 1966, con-
cerning his retirement from the Corporation. (English and French).

By unanimous consent, Mr. Basford, seconded by Mr. Allmand, moved,—
That the First and Second Reports of the Special Joint Committee on Con-
sumer Credit and Cost of Living, presented to the House on Friday, April 1
and Thursday, October 6, 1966, be concurred in.

After debate thereon, the question being put on the said motion, it was
agreed to.

Accordingly, the said Reports were concurred in and are as follows:

FIRST REPORT

Your Committee recommends that seven (7) of its Members constitute a
quorum, provided that both Houses are represented.

SECOND REPORT

Your Committee recommends that the House of Commons section of the
said Committee be granted leave to sit while the House is sitting.
VvV 129—1
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Mr. Drury, seconded by Mr. Mecllraith, moved,—That the House do go
into Committee of the Whole at its next sitting to consider the following
proposed resolution which has been recommended to the House by His Ex-
cellency:—

That it is expedient to introduce a measure to encourage the initiation of
programs and the expansion of existing programs of scientific research and
development in Canada by the payment out of the Consolidated Revenue
Fund, on the authorization of the Minister of Industry, to corporations incor-
porated in and carrying on business in Canada, of grants in respect of capital
expenditures in Canada, and in respect of increases in current expenditures
in Canada over a specified base period by such corporations on scientific re-
search and development in fiscal periods commencing with the fiscal periods of
such corporations ending in 1966; to provide that such scientific research and
development grants shall be exempt from Income Tax; and to provide for
amendments to the Income Tax Act that are incidental to or consequential
on the introduction of the said measure.

Resolved,—That the House do go into Committee of the Whole at its next
sitting to consider the said proposed resolution.

Mr. Mecllraith, for Mr. Nicholson, seconded by Mr. Drury, moved,—That
the House do go into Committee of the Whole at its next sitting to consider
the following proposed resolution which has been recommended to the House
by His Excellency:—

That it is expedient to introduce a measure to amend the National Housing
Act, 1954, to further encourage the demand for housing by increasing the
loan ratio for rental housing from 859% of the lending value to 90% of the lend-
ing value; by providing that loans made to persons who intend to purchase,
improve and occupy existing housing be insurable on conditions similar to
loans made for new housing; by increasing from eight and one-half billion
dollars to nine and one-half billion dollars the aggregate amount of all loans
that may be insured under the Act; by increasing from three and one-quarter
billion dollars to four billion dollars the maximum charge on the Consolidated
Revenue Fund for lending by Central Mortgage and Housing Corporation;
by authorizing the Corporation, with the approval of the government of the
province concerned, to make loans for student housing projects which will not
be restricted only to the accommodation of university students; by increasing
from two hundred million dollars to three hundred and fifty million dollars
the amount that may be paid out of the Consolidated Revenue Fund as loans
for student housing projects or reimbursement for losses sustained on loans
for such projects; and by extending for an additional three years the period
within which the construction of a sewage treatment project in respect of
which a loan has been or is to be made under Part VIB of the Act must be
completed if the municipality or municipal sewerage corporation is to be
forgiven payment of a part of the principal amount of the loan and of the
accrued interest thereon.

Resolved,—That the House do go into Committee of the Whole at its next
sitting to consider the said proposed resolution.
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The House resumed debate on the motion of Mr. Sauvé, seconded by Mr.
Sharp,—That Bill C-218, An Act to provide assistance to livestock feeders in
Eastern Canada and British Columbia, be now read a second time.

After further debate, the question being put on the said motion, it was
agreed to.

Accordingly, the said bill was read the second time, considered in Commit-
tee of the Whole and progress having been made and reported, the Committee
obtained leave to sit again later this day.

By unanimous consent, the hour for Private Members’ Business was sus-
pended.

The House resumed consideration in Committee of the Whole of Bill C-218,
An Act to provide assistance to livestock feeders in Eastern Canada and British
Columbia and, further progress having been made and reported the Committee
obtained leave to consider it again at the next sitting of the House.

By unanimous consent, the House reverted to “Motions”.

On motion of Mr. McNulty, seconded by Mr. Stewart, it was ordered,—
That the names of Messrs. Smith, McLelland and Code be substituted for those
of Messrs. Hees, Coates and Bell (Saint John-Albert) on the Joint Committee
on Consumer Credit and Cost of Living.

Returns and Reports Deposited with the Clerk of the House

The following paper having been deposited with the Clerk of the House
was laid upon the Table pursuant to Standing Order 40, namely:

By Mr. Sharp, a Member of the Queen’s Privy Council,—Report of the
Superintendent of Insurance for Canada—Small Loans Companies and Money-
Lenders licensed under the Small Loans Act, for the year ended December 31,
1965. (English and French).

At 6.07 o’clock p.m., Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without 'question
put until Tuesday next at 2.30 o’clock p.m., pursuant to Standing Order 2(4).

LUCIEN LAMOUREUX,
Speaker.

V 129—13%
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NOTICE PAPER

Inquiries of Ministry—On Wednesday next

No. 1,978—Mr. MacEwan—October 7

1. Have returning officers been appointed for the new constituencies under
redistribution procedure?

2. If so, how many, and under what authority were they appointed?

3. Has a returning officer been appointed for the constituency of Central
Nova and, if so, what is his name and on what date was the appointment made?

No. 1,979—Mr. MacEwan—October 7

1. Is there an established list of transfer companies for the constituency of
Pictou regarding the movement of furniture for R.C.M.P. personnel?

2. If so, what are the names of the companies listed?

No. 1,980—Mr. Hales—October 7
Has the Minister of Energy, Mines and Resources received representation
from the Grand River Conservation Authority asking for federal aid in the pro-
gram of flood and pollution control involving the construction of major dams?

No. 1,981—Mr. Orange—October 7

Does the Department of Indian Affairs and Northern Development operate
a handicrafts project at Rankin Inlet, Northwest Territories and, if so (a)
what are the principal items produced (b) what were the expenditures by the
Department in 1964-65, 1965-66 and from April 1, 1966 to September 1, 1966,
in connection with these handicrafts (¢) what are the arrangements for market-
ing these products (d) are ceramics produced as part of the project (e) how
many ceramic items have been produced since the start of this particular aspect
of the program (f) what has been the cost, approximately, for materials and
supplies, labour, instruction and maintenance of buildings (g) how many of the
ceramics have been sold on the general market or to any other source (h) if
there have been sales, how many and what revenues have been received to
date (i) are there any plans to release the ceramics to the general market and,
if so, when and by what means?

* No. 1,982—Mr7r. Rynard—October 7

1. What was the par value of the 1936, three per cent, Government of
Canada permanent bonds?



di NOTICE PAPER October 7, 1966

2. Is it the intention of the government to redeem the bonds at this time?

3. Does the government intend to issue a further supply of coupons bearing
interest at three per cent?

4. Did the Minister of Finance recently make an announcement concerning
the redemption of these bonds and if so, when?

5. What is the present market value per $100 of par value at time of issue
of these bonds?

6. Has there been a change in this market value recently and, if so, when
did it occur?

7. What was the total amount of the issue in 1936?

8. What is the total market value of the issue at the present time?

9. Has an estimate been made of the total annual cost of increasing the
interest rate of newly issued coupons from three per cent to 5% per cent and,
if so, what would be this cost?

No. 1,983—Mr. Orlikow—October 7

Has General Motors agreed to complete the necessary forms for certifica-
tion by the Adjustment Assistance Board that the workers at General Motors
Oshawa plant have been laid off as a result of the Canadian automotive program,
so that those who are eligible may receive their transitional assistance benefits?

* No. 1,984—Mr. Woolliams—October 7

1. How much in cash will the proposed increase in wages to the employees
of the Canadian Broadcasting Corporation cost for (a) the first year (b) the
second year (c) the third year?

2. What active steps did the government take in bringing about a settle-
ment in the wage dispute between the C.B.C. management and its employees?

3. As the C.B.C. is responsible to Parliament, will the settlement be sub-
mitted to Parliament for its approval?

No. 1,985—Mr. Grafftey—October 7

What law firm is acting as Counsel for the prosecution, in an action taken
against J. H. van Ular, of 14 de la Riviére, Cape Rouge, Quebec, which com-
menced in June 1965?

No. 1,986—Mr. Bell (Carleton)—October 7

1. What is the total acreage included in the Gatineau Park?

2. Of this acreage, how many acres are now owned by the National Capi-
tal Commission?

3. Of the remaining acreage, how many acres are owned by (a) the Crown
in the right of the Province of Quebec (b) individuals?

4. What action, in detail, is being taken to acquire ownership of this re-
maining acreage?

A



October 7, 1966 NOTICE PAPER iii

5. Have there been negotiations with the Government of Quebec regarding
the acquiral of lands owned by the Crown in the right of the Province of Que-
bec?

6. If so, who has conducted such negotiations and when have such negotia-
tions been held?

7. What is the present state of such negotiations?

No. 1,987—Mr. Bell (Carleton)—October 7
1. Has the National Capital Commission prepared at any time plans for
the restoration of Richmond Landing near the foot of Chaudiére Falls, in the
National Capital?
2. If so (a) what was the nature of those plans (b) what has happened to
those plans?

No. 1,988—M~r. Bell (Carleton)—October 7
1. Does the National Capital Commission propose to prepare and issue
a motion picture film on the National Capital?
2. If so, when is it anticipated that this film might be available for
distribution?

No. 1,989—Mr. Bell (Carleton)—October 7
1. Is the National Capital Commission engaged in the gathering of data
for an historical guide to the National Capital Region, excluding Ottawa?

2. If so (a) how is this work being done (b) when is it expected it will
be completed (c) is it anticipated that these data will be published, and if
so, when?

No. 1,990—M7r. Bell (Carleton)—October 7

1. On what date was the capital budget of the National Capital Commis-
sion for the year 1965-66 first approved pursuant to the Financial Administra-
tion Act?

2. Were any revisions made after such approval?

3. If so (a) on what date or dates (b) what was the nature, in detail, of
such revision or revisions?

4. Did the expenditures exceed in any particular the approved budget or
budgets?

5. If so, in what particular and for what reasons?

No. 1,991—Mr. Bell (Carleton)—October 7

1. What are the names of the members of the National Capital Commis-
sion whose terms of office have expired since April 22, 1963?

2. Of these, who were eligible for re-appointment?
3. Of such persons mentioned in part 2, who have been re-appointed?
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4. What are the names and qualifications, in detail, of the persons who
have been appointed since April 22, 1963, as members of the National Capital
Commission?

No. 1,992—Mr. Orange—October 7

1. What are the total number of positions approved by Treasury Board
effective April 1, 1966, for the Northern Administration Branch in the Ad-
ministration District of the Mackenzie and the Administrative District of the
Arctic?

2. How many of these positions are in the Northwest Territories?

3. How many are located in Ottawa?

4. How many of these positions were vacant as of October 1, 19667

5. Excluding prevailing rate positions, what is the classification and loca-
tion of these vacancies?

No. 1,993—Mr. Orange—October 7
1. Has the government received a report on the effectiveness of the
Hovercraft trials at Tuktoyaktuk, N.W.T., conducted in the spring of 19667

2. If so, what are the recommendations relating to feasibility of use in
the North?

3. If not, when is it expected, and will it be made public?

No. 1,994—Mr. Orange—October 7
Did the Department of Transport conduct surveys and/or studies to deter-
mine the feasibility of keeping certain harbours and navigable waters open
in 1965 and/or 1966 and, if so (a) what were the names of the Canadian Coast
Guard ships involved in these operations (b) has a report been received for
either year (c¢) if so, what are the recommendations (d) if not, when is it
expected and when will it be made available to the public?

No. 1,995—Mr. Orange—October 7
1. What agency of government is responsible for (a) construction (b)
maintenance of public wharves and docks north of the Tree Line of Canada?

2. How many and where are these wharves and docks located as of the
summer of 19667

3. Does the government have any plan to improve existing facilities and
construct such facilities in communities where they do not exist at the present
time and, if so, what are these plans?

No. 1,996—M~r. Bell (Carleton)—October 7
1. As of October 1, 1966, what was the total amount to the credit of
the Canadian Pension Plan investment fund?
2. As of that date, in what special securities of what provinces and in
what securities of Canada was such amount invested, and what was the
amount invested in each such security?
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Notices of Motions (Routine Proceedings)—On Tuesday next

October 7—Mr. Macaluso (Chairman of the Standing Committee on Trans-
port and Communications):

That the Tenth Report of the Standing Committee on Transport and Com-
munications presented to the House on October 7, 1966, be concurred in.
Introduction of Bills—On Tuesday next

October 7—Mr. Howard—DBill intituled: “An Act to Amend the Criminal
Code (Trading Stamps)”.
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MEETINGS OF COMMITTEES
Room Committee Hour
(Subject to change from day to day)
Tuesday, October 11
356—S Consumer Credit and Cost of Living (Joint)........... 9.30 a.m.
2.30 p.m.
29 W:B. | Drug Costs and Prices; »mn st ot e 9.30 a.m.
209 W.B. | Health and Welfare (Subject-matter of Bills C-22, C—/0,
C—-64 and C=71). o il onis e SRt e 1.30 p.m.
Thursday, October 13
356—S Consumer Credit and Cost of Living (Joint).......... 9.30 a.m.
2.30 p.m.
209°W.B. | ‘Drug Costs andi Prices: s vl o Sala i o ai sl s 9.30 a.m.
07 W-B. | Public'Accounts (In camera). ;v it s sias b sdy e s { 9.30 a.m.
3.30 p.m.
253-D Transport and Communications (Bl C-231)......... 9.30 a.m.
3.30 p.m.
8.00 p.m.
371 W.B. | Public Service (Joint) (Bills C-170, C-181, C-182).... | 10.00 a.m.
308 W.B. | Finance, Trade and Economic Affairs (In Camera)
(T'rade and Commerce Estimates)................... 11.00 a.m. °
208 W.B. | Industry, Research and Energy Development......... 11.0C a.m.
Friday, October 1/
371 W.B. | Public Service (Joint) (Bills C-170, C-181 and C-182) {9.30 a.m.
3.30 p.m.
253-D Transport and Communications (Bill C-231).......... 9.30 a.m.

Rocer DUHAMEL, F.R.S.C., Queen’s Printer and Controller of Stationery, Ottawa, 1966
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No. 130

VOTES AND PROCEEDINGS

OF THE

HOUSE OF COMMONS

OF CANADA
OTTAWA, TUESDAY, OCTOBER 11, 1966.

2.30 o’clock p.m.

PRAYERS.

Mr. Speaker informed the House that the Clerk of the House had received
from the Chief Electoral Officer certificates of the election and return of two
Members, namely:

Don Jamieson, Esquire, for the Electoral District of Burin-Burgeo; and

Andrew Chatwood, Esquire, for the Electoral District of Grand Falls-White
Bay-Labrador.

CANADA
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF ELECTORAL OFFICER

To the Clerk of the House of Commons:

This is to certify that pursuant to a writ dated on the first day of August,
1966, and addressed to Philip R. Hollett, of Placentia West, in the Province of
Newfoundland, for the election of a Member to serve in the House of Commons
of Canada, for the electoral district of Burin-Burgeo, in the place and stead of
Chesley William Carter who has been summoned to the Senate, Don Jamieson,
Swift Current, Nfld., broadcaster, has been returned as elected.

Given under my hand and seal of office at Ottawa this eighth day of
October, 1966.
J.-M. HAMEL (L.S.),
Chief Electoral Officer.
V 130—1
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CANADA
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF ELECTORAL OFFICER

To the Clerk of the House of Commons:

This is to certify that pursuant to a Writ dated on the first day of August,
1966, and addressed to Edna Pearle Yetman, of Grand Falls, in the Province of
Newfoundland, for the election of a Member to serve in the House of Com-
mons of Canada for the electoral district of Grand Falls-White Bay-Labrador,
in the place and stead of Charles Ronald Granger who has resigned, Andrew
Chatwood, 72 Whiteway Drive, Wabush, Labrador, administrative supervisor,
has been returned as elected.

Given under my hand and seal of office at Ottawa this eighth day of
October, 1966.
J.-M. HAMEL (L.S.),
Chief Electoral Officer.

Miss LaMarsh, a Member of the Queen’s Privy Council, laid before the
House,—Copy of the Report of the Committee on Election Expenses (Alphonse
Barbeau, Esquire, Chairman), dated October, 1966. (English and French).

Mr. Pepin, a Member of the Queen’s Privy Council, laid before the House,—
Copy of the Report on The Cape Breton Coal Problem (J. R. Donald, Esquire),
dated May, 1966. (English and French).

Miss LaMarsh, a Member of the Queen’s Privy Council, laid before the
House,—Amended answer to the following Question (originally answered on
October 5, 1966):

No. 1,720—Mr. Bell (Carleton)—June 16

1. Has an office or secretariat of education been established in the Depart-
ment of the Secretary of State?

2. If so (a) what precisely is its nature or terms of reference (b) when
was it established (c¢) by what authority has it been established (d) what
persons have been appointed to the office or secretariat (e) what position does
each such person occupy (f) what specifically are his responsibilities?

3. If not (a) what precisely is the nature of the action in respect of
education which has been taken in the Department of the Secretary of State
(b) what persons are responsible for such work in the Department (¢) what
position does each such person occupy (d) what specifically are his responsi-
bilities?

4. Have any competitions been held for appointments to any positions
in the Department of the Secretary of State related to education?

5. If so (a) when (b) for what position or positions (¢) with what result?

6. Have any officers been transferred from the Department of Finance to
the Department of the Secretary of State to direct or supervise (a) university
grants (b) other educational matters?

7. If so (a) when (b) for what positions (c¢) for what specific responsi-
bilities of each transferee?
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By unanimous consent, it was ordered,—That the said amended answer be
printed in this day’s Hansard.

On motion of Mr. Pilon, seconded by Mr. McNulty, it was ordered,—That
the name of Mr. Jamieson be substituted for that of Mr. Hymmen on the
Standing Committee on Transport and Communications.

On motion of Mr. Deachman for Mr. Macaluso, seconded by Mr. McNulty,
the Tenth Report of the Standing Committee on Transport and Communications,
presented to the House on Friday, October 7, 1966, was concurred in.

Mr. Klein, seconded by Mr. Guay, by leave of the House, introduced Bill
C-234, An Act to amend the Criminal Code (Elimination of premium stamps
in food establishments), which was read the first time and ordered for a
second reading at the next sitting of the House.

Mr. Howard, seconded by Mr. Martin (Timmins), by leave of the House,
introduced Bill C-235, An Act to amend the Criminal Code (Trading Stamps),
which was read the first time and ordered for a second reading at the next
sitting of the House.

The following Notice of Motion having been called was transferred to
Government Orders for consideration at the next sitting of the House, pursuant
to Standing Order 21(2):

That, in addition to the powers granted July 13, 1966, to the Standing
Committee on Northern Affairs and National Resources, the said Committee
be also empowered to obtain further information relating to matters and
projects dealing with National Parks and Historic Parks and Sites;

That for this purpose, the said Committee be authorized to sit while the
House is sitting or during adjournment of the House, to adjourn from place
to place within Canada; and

That the Clerk of the said Committee and the necessary supporting staff
do accompany the said Committee.—The Minister of Indian Affairs and North-
ern Development.

Bill C-218, An Act to provide assistance to Livestock Feeders in Eastern
Canada and British Columbia, was again considered in Committee of the
Whole.

And the House continuing in Committee;
At 6.00 o’clock p.m., Mr. Deputy Speaker took the Chair.

By unanimous consent, the sitting was suspended until 8.00 o’clock p.m.
this day.

At 8.00 o’clock p.m., the House resumed consideration in Committee of
the Whole of Bill C-218, An Act to provide assistance to livestock feeders in



844 VOTES AND PROCEEDINGS October 11, 1966

Eastern Canada and British Columbia, and further progress having been
made and reported, the Committee obtained leave to consider it again at the
next sitting of the House.

At 10.04 o’clock p.m., Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without question
put until tomorrow at 2.30 o’clock p.m.

LUCIEN LAMOUREUX,
Speaker.
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Inquiries of Ministry—On Monday next

No. 1,997—M~r. Isabelle—October 11—

1. When will construction begin on and when will the cornerstones be
laid for the federal buildings to be built in the City of Hull and in the area
of Hull?

2. Which federal department will be entitled to occupy the first building?

No. 1,998—Mr. Isabelle—October 11—

1. How much has the National Capital Commission spent on expropria-
tions, constructions, land development, etc., since 1949 in the City of Hull
and the federal constituency of Hull?

2. How many Hull residents are employed on a full-time basis by the
National Capital Commission, and how many are employed as seasonal workers
during the summer months?

No. 1,999—Mr. Dionne—October 11—

1. What quantity of wheat, oats and barley was harvested in Canada in
1960, 1961, 1962, 1963, 1964 and 1965?

2. What quantities were sold to flour mills in Canada during these years
and at what prices?

3. What quantities were sold to foreign countries during these years
and at what prices?

4. What was the amount paid by each purchasing country during these
years?

5. Of the countries that have purchased wheat or other grains, which ones
have not made payments to date, and what is the amount owed by each?

No. 2,000—M7r. Isabelle—October 11—

1. To the knowledge of the government, where are the headquarters of
the following organizations located: Canadian Welfare Council, Canadian Dia-
betic Association, Canadian Red Cross Society, Canadian Foundation for
Poliomyelitis and Rehabilitation, Victorian Order of Nurses, Health League of
Canada, Canadian National Institute for the Blind, National Heart Foundation
of Canada, Canadian Cancer Society, Canadian Paraplegic Association, Cana-
dian Council for Handicapped Adults and Children, St. John Ambulance Society,
Canadian Tuberculosis Association, Canadian Cancer Institute, Canadian Hear-
ing Society, Canadian Mental Health Association, Canadian Arthritis and
Rheumatism Society, Multiple Sclerosis Society of Canada, Retarded Childrens’
Association of Canada, Muscular Dystrophy Association of Canada, Canadian
Cystic Fibrosis Foundation?

2. Does the federal government make annual grants to these organiza-
tions and, if so, how much by provinces?
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No. 2,001—Mr. Isabelle—October 11—

1. How much money will the National Capital Commission provide for
land expropriations needed for the construction of Highway No. 8 in the Prov-
ince of Quebec?

2. Have these expropriations been started and, if so, when will construc-
tion begin on the link between the approaches to the MacDonald-Cartier
Bridge and the new Highway No. 8 which will follow Brewery Creek?

No. 2,002—M~r. Isabelle—October 11—
1. Have the studies undertaken on the Alexandra Bridge, for the purpose
of determining whether it should be demolished, been completed?
2. If so, what were the results of that survey?

No. 2,003—M~r. Isabelle—October 11—

1. In its master plan for the Quebec portion of the Capital Region west
of the Gatineau River, did the National Capital Commission provide for an
airport in the municipality of Lucerne?

2. If so, does the NCC intend to contribute financially toward the ex-
propriation of land for that purpose?

No. 2,004—Mr. Irvine—October 11
What was the total expenditure of the Department of National Defence
for the purchase of various supplies, services and equipment from firms and
individuals in the City of London, Ontario, during each of the years 1963, 1964
and 1965?

*No. 2,0056—Mr. Irvine—October 11

1. Have the Departments of National Health and Welfare and/or Man-
power and Immigration received any representations from International Serv-
ices of London requesting coverage for new immigrants to Canada of basic
hospital protection for their first three months in this country in order to
assist these new-comers?

2. Have either or both of these Departments received from the same
source representations to allow monetary or other consideration for newly
arriving pregnant wives and, if so, what consideration has been given?

No. 2,006—Mr. Winkler—October 11

Have any permits been issued for the importation of butter since January
1, 1966, and, if so (a) to whom (b) what were the quantities imported?

Private Members’ Notices of Motions—On Monday next

No. 79—Mr. Emard—October 11
That, in the opinion of this House, the government should consider the
advisability of setting up in the shortest time possible, a foolproof system of
protection at all level crossings, especially in urban centres, and that in the
meantime security measures be taken to ensure adequate security to the public
at all level crossings.
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MEETINGS OF COMMITTEES
Room Committee Hour
(Subject to change from day to day)
Thursday, October 13

3568 Consumer Credit and Cost of Living (Joint).......... | [9.30 a.m.
3.00 p.m.
SOEWE RS e Costsand Priceny. . . | ol a e nroa 9.30 a.m.
307 W.B. | Public Accounts (Incamera)................cccu.... {9.30 a.m.
3.30 p.m.
253-D Transport and Communications (Bill C-231)......... 9.30 a.m.
3.30 p.m.
8.00 p.m.
371 W.B. | Public Service (Joint) (Bills C—170, C-181, C-182).... | 10.00 a.m.

308 W.B. | Finance, Trade and Economic Affairs (In Camera)
(Trade and Commerce Estimates)................... 11.00 a.m.
208 W.B. | Industry, Research and Energy Development. ........ 11.00 a.m.

Friday, October 1/

371 W.B. | Public Service (Joint) (Bills C—-170, C-181 and C-182) {9.30 a.m.
3.30 p.m.
253-D Transport and Communications (Bill C-231).......... 9.30 a.m.

RocEr DUHAMEL, F.R.S.C., Queen’s Printer and Controller of Stationery, Ottawa, 1966
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No. 131

VOTES AND PROCEEDINGS

OF THE

HOUSE OF COMMONS

OF CANADA

OTTAWA, WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 12, 1966.

2.30 o’clock p.m.
PRAYERS.

The honourable Member for Edmonton-Strathcona (Mr. Nugent) raised
a question of privilege to the effect that the Minister of National Defence
had breached the privileges of this House by tampering with a witness in
respect of the evidence to be given before a committee of this house, the
witness being Rear-Admiral W. M. Landymore, the committee being the Stand-
ing Committee on National Defence, and the evidence in question being the
Admiral’s brief presented to the committee on June 23, 1966.

RULING BY MR. SPEAKER

Mr. SPEAKER: I have listened with a great deal of interest to the question
of privilege raised by the honourable Member for Edmonton-Strathcona (Mr.
Nugent). That honourable member referred to one citation of Beauchesne’s,
and I should like to refer him to another, namely citation 104(5) which reads
in part as follows: “As a motion taken at the time for matters of privilege
is thereby given precedence over the prearranged program of public business,
the Speaker requires to be satisfied, both that there is a prima facie case that
a breach of privilege has been committed, and also that the matter is being
raised at the earliest opportunity.”

I should also like to refer the honourable Member to page 378 of May’s
17th edition where the following is stated: “The matter must be raised at
the earliest opportunity. A matter of privilege which claims precedence over
other public business should be a subject which has recently arisen.

“The older rulings applied a further condition, that a matter to secure
precedence must be one of urgency. But this condition seems to have been
waived, and later Speakers have satisfied themselves with insisting that a
matter should be raised at the earliest opportunity.

“A matter which occurred during the recess was refused precedence as
a matter of privilege because it was not raised at the commencement of the
session.

V 131—1
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“Similarly a matter concerning an article in a newspaper published
on 6 May was refused precedence because it was not raised till the 14th and
a speech reported on a Saturday because it was not raised until the following
Tuesday. On the other hand, when special circumstances justified it, the
Speaker has permitted a member to raise a matter on the day following the
date of issue of the newspaper containing the article complained of.”

These citations show how strict are our rules and precedents in connection
with the necessity of raising a matter at the earliest possible opportunity.

The honourable Member knows, as all honourable Members know, that
we have any number of precedents on this very important point. I have one
before me, reported in Hansard of May 10, 1966, at page 4923. On that day the
honourable Member for Québec-Montmorency (Mr. Laflamme) raised a matter
referring to a broadcast of the C.B.C. on May 5. The Chair ruled as follows:
“Since this involves a matter which, according to the honourable Member
himself, goes back to Thursday last, I do not feel the question of privilege has
been raised at the earliest opportunity. For this reason, I cannot find that
a question of privilege exists in the circumstances.”

The honourable member knows that this question has been raised on a
number of occasions in the current session. In particular, the honourable
Member for Halifax (Mr. Forrestall) raised this very matter in connection
with a proposed adjournment under Standing Order 26 on September 7 last,
and also on August 30, 1966, a number of questions were asked by the honour-
able Member for Vancouver East (Mr. Winch) and the right honourable Leader
of the Opposition (Mr. Diefenbaker).

It is obvious that this matter has not been raised in the form of a question
of privilege at the earliest possible opportunity. For this reason I must rule,
not on the question of whether there is a prima facie case but on the point
of order as to whether this matter has been raised at the earliest opportunity,
and I suggest to the honourable Member that he has not satisfied this require-
ment.

And the honourable Member for Edmonton-Strathcona (Mr. Nugent)
having risen on a point of order in support of his contention that this was his
earliest opportunity of raising the question in the House;

STATEMENT BY MR. SPEAKER

Mr. SPEAKER: I appreciate the honourable Member’s anxiety to express
his point of view on the point of order as to whether he raised the question
at the earliest opportunity. My suggestion to him and my submission to the
House is that it is not the sense of the rules and the purport of the practices
of this chamber that when a Member has satisfied himself after a month, two
months or six months that he has a good case, he can come forward and
raise the matter as a question of privilege.

I suggest to the honourable Member that there is no precedent whatever
that I have been able to ascertain or that I could quote in support of the
honourable Member’s point of view. With regret I must maintain the ruling
that I made a moment ago, that this matter having been raised—and it is
substantially the same matter that the honourable Member now raises—and
put before the House on the occasion of questions, and particularly as a
motion by the honourable Member for Halifax under Standing Order 26, it
cannot be considered now.

On motion of Mr. Pilon, seconded by Mr. McNulty, it was ordered,—That
the name of Mr. Scott (Danforth) be substituted for that of Mr. Cameron
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(Nanaimo-Cowichan-The Islands) on the Special Joint Committee on Con-
sumer Credit and Cost of Living; and
That a Message be sent to the Senate to acquaint Their Honours thereof.

On motion of Mr. Pilon, seconded by Mr. McNulty, it was ordered,—That
the name of Mr. Fulton be substituted for that of Mr. Hees on the Standing
Committee on Finance, Trade and Economic Affairs.

Mr. Stanbury, seconded by Mr. Orange, by leave of the House, introduced
Bill C-236, An Act to amend the British North America Act, 1867 (Appoint-
ment of Judges), which was read the first time and ordered for a second read-
ing at the next sitting of the House.

Pursuant to Standing Order 39(4), the following Question was made an
Order of the House for a Return, namely:

No. 1,498—Mr. Macquarrie

1. Have any individuals and/or organizations protested the increase in
fare on the C.N.R. ferries on the Borden-Tormentine run and, if so, who are
they?

2. Was a resolution on this subject received from the Legislature of
Prince Edward Island and, if so (a) on what date (b) was a reply sent and,
if so (i) when (ii) what was the nature of this reply?

3. On what date was Premier Shaw advised of this suspension of the
increase in ferry rates?

4. Will hearings be held in Prince Edward Island and, if so, on what
date?

5. Have any individuals and/or organizations in Prince Edward Island
sent representations favouring the increase?

6. Have the fares on any ferries in the Atlantic Provinces been increased
in the past three years and, if so, on what ferries and what were the amounts
of the increase?

7. Have the fares on any ferries in the Atlantic Provinces been reduced
in the past three years and, if so, on what ferries and what were the amounts
of the decrease?

Mr. Stewart, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Pubhc Works,
presented,—Return to the foregoing Order.

Mr. Nugent, from his place in the House, asked leave to move the adjourn-
ment of the House under Standing Order 26 to discuss a matter of urgent
public importance and stated the subject to be:

“The charge that the Minister of National Defence has breached the
privileges of this House by tampering with a witness and that charge has
been made public and has not been dealt with by the House resulting in
injustice to the Minister until it has been cleared.”

And debate arising on the question of urgency of debate;



848 VOTES AND PROCEEDINGS October 12, 1966

RULING BY MR. SPEAKER

Mr. SPEAKER: The ruling which I have to make now is whether there should
be an adjournment of the proceedings of the House to consider a matter of
definite and urgent importance, according to the terms of Standing Order 26.

The effect of this adjournment would be to allow a debate until five
o’clock because, according to Standing Orders, an adjournment debate at this
time does not dispense with Private Members’ hour, and I think honourable
Members will agree with me it would be just a bit out of place and improper
to grant an adjournment for a 15 minute debate.

In any event if I require an authority to support my view that there should
not be an adjournment, there was a ruling made in the House earlier in the
session—I will not say on the same question, but on a similar question—at
which time there was a ruling that there should not be an adjournment.

Honourable Members know, and I have said this before, it is only in ex-
treme circumstances that an adjournment is granted. It has not happened more
than a very few times in many years that the business of the house has
been adjourned. It may well be that this is a type of business on which there
should be an adjournment, but I have before me a motion in particular cir-
cumstances and I do not think that I can grant it in view of all the circum-
stances.

One point I would like to bring to the attention of honourable Members
is citation 100(9) of Beauchesne’s fourth edition, as recorded at page 91
of that work, which states: ‘“matters of privilege or order, or matters debatable
only upon a substantive motion, cannot be submitted to the House under this
Standing Order.”

If the honourable Member is right then he has a question of privilege,
and according to this citation the Chair cannot grant an adjournment of the
House to consider a matter which the honourable Member says is a question
of privilege and, as he has said himself, there has been no ruling from the
Chair to the effect that there was no question of privilege.

The ruling was based on the point that the question had not been raised
on the earliest possible occasion. In view of this I cannot accept the motion
but I would like to suggest, if this would be helpful to the honourable Member
for Edmonton-Strathcona (Mr. Nugent), that in view of the fact that he has
a motion—it may be a motion of privilege, I am not saying that it is and I am
not saying that it is not—I believe he should consider the possibility of sub-
mitting this motion to the Chair. It would then be placed on the Order Paper,
but I would be pleased to discuss the matter with the honourable Member
and I think he should give some thought to this possibility.

The honourable Member may not feel that it should be done in this way
and I respect his views, but certainly it would have the result of bringing
the matter before the House for eventual resolution by honourable Members.

If honourable Members feel we should go on for the 15 minutes remain-
ing with Orders of the Day, then I shall call Orders of the Day.

Notices of Motions for the Production of Papers Nos. 8, 72, 149, 156,
159, 160, 162, 163 and 164 were allowed to stand at the request of the gov-
ernment.

Resolved,—That an humble Address be presented to His Excellency praying
that he will cause to be laid before this House copies of all notes, documents,
minutes or other documents or correspondence exchanged between the Govern-
ment of Canada and Governments of members of the Commonwealth Carib-
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bean Conference regarding Article VII of the Canada-West Indies Trade
Agreement of 1925.— (Notice of Motion for the Production of Papers No. 153.—
Mr. McCleave). -

(Private Members’ Business was called pursuant to provisional
Standing Order 15(3))

(Notices of Motions)

Notices of Motions Nos. 34, 36 and 37 having been called were allowed to
stand at the request of the government.

Mr. Leblanc (Laurier), seconded by Mr. Berger, moved,—That, in the
opinion of this House, the government should consider the advisability of
setting up a special committee to study matters relating to the import, export,
production, sale and purchase of firearms, and that this committee should
study the advisability of amending the Criminal Code, section 82 and the
following sections with regard to offensive weapons.— (Notice of Motion No. 39).

And debate arising thereon;

The hour for Private Members’ Business expired.
At 6.01 o’clock p.m., Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without question
put until to-morrow at 2.30 o’clock p.m.

LUCIEN LAMOUREUZX,
Speaker.
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Inquiries of Ministry—On Monday next

No. 2,007—Mr. McCleave—October 12

Are ships of the Royal Canadian Navy required to fly the Canadian flag
as both ensign and jack?

No. 2,008—M7r. McCleave—October 12
1. Are ships of the Canadian Coast Guard required to fly the Canadian
flag as ensign?
2. Are such ships permitted to fly their own distinctive jack, distinct
from the Canadian flag?

No. 2,009—Mr. McCleave—October 12

1. What percentage of the defense budget has been received by each of
the three Services in the past ten years, by year, and the estimated percentage
by each of the three Services in the current fiscal year?

2. What are the manpower figures for each of the three Services at
the end of each such fiscal year, including the estimated number as of March
31, 19677

3. What are the percentage breakdowns in each of these categories—
equipment, pay and allowances, administration—of the expenditures by each
of the three Services spent over the past 10 years, by year, and the estimated
percentage breakdown for the current fiscal year?

No. 2,010—Mr7r. Lambert—October 12

1. Is the High Altitude Research Project (HARP) involving the firing
of projectiles from high altitude guns, still being supported by grants from
the Government of Canada and, if so, through what departments or agencies?

2. What is the budgetary provision for this project in the fiscal year
1966-67?

3. What has been the cost to the Government of Canada of this project
to March 31, 1967?

4. What proportion of the total cost of the project does this represent
and is this proportion to continue, increase or decrease and to what level?

5. What other persons, corporations of any kind, university foundations,
ete., in Canada or elsewhere contribute funds for this project and to what
extent?

6. If the contribution of the Government of Canada towards this project
is to decline or cease, what are the reasons for any such change?
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No. 2,011—Mr. MacEwan—October 12
1. What were the names of the various tenderers and the amounts of the
tenders for the R.R. No. 2 River John, N.S. mail contract?
2. To whom will the contract be awarded?

No. 2,012—M~r. Lambert—October 12

As of October 11, 1966, how many persons in (a) the employ of the
Public Service of Canada (b) the Armed Services (c¢) the employ of Crown
corporations or agencies, were being paid salary, or pay and allowances, or
emoluments in the following categories: (i) $18,000-$20,000 per annum (ii)
$20,000-$25,000 per annum (iii) $25,000-$35,000 per annum (iv) $35,000 and
up per annum?

*No. 2,013—Mr. Alkenbrack—October 12

1. What was the total cost of the tax-payers of Canada of the Munsinger
enquiry which was presided over by Mr. Justice Spence?

2. What is the total amount paid or to be paid to Mr. Justice Spence for
his services in this matter?

3. What is the total amount paid or to be paid to all other legal officials?

4. What is the total amount paid or to be paid to witnesses?

5. What was the total cost of the television and radio publicity programs
and promotions pertaining to this enquiry produced by the C.B.C.?

6. What is the total amount paid or to be paid to Mrs. Munsinger in

Germany by the C.B.C. in return for her comments and appearances on the
C.B.C. communications media?

No. 2,014—M~r. Horner (Acadia)—October 12

1. Is the federal government carrying on any other experiments other
than the one with George D. Brown at Pakenham, Ontario, whereby grade
Holstein cows are bred to beef bulls and, if so, where, what type of arrange-
ment, and how many cows are involved?

2. Has the government reached any conclusions due to these experiments
and which method of carrying out the experiments is the least expensive and
the most efficient?

3. Does the government receive the money from calves and feeders sold
and the milk marketed in the case of George D. Brown’s operations?
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MEETINGS OF COMMITTEES

October 12, 1966

Room Committee Hour
(Subject to change from day to day)
Thursday, October 13

356-S Consumer Credit and Cost of Living (Joint).......... 9.30 a.m.
3.00 p.m.
ROOW-B - Drug Costsand Prices. st i e e e e 9.30 a.m.
307 W.B. | Public Accounts (In camera)............iciivivoias., {9.30 a.m.
3.30 p.m.
253-D Transport and Communications (Bill C-231)......... 9.30 a.m.
3.30 p.m.
8.00 p.m.
371 W.B. | Public Service (Joint) (Bills C-170, C-181, C-182).... | 10.00 a.m.

308 W.B. | Finance, Trade and Economic Affairs (In Camera)
(Trade and Commerce Estimates)................... 11.00 a.m.
208 W.B. | Industry, Research and Energy Development......... 11.00 a.m.

Friday, October 14

371 W.B. | Public Service (Joint) (Bills C-170, C-181 and C-182) {9.30 a.m.
3.30 p.m.
253-D Transport and Communications (Bill C-231).......... 9.30 a.m.

Rocer DurAMEL, F.R.S.C., Queen’s Printer and Controller of Stationery, Ottawa, 1966




e

15 ELIZABETH II—A.D. 1966 851

No. 132

VOTES AND PROCEEDINGS

OF THE

HOUSE OF COMMONS

OF CANADA

OTTAWA, THURSDAY, OCTOBER 13, 1966.

2.30 o’clock p.m.

I
||
E
E

PRAYERS.

The Order being read for the second reading of Bill C-227, An Act to
authorize the payment of contributions by Canada towards the cost of in-
sured medical care services incurred by provinces pursuant to provincial
medical care insurance plans.

Mr. MacEachen, seconded by Mr. Pickersgill, moved,—That the said bill
be now read a second time.

SOESTENI S ERE SRR s SR e

=

And debate arising thereon;

T

Mr. Rynard, seconded by Mr. Dinsdale, moved in amendment thereto,—
That all the words after “That” be deleted and the following substituted
therefor:

“this House, while of the opinion that provision should be made
for medical services to be available to all Canadians at an adequate level
on a pre-paid basis, is nevertheless of the further opinion that no
legislation for the provision of insured medical care services in Canada
will be satisfactory unless it:

(a) secures co-operation of the governments of the provinces of
Canada;

(b) recognizes the principle of voluntary choice by the individual;

(¢) makes adequate prior provision for sufficient medical research,
the training of adequate numbers of doctors and other medical person-
nel; and

(d) immediately provides for those persons who are unable, for
financial reasons, to provide medical services for themselves.”

V 132—1
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The honourable Minister of National Health and Welfare (Mr. MacEachen)
having raised a point of order to the effect that the proposed amendment was
irregular in that it did not present any policy or provision contrary to the bill
and was, in part, not relevant to the provisions of the bill.

RULING BY MR. SPEAKER

Mr. SpEAKER: I thank honourable Members for their sound and sage ad-
vice relative to the amendment proposed by the honourable Member for Sim-
coe East (Mr. Rynard) and seconded by the honourable Member for Brandon-
Souris (Mr. Dinsdale). The amendment, as has been mentioned by honourable
Members who took part in the discussion, claims to be a reasoned amendment
and as such must be judged by the principles which have been mentioned
in the House previously on numerous occasions, particularly on August 30.
At that time, when a reasoned amendment was proposed by the right hon-
ourable Leader of the Opposition (Mr. Diefenbaker), I expressed my views on
the principles which must govern the acceptance of reasoned amendments.
These principles are set out chiefly in May’s seventeenth edition, page 527.
This citation gives three different categories within which an amendment should
fall. These are alternative categories within which the proposed amendment
should fall.

As I have explained, if a reasoned amendment is not acceptable by virtue
of the fact that it does not fall within the first of these categories, it can still
be acceptable if it falls within the second or third category enumerated in
May’s seventeenth edition. This is the point which was made by the honourable
Member for Kamloops (Mr. Fulton) and I am in full agreement with him.
Even though the amendment is not declaratory of a principle adverse to or
differing from the principles, policies or provisions of the bill, it can still be
accepted if it falls within either of the other two categories.

I find on this ground that I cannot accept the objection raised by the
Minister of National Health and Welfare (Mr. MacEachen) who raised the very
important question of relevancy. This, of course, is a very serious objection
inasmuch as the rule provides that all amendments, even reasoned amendments,
are subject to the rule of relevancy. The requirement is that an amendment
should be strictly relevant.

I have look at paragraphs (a), (b), (c) and (d) of the proposed motion,
and looking at them objectively they certainly appear to me to be relevant
to the bill. The claim made by the Minister was that paragraphs (¢) and (d)
are not strictly relevant inasmuch as at least one of these two is dealt with by
the estimates of the Department of Industry. I would suggest to him that
that is not sufficient reason to decide that the matter is not strictly relevant
to the principle of the bill before us.

He also stated that paragraphs (c¢) and (d) are dealt with by other legisla-
tive amendments or proposals. On the other hand, I take it that if the honourable
Member for Simcoe East (Mr. Rynard) promotes the acceptance of these prin-
ciples, it must be because he feels that they are not included in other legislative
proposals. I think that the word “adequate” which is used in paragraph (c)
is particularly important. The honourable Member for Simcoe East may feel
that some provision has been made for medical research, training adequate
numbers of doctors and other medical personnel; but according to this amend-
ment he is suggesting that these provisions are not adequate.

I would think it is a matter for argument whether the proposals made
by the honourable Member for Simcoe East are or are not included in other
legislative proposals or enactments. I would have to study these enactments
to express an opinion. At that point I would take part in the debate myself
if I were to study the enactments to which the Minister has referred in order
to decide between his contention and the contention put forward by the
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honourable Member for Simcoe East. I do not think the Chair should be
placed in that position. I will rule strictly on the point of order, not on the
substance of the amendment. For this reason I believe I should accept the
amendment.

I would stress again a point which I made before, namely that if there
is any type of amendment on which it is extremely difficult to make a ruling
it is these reasoned amendments, which are becoming more and more popular
in the House and which create constant difficulties for the Chair.

I would suggest to the Minister and to the honourable Members that
when there is at least a reasonable doubt in my mind—I am not suggesting
that the argument of the Minister is totally wrong; I believe he made a very
logical and intelligent argument—in such circumstances I should give the
honourable Member who proposes the amendment the benefit of that doubt.
Therefore, with respect to honourable Members, and particularly to the Minister
who made such a strong argument in support of his point of view, I will accept
the amendment and say that it is receivable at this time.

By unanimous consent, at 6.00 o’clock p.m. the sitting was suspended until
8.00 o’clock p.m. this day.

Debate was resumed on the motion of Mr. MacEachen, seconded by Mr.
Pickersgill,—That Bill C-227, An Act to authorize the payment of contributions
by Canada towards the cost of insured medical care services incurred by
provinces pursuant to provincial medical care insurance plans, be now read a
second time.

And on the proposed amendment thereto by Mr. Rynard, seconded by Mr.
Dinsdale,—That all the words after “That” be deleted and the following
substituted therefor:

“this House, while of the opinion that provision should be made for
medical services to be available to all Canadians at an adequate level
on a pre-paid basis, is nevertheless of the further opinion that no
legislation for the provision of insured medical care services in Canada
will be satisfactory unless it:

(a) secures co-operation of the governments of the provinces of
Canada;

(b) recognizes the principle of voluntary choice by the individual;

(¢) makes adequate prior provision for sufficient medical research,
the training of adequate numbers of doctors and other medical per-
sonnel; and

(d) immediately provides for those persons who are unable, for
financial reasons, to provide medical services for themselves.”

And debate continuing;
By unanimous consent, the House reverted to “Motions”.

On motion of Mr. Pilon, seconded by Mr. McNulty, it was ordered,—That
the name of Mr. MacLean (Queens) be substituted for that of Mr. Chatterton
on the Special Committee on Drug Costs and Prices. 3
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On motion of Mr. Pilon, seconded by Mr. McNulty, it was ordered that the
names of Messrs. Duquet, Deachman, Langlois (Chicoutimi), and Legault be
substituted for those of Messrs. Lessard, Andras, Reid and Addison on the
Standing Committee on Transport and Communications.

(Proceedings on Adjournment Motion)

At 10.02 o’clock p.m., the question “That this House do now adjourn” was
deemed to have been proposed pursuant to provisional Standing Order 39-A;

After debate thereon, the said question was deemed to have been adopted.

Returns and Reports Deposited with the Clerk of the House

The following papers having been deposited with the Clerk of the House
were laid upon the Table pursuant to Standing Order 40, namely:

By Mr. Pearson, a Member of the Queen’s Privy Council,—Summaries of
Orders in Council passed during the months of June and July, 1966. (English
and French).

By Mr. Favreau, a Member of the Queen’s Privy Council, by Command
of His Excellency the Governor General,—Reports of the Commissioner of
Patents and of the Registrar of Trade Marks, for the year ended March 31,
1966, pursuant to section 27 of the Patent Act, chapter 203, R.S.C., 1952, as
amended by Chapter 19 and Chapter 40 of the Statutes of Canada 1953-54.
(English and French).

By Mr. Favreau, Copies of Statutory Orders and Regulations published
in the Canada Gazette, Part II of Wednesday, October 12, 1966, pursuant to
section 7 of the Regulations Act, chapter 235, R.S.C., 1952. (English and French).

At 10.21 o’clock p.m. the House adjourned until tomorrow at 11.00 o’clock
a.m.

LUCIEN LAMOUREUX,
Speaker.
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NOTICE PAPER

Inquiries of Ministry—On Monday next

No. 2,015—Mr. Bell (Carleton)—October 13

1. What industrial acreage owned by the National Capital Commission
was sold or otherwise disposed of since January 1, 19657

2. How many industries acquired such land?
3. What is the anticipated employment to be provided by such industries?

4. What is the total acreage of available serviced industrial land now
owned by the National Capital Commission and where is it located?

5. Has the National Capital Commission any plans for the development
of new industrial areas?

6. If so, in what location or locations?

7. In respect of each such area, when is it expected that servicing and
development of such area would be completed and such additional 51tes avail-
able for sale or other disposal?

No. 2,016—Mr. Bell (Carleton)—October 13

1. What works are included in the depression or lowering of the C.P.R.
Prescott subdivision tracks between the Ottawa and Rideau Rivers in the
National Capital?

2. Of these works, which have been completed?
3. What is the target date for completion of each of the remaining works?
4. What has been the total cost of each of the completed works?

5. What is the estimate of the cost of each of the works remaining to be
completed?

No. 2,017—Mr. Bell (Carleton)—October 13

What action has been taken by the Minister of Public Works or the
National Capital Commission consequent upon the letter of the Auditor General
of Canada, addressed to the former under date of June 29, 1966, which appears
at the beginning of Part Two of the Sixty-Sixth Annual Report 1965-66 of the
National Capital Commission?

No. 2,018—Mr. Godin—October 13—

How many employees of the Canadian National Railways were registered
for courses paid by the said company on October 1, 19667

No. 2,019—Mr. Mather—October 13

1. Was a ministerial committee established in 1964 to study a proposal
for cyclical reviews of war veterans’ allowance and pension rates?
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2. If so, has a report been made by that committee, and when may a
report be expected?

No. 2,020—Mr. Godin—October 13—

1. How many persons are at present on the payroll of the Royal Cana-
dian Mounted Police and, of this number, how many are police officers?

2. How many new police officers of the RCMP were recruited during the
years 1964 and 19657

3. How many police officers left the RCMP in 1964 and 1965 because of
(a) choice (b) indiscipline (c¢) retirement?

4. How many constables of the RCMP speak (a) English (b) French
(¢) French and English?

No. 2,021—Mr. Allard—October 13—

1. Referring to the answer to Question No. 1,935, who is or are the person
or persons or the association or associations from Sherbrooke or elsewhere who
made representations for the appointment of Mr. Denis Proteau as Returning
Officer for the electoral district of Sherbrooke?

2. What are the necessary qualifications which were considered for the
appointment of Mr. Denis Proteau?

*No. 2,022—Mr. Alkenbrack—October 13
What were the names of the various tenderers and the amounts of each
tender for the recent letting of a mail contract for R.R. No. 1 Cherry Valley,

Ontario, in Prince Edward County in the constituency of Prince Edward-
Lennox?

Notices of Motions for the Production of Papers—On Wednesday next

No. 165—Mr. Bell (Carleton)—October 13

That an Order of the House do issue for a copy of the agreement between
the Canadian National Railways, the Canadian Pacific Railway Company and
the National Capital Commission dated July 26, 1966, with respect to the
operation of the Ottawa Station and associated rail facilities, which agreement
is referred to in the answer to Question 1,920 at page 8566 of Hansard.

No. 166—Mr. Latulippe—October 13
That an Order of the House do issue for a copy of all correspondence
exchanged between the Post Office Department and any citizen of the con-
stituency of Compton-Frontenac from January 1, 1963, to October 12, 1966.

Rocer DunaMmEL, F.RS.C, Queen's Printer and Controller of Stationery, Ottawa, 1966
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No. 133

VOTES AND PROCEEDINGS

OF THE

HOUSE OF COMMONS

OF CANADA

OTTAWA, FRIDAY, OCTOBER 14, 1966.

11.00 o’clock a.m.
PRAYERS.

One petition was presented in accordance with Standing Order 70(1).

Mr. Gray, from the Standing Committee on Finance, Trade and Economic
Affairs, presented the Twelfth Report of the said Committee, which is as
follows:

Your Committee recommends that it be authorized to sit while the House
is sitting during consideration of Bills S-16, C-190, C-222 and C-223.

Mr. Marchand, a Member of the Queen’s Privy Council, laid before the
House,—White Paper on Canadian Immigration Policy, 1966. (English and
French).

The House resumed debate on the motion of Mr. MacEachen, seconded by
Mr. Pickersgill,—That Bill C-227, An Act to authorize the payment of con-
tributions by Canada towards the cost of insured medical care services incurred
by provinces pursuant to provincial medical care insurance plans, be now
read a second time.

And on the proposed amendment thereto of Mr. Rynard seconded by Mr.
Dinsdale,—That all the words after “That” be deleted and the following sub-
stituted therefor:

“this House, while of the opinion that provision should be made for
medical services to be available to all Canadians at an adequate level
on a pre-paid basis, is nevertheless of the further opinion that no

V 133—1
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legislation for the provision of insured medical care services in Canada
will be satisfactory unless it:

(a) secures co-operation of the governments of the provinces of
Canada;

(b) recognizes the principle of voluntary choice by the individual;

(¢) makes adequate prior provision for sufficient medical research,
the training of adequate numbers of doctors and other medical per-
sonnel; and

(d) immediately provides for those persons who are unable, for
financial reasons, to provide medical services for themselves.”

And debate continuing;

[At 5.00 o’clock p.m., Private Members’ Business was called pursuant to
provisional Standing Order 15(3)]

(Public Bills)

Orders numbered one, two and three having been called were allowed to
stand at the request of the government.

The Order being read for the second reading of Bill C-18, An Act to amend
the Railway Act;

Mr. Prittie, seconded by Mr. Knowles, moved,—That the said bill be now
read a second time.

And debate arising thereon;

The hour for Private Members’ Business expired.
By unanimous consent, the House reverted to “Motions”.

On motion of Mr. Pilon, seconded by Mr. Deachman, it was ordered,—
That the names of Messrs. Whelan and Choquette be substituted for those of
Messrs. Deachman and Matte on the Special Joint Committee on Consumer
Credit and Cost of Living; and

That a Message be sent to the Senate to acquaint Their Honours thereof.

On motion of Mr. Pilon, seconded by Mr. Deachman, it was ordered,—
That the name of Mr. Chatwood be substituted for that of Mr. Hopkins on
the Special Joint Committee on the Public Service of Canada; and

That a Message be sent to the Senate to acquaint Their Honours thereof.

On motion of Mr. Pilon, seconded by Mr. Deachman, it was ordered,—
That the name of Mr. Chatwood be substituted for that of Mrs. Rideout on the
Standing Committee on Transport and Communications.
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Returns and Reports Deposited with the Clerk of the House

The following papers having been deposited with the Clerk of the House
were laid upon the Table pursuant to Standing Order 40, namely:

By Mr. Benson, a Member of the Queen’s Privy Council, by command of
His Excellency the Governor General,—Report of the Department of National
Revenue containing Statements relative to Customs-Excise Revenue and Other
Services by Ports; Excise and Income of Canada, for the year ended March 31,
1966, pursuant to section 5 of the Department of National Revenue Act, chapter
75, R.S.C., 1952. (English and French).

By Miss LaMarsh, a Member of the Queen’s Privy Council,—Return to an
Order of the House, dated August 31, 1966, for a copy of all correspondence
dated since November 8, 1965, between the Minister of Industry and Ross M.
Whicher, M.P.P. Bruce.—(Notice of Motion for the Production of Papers
No. 155).

By Miss LaMarsh,—Return to an Order of the House, dated October 5,
1966, for a copy of all correspondence dated since November 8, 1965, between the
Prime Minister and Ross M. Whicher, M.P.P. Bruce.—(Notice of Motion for the
Production of Papers No. 154).

By Mr. Pennell, a Member of the Queen’s Privy Concil,—Copies of the
Agreement between the Government and the Governments of the Provinces of
Manitoba and Saskatchewan, for the use or employment of the Royal Canadian
Mounted Police, pursuant to subsection 3 of section 20 of the Royal Canadian
Mounted Police Act, chapter 54, Statutes of Canada, 1959.

At 6.03 o’clock p.m., Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without question
put until Monday next at 2.30 o’clock p.m.

LUCIEN LAMOUREUX,
Speaker.






October 14, 1966 i

NOTICE PAPER

Inquiries of Ministry—On Monday next

No. 2,023—Mr. Stanbury—October 14
Is consideration being given by the government to legislation requiring all

new television sets to be all channel receivers as now required in the United
States?

No. 2,024—Mr. Enns—October 14

1. What is the mileage allowance to government staff who are required
to use their cars for government business?

2. Is this rate equal to allowances paid to personnel working for Crown
corporations such as the Farm Credit Corporation?

3. If there is a difference, what is the reason for the two rates of allowance?

No. 2,025—Mr. Bell (Carleton)—October 14

1. Since the publication of the Supplementary Table, Capital Case Statis-
tics for Canada at page 65 of the White Paper on Capital Punishment, how many
persons, by years, (a) have been sentenced to death (b) have been executed (c)
have had sentences of death commuted (d) have been sentenced to death but
whose cases are (i) before the courts (ii) awaiting decision of His Excellency
the Governor-General-in-Council?

2. What disposition has been made of the cases of the persons shown on
the said Supplementary Table as still being before the Appeal Courts, showing
by years, how many (a) had their appeals granted (b) were executed (c¢) had
sentences commuted?

3. In respect of all cases subsequent to May 6, 1965, what were the leading
characteristics of the case, the information being classified on the same basis
as Table D at pages 100 to 103 inclusive of the White Paper?

No. 2,026—Mr. Choquette—October 14—

What measure does the government intend to take in order to encourage the
establishment of a French-speaking Commonwealth, in accordance with the idea
put forward by Mr. Léopold Sedar Sengher, President of the Senegalese Repub-
lic?

No. 2,027—Mr. Lambert—October 14

1. With respect to the reply to Question 1933 (Hansard Oct. 5, 1966 p.
8337) what are the names of the returning officers who have been named in
the constituencies referred to as in the province of Alberta?

2. What are the dates of their respective appointments?

3. From what persons were sought, and from whom were received, recom-
mendations for each of such appointments?

4. If no such appointments have yet been made, when is it expected that
such nominations will be made and announced?
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No. 2,028—Mr. Winkler—October 14 3

1. Have any steps been taken under the authorization of the Department
of Health and Welfare to fluoridate water supplies or resources which come
under federal jurisdiction since the first of July, 1965 and, if so, what are those
steps?

2. Are water supplies for the Armed Forces being fluoridated and, if so,
since when, and under whose orders?

No. 2,029—Mr. Douglas—October 14
1. What organizations have asked the Canadian government to grant diplo-
matic recognition to the People’s Republic of China?
2. What organizations have asked the Canadian government to support the
admission of the People’s Republic of China to the United Nations?

No. 2,030—Mr. Douglas—October 14
1. How many (a) non-operating employees (b) operating employees (c)
supervisory employees (d) managerial employees were employed by the Cana-
dian National Railways in (a) 1956 (b) 19667
2. How many (a) non-operating employees (b) operating employees (c)
supervisory employees (d) managerial employees were employed by the Cana-
dian Pacific Railway in (a) 1956 (b) 19667

7
No. 2,031—M~r. Orange—Octobér 14
1. How many Canadian Coast Guard Ships are involved or typically
operate in the Eastern Arctic in the summer months?
2. In respect to each ship, what are the names, home ports, functions
and which ones are fitted with LORAN?

3. Is it intended to install LORAN in those ships that now do not have it?

No. 2,032—Mr. Latulippe—October 14—
1. Has the rate for Family Allowances been raised since 1944?

2. If not, is consideration being given to the advisability of raising
allowances for children under 16 years of age from six dollars to eight dollars
a month, in order to make them proportional to the guaranteed income for
elderly persons, which has been raised from $75 to a minimum of $105 per
month?

3. If the government is considering increasing family allowances, when
will it do so?

Notices of Motions (Routine Proceedings)—On Monday next

October 14—Mr. Gray (Chairman of the Standing Committee on Finance,
Trade and Economic Affairs):
That the Twelfth Report of the Standing Committee on Finance, Trade and

Economic Affairs, presented to the House on Friday, October 14, 1966, be con-
curred in.

Notices of Motions for the Production of Papers—On Wednesday next

No. 167—Mr. Herridge—October 14

That an humble Address be presented to His Excellency praying that he
will cause to be laid before this House a copy of all communications exchanged
between the Government of British Columbia with reference to the relocation
of Michel-Natal in the community of Sparwood, British Columbia.
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MEETINGS OF COMMITTEES

iii

Room Committee Hour
(Subject to change from day to day)
Monday, October 17
371 W.B. | Public Service (Joint) (Bills C—170, C-181 and C-182) |/10.30 a.m.
| 3.30 p.m.
253-D Transport and Communications (Bill C—231)......... /10.30 a.m.
i | 3.30 p.m.
356—S Consumer Credit and Cost of Living (Jomnt).......... 3.00 p.m.
Tuesday, October 18

356 Consumer Credit and Cost of Living (Joint).......... { 9.30 a.m.
3.00 p.m.
C o e T e L 1 R g S 9.30 a.m.
371 W.B. | Public Service (Joint) (Bills C-170, C-181 and C-182) | 9.30 a.m.
253-D Transport and Communications (Bill C-231)......... [ 9.30 a.m.
| 3.30 p.m.
308 W.B. | Finance, Trade and Economic Affairs (Bill S-16)...... 11.00 a.m.
307 W.B. | Industry, Research and Energy Development......... | 11.00 a.m.

209 W.B. | Justice and Legal Affairs (Subject matter of Bills C-26,
SRRy T A B S S N 11.00 a.m.

Wednesday, October 19
253-D Transport and Communications (Bill C-231).........

3.30 p.m.
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Room Committee Hour

Thursday, October 20

356—S Consumer Credit and Cost of Living (Joint).......... 9.30 a.m.

3.00 p.m.

200 B, | Drug Costs and Prices .. cvuiic: s sty st et Sy 9.30 a.m.
208 W.B. | Justice and Legal Affairs (Subject-matter of Bills C-26,

C-48, C-87 and O—118;ele.) . i in it e 9.30 a.m.

371 W.B. | Public Service (Joint) (Bills C-170, C-181 and C-182) | 9.30 a.m.

9.30 a.m.

253-D Transport and Communications (Bill C-231)......... 3.30 p.m.

8.00 p.m.

308 W.B. | Finance, Trade and Economic Affairs (Bill S-16)...... 11.00 a.m.

Rocer DUHAMEL, F.R.$.C., Queen's Printer and Controller of Stationery, Ottawa, 1966
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No. 134

VOTES AND PROCEEDINGS

OF THE

HOUSE OF COMMONS

OF CANADA

OTTAWA, MONDAY, OCTOBER 17, 1966.

2.30 o’clock p.m.
PRAYERS.

Mr. Hales, from the Standing Committee on Public Accounts, presented
the Fourth Report of the said Committee, which is as follows:

1. Your Committee held meetings on May 25, May 26 and May 31, 1966 in
the course of which the following officers were in attendance:

from the Post Office Department:

Mr. C. Dazé, Acting Deputy Postmaster General

Mr. J. A. MacDonald, Comptroller

Mr. E. W. Jay, Director, Budgets Branch

Mr. F. Pageau, Director of Postal Rates and Classification Branch

Mr. G. S. McLachlan, Assistant Director of Postal Rates and Classification
Branch .

Mr. J. B. Gaunt, Acting Director of Postal Service

Mr. R. J. Cousens, Assistant Director, Transportation Branch

from the Department of Public Works:
Mr. Lucien Lalonde, Deputy Minister
Mr. G. B. Williams, Assistant Deputy Minister—Operations
Mr. G. T. Jackson, Assistant Deputy Minister—Administration
Mr. J. A. Langford, Assistant Deputy Minister—Design
Mr. J. C. Richard, Executive Assistant to the Deputy Minister
Mr. A. K. Mills, Acting Chief Architect
Mr. S. C. Ings, Chief, Contracts Division
Mr. G. Millar, Chief Engineer, Harbours and Rivers Engineering Branch
Mr. C. D. Stothart, Special Projects Section
Mr. W. W. Ryan, Construction Section
Mr. G. T. Clarke, Chief Engineer, Development Engineering Branch
Mr. H. M. Millar, Chief, Technical Co-ordination and Development Divi-
sion
V 134—1
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. D. A. Freeze, Director of Property and Building Management
G. I. Cameron, Financial Services

. W. H. Dumsday, Director of Information Services

. P. Sorokan, Chief, Legal Services

. L. P. Boyle, former Financial Adviser

from the Auditor General’s Office:

. A. M. Henderson, Auditor General
George Long, Assistant Auditor General

EEERE

5
o

D. A. Smith, Audit Director
. H. G. Crowley, Audit Director
. J. M. Laroche

. E. W. Murphy

. F. A. Dixon

9. The following is a report on the work done by your Committee at these
meetings.

BEER

EER

3. In the course of its meetings your Committee gave consideration to:
(a) the action, or lack of action, by departments as a result of previous
recommendations made by the Committee;

(b) the following paragraphs in the Reports of the Auditor General:

For the fiscal year ended
March 31 March 31,
1964 1965
Comments on Expenditure and
Revenue Transactions—
Post Office Department 77 %0 79,105 to 111
Department of Public Works 80 to 82 112 to 123

Departmental Operating
Activities—
Post Office activities 168 218

Non-Productive Payments—
Department of Public Works Appendix Paragraph
2—items 142, items
13.10. 81, <8 10:l5
34, 35

POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT
4. Second Class Mail

The problem of the loss suffered by the Post Office Department in the
handling of mailings by publishers of newspapers and other periodicals (second
class mail) has concerned the Committee for a number of years, the last
recommendation on the subject having been in the Committee’s Fourth Report
1963, presented to the House of Commons on December 19, 1963.

The Committee notes that whereas the Post Office Department’s transac-
tions recorded in the Post Office section of Volume II of the Public Accounts
for the year ended March 31, 1965 showed an excess of revenue over expendi-
ture of $20,030,000, this financial result did not take into account other ex-
penditures estimated at $35.8 million and other revenues estimated at $4.3
million. If this unrecorded expenditure and revenue had been taken into the
accounts, the operating deficit of the Post Office Department for the year ended
March 31, 1965 would have been $11.5 million instead of the excess of revenue
over expenditure, or surplus, shown at $20,030,000 for the year.
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The Committee also notes that if the loss incurred by the Post Office
Department from second class mail had been recaptured, it would have more
than covered this operating deficit of $11.5 million for the 1965 fiscal year.
In 1956-57 postal revenues from second class mail were $6 million, with the
Post Office Department estimating the cost of handling it at $24 million. Seven
years later, or in 1963-64, these revenues had increased to slightly over $8
million while the cost of handling it was estimated by the Post Office Depart-
ment to have exceeded $43 million, resulting in a loss of $35 million. The
Committee regretted that no figures were available on May 25, 1966 showing
the size of losses incurred on second class mail in 1964-65 or in 1965-66.

The Committee feels that there is something wrong when no action has
been taken with respect to, and apparently very little consideration given to,
its recommendation on this matter. The Committee first drew the matter to
the attention of the House in its Third Report 1958, and, while minor changes
have been made, the annual loss has continued to increase and the Committee
is of the opinion that sufficient consideration has not been given to the solu-
tion of this problem. It considers it essential that the Post Office Department
or Parliament immediately find ways and means of covering the loss of the
Post Office Department in handling second class mail without this being done
at the expense of other classes of mail, keeping in mind however the need
of assistance to small independently owned newspapers circulating in rural
areas.

5. Departmental decision mot to dismiss an employee

The Committee reviewed the action of the Department in rescinding
the suspension of an employee who had falsified his accounts. The employee,
having reached 60 years of age, was permitted to retire, with a consequent
entitlement to an immediate annuity under the provisions of the Public Service
Superannuation Act.

While appreciating that this action was taken by the Department on the
understanding that the employee would reimburse the Crown for the amount
of the deficiency in his accounts, and which he did, the Committee believes
that the Department should have conformed to the requirements of the pro-
visions of section 59(3) (a) of the Civil Service Act as a result of which the
employee’s entitlement to a superannuation benefit, other than a return of

contributions, would have been conditional upon a decision of the Treasury
Board.

6. Postage stamps destroyed
The Committee was disturbed to learn that approximately 53 million
stamps costing $16,000 (printing costs) of a special 1964 Christmas issue of
412 million stamps had been destroyed because the Department overestimated
the demand for these stamps which were dated “Christmas 1964”.
Departmental officers assured the Committee that changes had been intro-
duced designed to prevent similar losses in future.

7. Charges for Post Office lock boxes and bag service

The Committee noted that certain Post Office patrons with a heavy volume
of mail had lock boxes rented although these would not hold all the mail
being received and bag service was being provided to the patron without
additional charge. Such patrons are thus being provided with a free service
which is not available to other patrons and in some instances lock boxes are
tied up which could be used by other patrons. The Committee understands
that the Post Office Department has been trying to solve this problem and it

V 134—13%
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insists that the Department expedite its efforts in this connection with a
view to having patrons pay equally for services rendered to them and to releas-
ing wherever possible lock boxes which are required by other patrons.

8. Post Office Savings Bank

The Committee noted that the Department was currently giving considera-
tion to changes required in order that unclaimed balances in the accounts
of the Post Office Savings Bank may be dealt with in a manner similar to
that in which unclaimed balances in chartered banks are handled.

The Committee concurs in this action and insists that the Department bring
the matter to a conclusion as soon as possible.

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

9. Cost of little-used railway spur line, Pointe-au-Pére, Quebec

The Committee tried to find out from officers of the Department of Public
Works why that Department had proceeded with the construction of a railway
spur line at a cost of $401,000, not including the cost of trackage for which
an annual rental of $4,169 is payable to the Canadian National Railways by
the Department of Transport.

The Committee was informed that the Department had asked the Cana-
dian National Railways to provide the spur line at its own expense but that
the C.N.R. had refused, stating that the expenditure could not be justified by
the business which would result. Only four carloads were handled on the
spur in 1962, none in 1963, seven in 1964, 25 in 1965, and 123 in May and
June, 1966 because of the longshoremen’s strike in the St. Lawrence ports.
The Committee does not regard the increased use of the spur line in May and
June, 1966 as being indicative of an increasing requirement for this facility.

The Committee is shocked that public money should be spent with so little
concern for the value to be received. It is relieved to note that the Treasury
Board policy has since been changed to require tracks at new wharves to be
installed only at the request and expense of a railway with the railway deter-
mining whether the traffic involved would justify such consideration. The
Committee insists that this policy be strictly adhered to in future.

10. Non-productive expenditures

In the course of its examination of the witnesses from the Department
of Public Works, the Committee considered 44 cases set out in the 1964 and
1965 Reports of the Auditor General to the House. Most of these involved
expenditures for which no benefit was received or dealt with cost which
were regarded as excessive. The facts surrounding each case were reviewed
in detail by the members of the Committee with the Deputy Minister and

his officials for the purpose of learning the causes and reasons for each
expenditure.

The causes underlying some of these cases show them to have been due
to circumstances beyond the control of the Department of Public Works. On
the other hand, evidence given at the meetings indicated other causes, namely
failure by the Department to exercise normal commercial prudence in entering
into contractual obligations and ineffective departmental specifications. It was
also evident that in a number of instances additional costs had been incurred
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due to inadequate co-ordination both within the Department and between
departments at various stages of construction. The Department was unable
to pinpoint responsibility for many of the additional costs.

The Committee was concerned to find a further factor present in many of
the cases, namely the seeming inability of the Department to resist pressures
in settling borderline claims. The Committee feels the Department has emerged
as an easy target for contractors and others with claims for special dispensation.

In light of the cases discussed and evidence taken, it is the opinion of
the Committee that substantial savings of public funds could be achieved if
the Department were to adopt a consistent and tougher line in resisting claims
requesting special dispensation.

A copy of the relevant Minutes of Proceedings and Evidence (Issues Nos.
9, 10 and 11) is appended.

(The Minutes of Proceedings and Evidence accompanying the said Report
recorded as Appendix No. 25 to the Journals).

Mr. Winters, a Member of the Queen’s Privy Council, by command of
His Excellency the Governor General, laid before the House,—Report of Com-
mission of Inquiry into Freshwater Fish Marketing (George H. Mclvor, C.M.G.,
—~Commissioner). (English and French).

On motion of Mr. McNulty, seconded by Mr. Pilon, it was ordered,—That
the name of Mr. Andras be substituted for that of Mr. Duquet on the Stand-
ing Committee on Transport and Communications.

On motion of Mr. Gray, seconded by Mr. Harley, the Twelfth Report of
the Standing Committee on Finance, Trade and Economic Affairs, presented
to the House on Friday, October 14, 1966, was concurred in, on division.

The House resumed debate on the motion of Mr. MacEachen, seconded by
Mr. Pickersgill,—That Bill C-227, An Act to authorize the payment of con-
tributions by Canada towards the cost of insured medical care services incurred
by provinces pursuant to provincial medical care insurance plans, be now
read a second time.

And on the proposed amendment thereto of Mr. Rynard, seconded by Mr.
Dinsdale,—That all the words after “That” be deleted and the following sub-
stituted therefor:

“this House, while of the opinion that provision should be made for
medical services to be available to all Canadians at an adequate level
on a pre-paid basis, is nevertheless of the further opinion that no
legislation for the provision of insured medical care services in Canada
will be satisfactory unless it:

(a) secures co-operation of the governments of the provinces of
Canada;

(b) recognizes the principle of voluntary choice by the individual;

(c) makes adequate prior provision for sufficient medical research,

the training of adequate numbers of doctors and other medical per-
sonnel; and
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(d) immediately provides for those persons who are unable, for
financial reasons, to provide medical services for themselves.”

And debate continuing;
By unanimous consent, the House reverted to “Motions”.

On motion of Mr. Pilon, seconded by Mr. McNulty, it was ordered,—That
the names of Messrs. Ethier and Herridge be substituted for those of Messrs.
Jamieson and Fawcett on the Standing Committee on Transport and Com-
munications.

At 6.00 o’clock p.m., by unanimous consent, the sitting was suspended until
7.00 o’clock p.m. this day.

Debate was resumed on the motion of Mr. MacEachen, seconded by Mr.
Pickersgill,—That Bill C-227, An Act to authorize the payment of contribu-
tions by Canada towards the cost of insured medical care services incurred
by provinces pursuant to provincial medical care insurance plans, be now
read a second time.

And on the proposed amendment thereto of Mr. Rynard, seconded by Mr.
Dinsdale,—That all the words after “That” be deleted and the following sub-
stituted therefor:

“this House, while of the opinion that provision should be made for
medical services to be available to all Canadians at an adequate level
on a pre-paid basis, is nevertheless of the further opinion that no
legislation for the provision of insured medical care services in Canada
will be satisfactory unless it:

(a) secures co-operation of the governments of the provinces of
Canada;

(b) recognizes the principle of voluntary choice by the individual;

(c¢) makes adequate prior provision for sufficient medical research,

the training of adequate numbers of doctors and other medical per-
sonnel; and

(4) immediately provides for those persons who are unable, for
financial reasons, to provide medical services for themselves.”

And debate continuing;
By unanimous consent, the House reverted to “Motions”.

On motion of Mr. Pilon, seconded by Mr. McNulty, it was ordered,—That
the name of Mr. Johnston be substituted for that of Mr. Olson on the Special
Committee on Drug Costs and Prices.

(Proceedings on Adjournment Motion)

At 10.02 o’clock p.m., the question “That this House do now adjourn” was
deemed to have been proposed pursuant to provisional Standing Order 39-A;

After debate thereon, the said question was deemed to have been adopted.
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Returns and Reports Deposited with the Clerk of the House

The following paper having been deposited with the Clerk of the House
was laid upon the Table pursuant to Standing Order 40, namely;

Seventeenth Report of the Clerk of Petitions pursuant to Standing Order
70(7) as follows:

The Clerk of Petitions has the honour to report that the petition of the
following, presented on October 14, meets the requirements of Standing Order
70. However, this petition was not filed within the time limit specified by
Standing Order 93: A

The Bell Telephone Company of Canada, for an Act to amend its Act of
incorporation authorizing the Company to use the abbreviated form of its
corporate name, Bell Canada, to designate the Company; to increase its capital
stock from One Thousand Million Dollars ($1,000,000,000) to One Thousand
Seven Hundred and Fifty Million Dollars ($1,750,000,000), and for other
purposes.—Mr. Honey.

At 10.30 o’clock p.m., the House adjourned until to-morrow at 2.30
o’clock p.m.

LUCIEN LAMOUREUX,
Speaker.
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Inquiries of Ministry—On Wednesday next

No. 2,033—Mr. Bell (Carleton)—October 17

During the fiscal year 1965-1966, upon what buildings in the National
Capital Region were historical plaques placed?

No. 2,034—Mr. Bell (Carleton)—October 17

1. What has been the total cost to date of the construction of the new
Ottawa Station at Hurdman?

2. Are any additional costs anticipated to complete construction?
3. If so, what is the estimate of such additional costs?

No. 2,035—Mr. Coates—October 17

1. Is it the intention of the government to close out or to materially
reduce the size of the operation of the Maximum Security Penal institution
at Dorchester, New Brunswick?

2. When will changes in the Maximum Security Penal Institution at
Dorchester be effected and what reduction in staff will this involve?

3. On what date will changes be undertaken by the government in this
regard?

No. 2,036—Mr. Habel—October 17
Will the government consider rescinding the Board of Transport Com-
missioners’ Order No. 122271, issued on October 11, 1966, effective November
15, 1966, allowing the C.N.R. to discontinue the passenger train service be-
tween Kapuskasing and Hearst, Ontario, this being the one and only such pas-
senger train service?

No. 2,037—Mr. McCleave—October 17
1. Does the Department of National Defence enter into agreements with
provincial and/or municipal governments to provide grants or other means of
financial aid for the education of (a) service personnel (b) the wives or hus-
bands of service personnel (¢) the children of service personnel?
2. If so, what formula is used for such expenditures?

3. If the answer to Part 1 (b) is in the negative, would the Department or
the government consider extending its agreements with provincial and/or
municipal governments to cover such people, particularly in the field of adult
education?
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No. 2,038—Mr. McCleave—October 17

1. When was the new waterside building of the Department of Transport
opened in Dartmouth, Nova Scotia?

2. What is the floor space provided for offices in such building, and has
this remained constant over the years?

3. What has been and is the approximate number of personnel using
this building each year since the building was opened?

4. Has the Department recently entered into a lease of office space in
downtown Dartmouth for any division or officials formerly at the waterside
building and, if so (a) which or whom (b) what are the details of such lease,
and were tenders called (¢) what, specifically, is the payment per square foot
of floor space and how does this compare with other rentals in Dartmouth (d)
did the Department or landlord provide partitions of such office space and, if
the Department did, how were tenders called?

No. 2,039—M7r. McCleave—October 17

Regarding retroactive pay increases for federal government employees, (a)
are such paid when the employee has worked for a part of the retroactive
pay period but has quit his position, or (b) are such paid when the employee
has worked for a part of the retroactive pay period, quit his position and then
returned before the pay increase is announced, and if so for what period, or (c)
same as part (b) except that the employee has returned to federal employ after
the pay increase is announced?

No. 2,040—Mr. McCleave—October 17

1. Did the Department of National Defence recently require service
personnel to assign a portion of their pay and allowances to their wives and
children, and has this policy been changed?

2. _If so (a) vyhen and for what reason (b) has the Department received
complaints that this works hardships on such wives and children in some cases,

fox" example where the serviceman is serving outside Canada or is on an RCN
ship at sea?

3. If the answer to part 2 (b) is yes, is the Department considering new
practice to solve such complaints?

No. 2,041—M~r. Horner (Acadia)—October 17

3 1. Is the Pakenham farm operated by George D. Brown a test farm as
laid down in the January 14, 1965, news release?

2. If the answer to the above is yes, will the government produce account
books for the two years the farm has been in operation so that the economics
of the model can be examined?

3. If the answer to the first question is no, how many test farms have
}L):en"set up as suggested in the January 14, 1965, news release and where are

ey?
4. Does the government own the farm on which this experiment is being

i:ar(riifd out at Pakenham and, if so, does it consider it typical marginal farm
and?
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5. To the knowledge of the government, does George D. Brown have
hired help on his farm and, if so, who pays them and how much?

6. Are there any other cattle on the farm other than those owned by the
federal government?

7. In the experiments carried out with grade Holstein cows, what beef
breeds are being used, how many cows to each breed, and why are grade
Holstein cows being used?

8. Are the cows milked and do they nurse the calf at the same time and,
if so, is a thorough accounting done to realize the net gain?

Notices of Motions for the Production of Papers—On Wednesday next

No. 168—Mr. Forrestall—October 17

That an Order of the House do issue for the production of the brief
together with all graphs, slides and charts prepared by Rear Admiral William
Landymore, Maritime Command, in response to his orders to prepare a brief
on the state of his Command for presentation to the Standing Committee on
National Defence as it was prepared on leaving his headquarters for such
purposes and before briefing by the Minister of National Defence and his staff
in preparation for its presentation to the Standing Committee on National
Defence on June 23, 1966.

No. 169—Mr. Forrestall—October 17

That an Order of the House do issue for the production of the brief
together with all graphs, slides and charts prepared by Major General R. P.
Rothschild, Materiel Command, in response to his orders to prepare a brief on
the state of his Command for presentation to the Standing Committee on
National Defence as it was prepared on leaving his headquarters for such pur-
poses and before briefing by the Minister of National Defence and his staff
in preparation for its presentation to the Standing Committee on National
Defence on June 9, 1966.

No. 170—Mr. Forrestall—October 17

That an Order of the House do issue for the production of the brief
together with all graphs, slides and charts prepared by Air Vice Marshal
F. R. Sharp, Commander Training Command, in response to his orders to
prepare a brief on the state of his Command for presentation to the Stand-
ing Committee on National Defence as it was prepared on leaving his head-
quarters for such purposes and before briefing by the Minister of National
Defence and his staff in preparation for its presentation to the Standing Com-
mittee on National Defence on June 17, 1966.

No. 171—Mr. Forrestall—October 17

That an Order of the House do issue for the production of the brief
together with all graphs, slides and charts prepared by Air Commodore A. C.
Hull, Acting Commander of Air Defence Command, in response to his orders
to prepare a brief on the state of his Command for presentation to the Standing
Committee on National Defence as it was prepared on leaving his headquarters
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for such purposes and before briefing by the Minister of Na_tional Defence
and his staff in preparation for its presentation to the Standing Committee
on National Defence on June 28 and 29, 1966.

No. 172—Mr. Forrestall—October 17

That an Order of the House do issue for the production of the brief
together with all graphs, slides and charts prepared by Air Commodore G. G.
Diamond, Commander Air Transport Command, in response to his orders to
prepare a brief on the state of his Command for presentation to the Standing
Committee on National Defence as it was prepared on leaving his headquarters
for such purposes and before briefing by the Minister of National Defence
and his staff in preparation for its presentation to the Standing Committee
on National Defence on June 16, 1966.

No. 173—Mr. Forrestall—October 17

That an Order of the House do issue for the production of the brief
together with all graphs, slides and charts preparted by General J. V. Allard,
Mobile Command, in response to his orders to prepare a brief on the state of
his Command for presentation to the Standing Committee on National Defence
as it was prepared on leaving his headquarters for such purposes and before
briefing by the Minister of National Defence and his staff in preparation for

its presentation to the Standing Committee on National Defence on June 21,
1966.

No. 174—Mr. Forrestall—October 17

That an Order of the House do issue for the production of the brief
together with all graphs, slides and charts prepared by Lieutenant General
; s B . Fleury, Comptroller General Canadian Forces Headquarters, in response
t(_) his orders to prepare a brief on the state of his responsibility for presenta-
tlon.to tl}e Standing Committee on National Defence as it was prepared on
leavmg his headquarters for such purposes and before briefing by the Minister
of Na:uonal Defence and his staff in preparation for its presentation to the
Standing Committee on Naitonal Defence on June 10, 1966.
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MEETINGS OF COMMITTEES
Room Committee Hour
(Subject to change from day to day)
Tuesday, October 18

356-S Consumer Credit and Cost of Living (Joint).......... { 9.30 a.m.
3.00 p.m.
R e Costand Prices. .k V. Lt e e v, 9.30 a.m.
253-D Transport and Communications (Bill C-231)......... 9.30 a.m.
3.30 p.m.
371 W.B. | Public Service (Joint) (Bills C-170, C-181 and C-182) | 10.00 a.m.
308 W.B. | Finance, Trade and Economic Affairs (Bill S-16)...... 11.00 a.m.
3.30 p.m.
307 W.B. | Industry, Research and Energy Development......... 11.00 a.m.

209 W.B. | Justice and Legal Affairs (Subject matter of Bills C-26,
C-49, C-87 and CO-118, 6lC.) .. .c...iviniieisieivesins 11.00 a.m.

Wednesday, October 19
253-D Transport and Communications (Bill C-231)......... 3.30 p.m.
Thursday, October 20

356—S Consumer Credit and Cost of Living (Joint).......... 9.30 a.m.
3.00 p.m.
RERRAVEE v Ulosts Snd Priceat s o 0o R e L E 9.30 a.m.

208 W.B. | Justice and Legal Affairs (Subject-matter of Bills C-26,
049, C-87 and C—F18, elc.) i i e i i, 9.30 a.m.
371 W.B. | Public Service (Joint) (Bills C-170, C—181 and C-182) | 9.30 a.m.
9.30 a.m.
253-D Transport and Communications (B:ill C—231)......... 3.30 p.m.
| 8.00 p.m.
308 W.B. | Finance, Trade and Economic Affairs (Bill S-16)...... 11.00 a.m.

Rocer DUBHAMEL, F.R.S.C., Queen’s Printer and Controller of Stationery, Ottawa, 1966
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No. 135

VOTES AND PROCEEDINGS

OF THE

HOUSE OF COMMONS

OF CANADA

OTTAWA, TUESDAY, OCTOBER 18, 1966.

2.30 o’clock p.m.
PRAYERS.

The House resumed consideration of a point of privilege raised on Monday,
October 17, 1966, by the honourable Member for Edmonton-Strathcona (Mr.
Nugent) to the effect that statements in the Ottawa Journal of Saturday,
October 15, 1966, attributed to the Honourable the Minister of National Defence
impugned his very honour and integrity. The relevant part of the report in the
Ottawa Journal being as follows:

“It is apparent that he [the honourable Member for Edmonton-
Strathcona] has had second thoughts and is now engaged in the complete
‘back-off’ which substantiates my contention that the charge was

‘spurious’ designed to damage my reputation rather than to get at the
facts.”

And consideration of the point of privilege continuing;

Mr. Nugent proposed to move,—That the Question of Privilege raised by
the honourable Member for Edmonton-Strathcona this day (October 17th
Hansard page 8715) together with the charge, formally made on Wednesday,
October 15, 1966, Hansard page 8577, against the Minister of National Defence,
the Honourable Paul Hellyer be referred to the Standing Committee on Privileges
and Elections to deal with and to inquire into the evidence and the witnesses
before the Standing Committee on National Defence during this Session of
Parliament, and the practices and procedures involving witnesses, and evidence
in appearances before the said Committee, and in particular with regard to
Admiral Landymore’s appearance and evidence and should further report on
the conduct and statements of the honourable Member and the Minister made
in connection with this matter before this House and to the press.

And consideration of the point of privilege continuing;

V 135—1
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The honourable Member for Edmonton-Strathcona having risen to speak;

RULING BY MR. SPEAKER

Mr. SPEAKER: The honourable Member rose on a point of order claiming
that there is a precedent or a citation which he can bring forward in support
of his claim that he should be allowed to make some clarification of the state-
ment made by the Minister. I have May’s in front of me; the honourable
Member can obtain the book from the Table. The honourable Member said that
within one page of the citation that was quoted yesterday there is such a
statement. I have the book before me but I certainly cannot find anything here
to justify the claim made by the honourable Member for Edmonton-Strathcona.

Far from my trying to limit the honourable Member in his contention that
he should be allowed to speak a second time on the question that he has raised,
I think that he will admit and all honourable Members of the House will agree
that I have been as lenient as possible.

The advice I received is that there is no precedent to justify the position
which the honourable Member seeks to take now. I have looked at the citations.
I am advised from the Table that there is nothing to support the contention
advanced by the honourable Member for Edmonton-Strathcona. I must take
my responsibilities and face the situation as it is.

And the honourable Member for Kamloops (the Honourable Mr. Fulton)
having risen to speak on the question whether the proposed motion involved
a prima facie question of privilege and also whether it was raised at the earliest
possible moment;

STATEMENT BY MR. SPEAKER

Mr. SpEAKER: If the honourable Member thinks that he has a question of
order, then I will certainly allow him to speak on the point of order which he
seeks to raise at this time. An alleged question of privilege was raised yesterday.
The honourable Minister was allowed to make a statement. The honourable
Member has suggested that he should be allowed to speak on the point of
order and I would hear him.

And consideration of the point of order continuing;

RULING BY MR. SPEAKER

i Mr. SPEAKER: I thank honourable members for their assistance in enlight-
ening the Chair on the point of order. I thank the Minister of National Defence
(Mr. Hellyer) for his ready acceptance of the suggestion I made yesterday to
say a few words in explanation of the statement he is alleged to have made
against the honourable Member for Edmonton-Strathcona (Mr. Nugent).

As has been pointed out by the honourable Member for Kamloops (Mr.
Fulton), there are two points before the Chair at the moment. One—and it is
not an easy point for the Chair to decide—is whether the motion presented
today. by the honourable Member for Edmonton-Strathcona follows upon the
question of privilege which he raised yesterday. I think in fairness to the Chair
it should be pointed out that no motion was moved yesterday and that today
the honourable Member for Edmonton-Strathcona presented a motion which
hg submitted to the Chair. In my mind, looking at it very objectively, it cer-
tainly goes considerably beyond the scope of the limited question of privilege
raised by the honourable Member. This is the essence or purport of the words,
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or the thought, I was trying to express a moment ago before the point of order
was raised by the honourable Member for Kamloops.

Obviously, to my mind, this proposed motion is not limited to the point
of privilege raised by the honourable Member for Edmonton-Strathcona. It
seems to revive a point on which there already has been a ruling by the Chair.
In looking at it, it obviously is the type of motion which the honourable Mem-
ber might have wished to move as a substantive motion, the type of motion
which I suggested to the honourable Member for Edmonton-Strathcona he
should have given some thought to last week and should not submit it to the
Chair to accept as a privileged motion, and also suggesting to him that this is
a matter of substance.

His motion actually is a motion of substance, but this is the second point.
His argument would have to be considered and would be particularly relevant
if I had ruled there was a prima facie case of privilege. The honourable Mem-
ber said that because I referred to the question of motive the other day, I must
conclude that the moment there is an imputation of motive there is auto-
matically a question of privilege. I suggest to him that is drawing a rather
wide conclusion. It is a very generous interpretation of the words I used the
other day when I was trying to give a ruling.

The Minister is reported as having said that a charge against him is spurious
and designed to damage his reputation. The honourable Member for Edmonton-
Strathcona argued that the Minister’s statement imputed an improper motive
and concluded that his honour and integrity have been impugned. As I also
mentioned a moment ago, if the statement of the Minister of National Defence
had been uttered in the House in the course of debate and the honourable
Member for Edmonton-Strathcona had risen on a question of privilege to claim
that these words were unparliamentary and that the Minister was imputing
motives, well, this is done regularly, the Chair would have intervened, I sug-
gest, and would have brought to the attention of the Minister that he has no
right to impute motives. The Minister would have been given an opportunity to
explain. Whether it should be explained to the satisfaction of the Member
complaining or not is another thing.

If this statement had been uttered in the course of debate and the Member
offended had not been satisfied by the explanation given by the Member, I
wonder whether he would have considered the matter a question of privilege
sufficient to send to the Committee on Privileges and Elections the conduct of
the Member who uttered the words which allegedly would have offended an-
other Member of the House.

What we have to conclude, I submit, is the seriousness of the alleged of-
fence in order to decide whether or not there is a question of privilege. The
honourable Member said that the statement made by the honourable Minister
of National Defence impugned his very honour and integrity. I have some doubt
about this. I suggest to the honourable Member that this is really the whole
point; do the words spoken by the honourable Minister of National Defence
in fact carry such a serious import or serious connotation that the very honour
and integrity of the honourable Member for Edmonton-Strathcona is impugned
or that his integrity and his honour have been placed in question. He may feel
they have, and some honourable Members may feel his honour and integrity
have been placed in jeopardy. But it is the judgment of the Chair that has to
be considered, and I must say that in my judgment the honourable Minister’s
words—in spite of the fact that the Honourable Member may have been ag-
grieved and in spite of the fact that he may have a very serious grievance
against the Minister for the words which were spoken as reported in the Ottawa
Journal—did not impute an offence to him.

V 135—1%
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I suggest the offence is not so serious that it could be considered by this
House as impugning the integrity and honesty of the honourable Member for
Edmonton-Strathcona to the extent that the Minister of National Defence should
be asked to explain his conduct and explain his words before the Committee
on Privileges and Elections. I understand from precedents that it is only on
very rare occasions that words spoken either in debate or outside the House
by a Member of this honourable House were investigated by the Committee on
Privileges and Elections. I understand this may have happened only perhaps
two or three times in some 20 or 25 years.

In all objectivity and in all fairness to the honourable Member for Edmon-~
ton-Strathcona, to the Minister, and to Members of this House, I have looked
at this matter, and to the best of my conscience I cannot see that these are words
—recognizing the prima facie case of privilege—are such as would justify send-
ing the matter to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. With regret for
the honourable Member for Edmonton-Strathcona and in a full appreciation
of his difficult position, I must rule accordingly.

Mr. Macaluso, from the Standing Committee on Transport and Communi-
cations, presented the Eleventh Report of the said Committee, which was read
as follows:

Your Committee recommends that it be empowered to engage the services
of an Ecnomist to assist the Committee in its deliberations on Bill C-231.

By unanimous consent, on motion of Mr. Macaluso, seconded by Mr,.
McNulty, the said Report was concurred in.

Mr. Cameron (High Park), from the Standing Committee on Justice and
Legal Affairs, presented the Third Report of the said Committee, which is as
follows:

Your Committee recommends:

(1) That it be granted permission to adjourn from place to place;

(2) That it be authorized to sit while the House is sitting when meeting
beyond the precincts of Parliament: and

(3) That the Clerk of the Committee and the necessary supporting staff
accompany the said Committee.

On motion of Mr. McNulty, seconded by Mr. Pilon, it was ordered,—That
?he name gf Mr. Addison be substituted for that of Mr. Andras on the Stand-
ing Committee on Finance, Trade and Economic Affairs.

On motion of Mr. McNulty, seconded by Mr. Pilon, it was ordered,—That
the name of Mr. Berger bé substituted for that of Mr. Faulkner on the Joint-
Committee on the Public Service of Canada; and That a Message be sent to the
Senate to acquaint Their Honours thereof.

On motion of Mr. McNulty, seconded by Mr. Pilon, it was ordered,—That
f:he name of Mr. Fawcett be substituted for that of Mr. Herridge on the Stand-
ing Committee on Transport and Communications.

On motion of Mr. McNulty, seconded by Mr. Pilon, it was ordered,—That
th_e name of Mr. Prittie be substituted for that of Mrs. MacInnis (Vancouver-
Kingsway) on the Standing Committee on Health and Welfare.
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On motion of Mr. McNulty, seconded by Mr. Pilon, it was ordered,—That
the name of Mr. Prittie be substituted for that of Mr. Peters on the Standing
Committee on Broadcasting, Films and Assistance to the Arts.

On motion of Mr. Asselin (Richmond-Wolfe), seconded by Mr. McNulty,
it was ordered,—That the petition of Bell Telephone Company of Canada, to
amend its Act of Incorporation, filed after the time limit specified in Standing
Order 93, be referred to the Standing Committee on Standing Orders, together
with the Seventeenth Report of the Clerk of Petitions thereon presented
to the House on Monday, October 17, 1966, for any recommendations the Com-
mittee deems advisable.

The House resumed debate on the motion of Mr. MacEachen, seconded by
Mr. Pickersgill—That Bill C-227, An Act to authorize the payment of con-
tributions by Canada towards the cost of insured medical care services incurred
by provinces pursuant to provincial medical care insurance plans, be now
read a second time.

And on the proposed amendment thereto of Mr. Rynard, seconded by Mr.
Dinsdale,—That all the words after “That” be deleted and the following sub-
stituted therefor:

“this House, while of the opinion that provision should be made for
medical services to be available to all Canadians at an adequate level
on a pre-paid basis, is nevertheless of the further opinion that no
legislation for the provision of insured medical care services in Canada
will be satisfactory unless it:

(a) secures co-operation of the governments of the provinces of
Canada;

(b) recognizes the principle of voluntary choice by the individual;

(¢) makes adequate prior provision for sufficient medical research,
the training of adequate numbers of doctors and other medical per-
sonnel; and

(d) immediately provides for those persons who are unable, for
financial reasons, to provide medical services for themselves.”

And debate continuing;

By unanimous consent, the House reverted to ‘“Motions”.
And after some time;

Debate was resumed on the motion of Mr. MacEachen, seconded by Mr.
Pickersgill,—That Bill C-227, An Act to authorize the payment of contributions
by Canada towards the cost of insured medical care services incurred by
provinces pursuant to provincial medical care insurance plans, be now read a
second time.

And on the proposed amendment thereto of Mr. Rynard, seconded by Mr.
Dinsdale,—That all the words after “That” be deleted and the following sub-
stituted therefor:

“this House, while of the opinion that provision should be made for
medical services to be available to all Canadians at an adequate level
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on a pre-paid basis, is nevertheless of the further opinion that no
legislation for the provision of insured medical care services in Canada
will be satisfactory unless it:

(a) secures co-operation of the governments of the provinces of
Canada;

(b) recognizes the principle of voluntary choice by the individual;

(c) makes adequate prior provision for sufficient medical research,
the training of adequate numbers of doctors and other medical per-
sonnel; and

(d) immediately provides for those persons who are unable, for
financial reasons, to provide medical services for themselves.”

And debate continuing;

(Proceedings on Adjournment Motion)

At 10.04 o’clock p.m., the question “That this House do now adjourn” was
deemed to have been proposed pursuant to provisional Standing Order 39-A;

After debate thereon, the said question was deemed to have been adopted.

Returns and Reports Deposited with the Clerk of the House

The following paper having been deposited with the Clerk of the House
was laid upon the Table pursuant to Standing Order 40, namely:

By Miss LaMarsh, a Member of the Queen’s Privy Council,—Report of
the National Film Board of Canada for the year ended March 31, 1966,
pursuant to section 20(2) of the National Film Act, chapter 185, R.S.C., 1952,

including the Report of the Auditor General on the Accounts of the Board.
(English and French).

At 10.17 o’clock p.m., the House adjourned until tomorrow at 2.30 o’clock
p.m.

LUCIEN LAMOUREUX,
Speaker.
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Inquiries of Ministry—On Monday next

No. 2,042—Mr. Orlikow—October 18

1. In the past year, how many offices of the Unemployment Insurance
Commission have been shut down?

2. Where were the closed offices located?

3. How many more Unemployment Insurance Commission Offices is it
planned to close down in the next two years?

4. Where are they located?

5. What alternative facilities will be available to the people residing in
the areas where Unemployment Insurance Commission Offices have been
closed?

No. 2,043—M7r. Reid—October 18

1. What has been the rate of staff turnover among the Indian Agencies
in the Electoral Districts of Port Arthur, Fort William and Kenora-Rainy
River in the last five years?

2. What are the reasons given by transferring staff and what action has
the Department of Indian Affairs and Northern Development taken to stop or
slow down this turnover?

No. 2,044—Mr. Smith—October 18

Are there any regulations respecting the use of a military rank by former
service officers now in Government Service and, if so, what are these regula-
tions?

No. 2,045—Mr. Chatterton—October 18

1. In the case of each of the following ferry services: (a) Newfoundland
Ferry Service between North Sydney, N.S., and Port aux Basques and other
Island points (b) The P.EI. Car Ferry Service between Cape Tormentine,
N.B.,, and Borden, P.EI. (¢) Nova Scotia—New England Ferry Service be-
tween Yarmouth, N.S., and Bar Harbor, Maine, (i) what were the annual
operating deficits paid by the Canadian taxpayer for each of the last three fiscal
years (ii) what was the capital contribution by the Canadian Government
towards the cost of the vessels and all ancilliary services, e.g., wharves,
dredging, etc.; and what was the approximate percentage of such contribution
of the total capital cost; what arrangement exists for capital depreciation or re-
imbursement to the Canadian Government of such contribution; what was the
basis of establishing such contribution (iii) what is the current ferry charge
for passengers and vehicles between the principal ports of call?
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2. In the case of the proposed North Sydney-Argentia Ferry Service (i)
what is the total capital contribution by the federal government towards cost
of vessels and all ancillary works, e.g., wharves, dredging, ete. (ii) what per-
centage is this contribution of the total capital cost and what was the basis
for establishing this contribution (iii) what is the anticipated fare for pas-
sengers and vehicles?

3. Has the Canadian Government contributed to the cap}tal cost and
operating deficits of any ferry system on the Pacific Coast and, if so, to what
systems and how much?

No. 2,046—Mr. McIntosh—October 18

1. Since January 1, 1964, how many countries have requested credit from
the Canadian Government and/or the Canadian Wheat Board in the purchase
of (a) wheat (b) other grains?

2. What are the countries, giving number of bushels requested, where
transactions were successfully completed on a credit basis?

3. What are the countries with bushel requirements that were refused
because credit was not granted?

No. 2,047—Mr. Isabelle—October 18—

1. How many practising physicians are there in Canada in proportion to
the population?

2. How many physicians are there in Canada?
3. What universities in Canada have a school of Medicine?

4. What is the percentage of failures among first- and second-year medi-
cal students at Canadian universities?

5. How many students are enrolled in the Medical Schools of Canada?

6. Since 1960, has the number of students increased or decreased at
the Schools of Medicine of Canadian universities?

.7. If there has been an increase, what is the percentage of such increase;
or if there has been a decrease, what is the percentage of such decrease?

8. How many students has each School of Medicine refused at the first-
year level in 1963, 1964 and 1965?

No. 2,048—Mr. Crouse—October 18
Has a decision been reached on the pay scales for the Reserve Forces?

No. 2,049—M~r. Crouse—October 18

1. Has any decision been taken on the Reserve Training Plan on uni-
versity campuses?

2. Will any changes be made in existing programs?

3. Will the training programs be carried out at the same universities as in
the past?
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No. 2,050—Mr. Winkler—October 18
1. What was the total amount of the 3% bonds issued in 19367
2. As of the last fiscal year, how many of the bonds were in the possession
of the original purchasers? '
3. How many of the bonds now in existence are allegedly held by specula-
tors as suggested by the Minister of Finance?

Notices of Motions (Routine Proceedings)—On Thursday next

October 18—Mr. Cameron (High Park) (Chairman of the Standing Com-
mittee on Justice and Legal Affairs):

That the Third Report of the Standing Committee on Justice and Legal
Affairs presented to the House on Tuesday, October 18, 1966, be concurred in.
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MEETINGS OF COMMITTEES
Room Committee Hour
(Subject to change from day to day)
Wednesday, October 19
253-D Transport and Communications (Bl C-231)......... 3.30 p.m.
Thursday, October 20
356—S Consumer Credit and Cost of Living (Joinf).......... 9.30 a.m.
3.00 p.m.
200'W.B. | Drug Costd'and Prices.. »&i oy oy S na by sos i 9.30 a.m.
208 W.B. | Justice and Legal Affairs (Subject-matter of Bills C—26
and C-49, Notices of Motions Nos. 26, 31 and 38... .. 9.30 a.m.
9.30 a.m.
253-D Transport and Communications (Bill C-231)......... 3.30 p.m.
8.00 p.m.
371 W.B. | Public Service (Joint) (Bills C-170, C—181 and C-182). | 10.00 a.m.
308 W.B. | Finance, Trade and Economic Affairs (Bill 8-16)...... 11.00 a.m.
208 W.B. | Standing Orders (Late Petition). .................... 1.30 p.m.
Friday, October 21
371 W.B. | Public Service (Joint) (Bills C-170, C-181 and C-182). | 9.30 a.m.

Rocxr DuBAMEL, rR8.C., Queen’s Printer and Controller of Stationery, Ottawa, 1966
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No. 136

VOTES AND PROCEEDINGS

OF THE

HOUSE OF COMMONS

OF CANADA

OTTAWA, WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 19, 1966.

2.30 o’clock p.m.

PRAYERS.

A Message was received from the Senate as follows:

Resolved,—That a Special Joint Committee of the Senate and House of
Commons be appointed to examine and report upon the White Paper on
Immigration tabled in the House of Commons by the Minister of Manpower
and Immigration on October 14, 1966, and tabled in the Senate on October 18,
1966, and also to examine the Reports on immigration matters made to the
Government of Canada by Mr. Joseph Sedgwick, Q.C., in 1964 and 1966;

That the following Senators be appointed to act on behalf of the Senate
on the Special Joint Committee, namely, the Honourable Senators Baird,
Cameron, Croll, Desruisseaux, Fournier (Madawaska-Restigouche), Hastings,
Hnatyshyn, Langlois, Macnaughton, Nichol, Pearson and Willis;

That the Committee have the power to call for persons, papers and records,
to examine witnesses, to report from time to time, and to print such papers
and evidence from day to day as may be ordered by the Committee, and to
sit during sittings and adjournments of the Senate; and

That a Message be sent to the House of Commons requesting that House
to unite with the Senate for the above purpose, and to select, if the House

of Commons deem advisable, some of its members to act on the proposed Special
Joint Committee.

V 136—1
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Mr. Hales, from the Standing Committee on Public Accounts, presented
the Fifth Report of the said Committee, which is as follows:

1. The following is a further report on the work done by your Committee and
relates to the meetings held on June 2 and June 7, 1966 at which the
following officers were in attendance:
from the Department of National Revenue—Customs and Excise Division:

Mr. . Mills, Director of Excise Tax Administration
Mr. Last, General Executive Assistant

from the Auditor General’s Office:

Mr. A. M. Henderson, Auditor Gneral

Mr. George Long, Assistant Auditor General
Mr. H. G. Crowley, Audit Director

Mr. J. M. Laroche, Assistant Audit Director

Mr. R. C. Labarge, Deputy Minister
Mr. J. G. Howell, Assistant Deputy Minister—Operations
Mr. A. R. Hind, Assistant Deputy Minister—Customs
Mr. G. L. Bennett, Assistant Deputy Minister—Excise
Mr. J. W. Langford, Director General of Administrative Services
Mr. M. J. Gorman, Director of Excise Tax Audit
AE
P

2. In the course of its meetings your Committee gave consideration to:

(a) the action, or lack of action, by departments as a result of previous
recommendations made by the Committee;
(b) the following paragraphs in the Reports of the Auditor General

relating to the Department of National Revenue—Customs and
Excise Division:

For the fiscal year ended
March 31, March 31,

1964 1965
Comments on Expenditure and Revenue Transactions 69 to 76, 90 to 100,

inc. inc.
Comments on Assets and Liabilities 120 169

DEPARTMENT OF NATIONAL REVENUE

Customs and Excise Division
3. Full payment of duties under Customs Act

The Committee noted the action taken by the Department concerning the
licensing and taxing of a coastal vessel which action was contrary to provisions
of the Customs Act and the Canada Shipping Act.

In expressing its disapproval of the methods followed in this case and in
particular the action of the Department in penalizing its own Collector for its
failure to collect the duty in full and then causing the penalty to be remitted,
the Committee considers that such action was irregular and undesirable in
principle. The Committee is of the opinion that if departmental action of this
kind is to be countenanced, then any section of any Act with respect to which
there is a penalty within the meaning of section 22 of the Financial Adminis-
tration Act could be circumvented simply by using the device of having a

public officer deliberately contravene any such section and then remitting the
penalty incurred by his unlawful act.
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4. Departmental practices which lack statutory sanction

The Committee considers that a government department should not initiate
or take any action that is not authorized by Parliament even though it con-
templates that Parliament may eventually take action to provide that authority.
It considers that the actions of government departments must be limited at
all times to the legislative authority existing at the time the action is taken.
When circumstances require that action be taken by Parliament, the steps
necessary to initiate such action should be taken promptly.

In its Eighth Report 1964 the Committee recommended that four practices
being followed by the Customs and Excise Division should receive statutory
sanction if they are to be continued. The Committee is pleased to note that
two of these practices, namely release of goods under customs collector’s per-
mission and duties and taxes on surplus United States Government property
sold in Canada, were given statutory sanction by amendments to the Customs
Act approved by the House in 1965.

The Committee is most disturbed that no attention has been paid to its
1964 recommendations and reiterates the following recommendations which
were included in its Eighth Report 1964:

(i) Sales of goods unclaimed at Customs—
That the practice of the Department in waiving all or part of
whatever storage charges are applicable in order that at least the
duties may be recovered be given statutory sanction by means of
an appropriate amendment to section 23 of the Customs Act.

(ii) Determination of ‘sale price’ for sales tax purposes—
That an amendment be made to the Excise Tax Act designed to give
statutory sanction to the existing scheme of valuation followed
by the Department of National Revenue in authorizing manufacturers
by regulation to compute the sales tax on less than the actual sale
price.

The Committee’s attention was drawn to yet another practice of the
Department which lacked statutory sanction. This involves the refund of duty
paid on goods diverted to use other than that for which they were imported
and the Committee was informed that it was the practice of the Department to
consider the original payment as “duty paid in error”. The Committee agree
with the view of the Auditor General that the authority conferred by section
43 of the Customs Act is not intended to be used with respect to the deliberate
diversion of imported goods to use other than that declared at the time of
their entry. The Committee recommends that an amendment be made to the
Customs Act to give statutory sanction to the practice of the Department
of granting refunds of duty in cases where goods were entered under an
item of the tariff, upon payment of duty at the rate applicable to such goods,
and subsequently diverted to a use which would have entitled them to entry
under a different tariff item had they then been imported.

5. Possible loss of revenue when goods lose tax-exempt status

The Committee noted the manner in which the Customs and Excise Divi-
sion places on owners and importers the onus for reporting any duty or tax
which might become payable on non-tax paid equipment or goods. The Depart-
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ment maintains no control on such goods and consequently it is possible for
equipment or goods to lose tax-exempt status without this coming to the atten-
tion of the Department, in which case there would be a loss of revenue to the
Crown.

The Committee urges the Department to strengthen its procedures wherever
possible so as to minimize any possible loss of revenue to the Crown.

6. Drawback paid on goods destroyed after release from Customs

The Committee was concerned to note that it had been the practice of the
Department to recommend to the Governor-in-Council that duty, drawbacks or
remissions be made on goods ‘“destroyed in Canada at the expense of the owner
under Customs supervision” when section 22(6) of the Financial Administration
Act, as amended, directs: “No tax paid to Her Majesty on any goods shall be
remitted by reason only that after the payment of the tax and after release from
the control of customs or excise officers, the goods were lost or destroyed.”

The Governor-in-Council has since revoked the Department’s regulation in
the case which was discussed on June 2, 1966 where a refund of $2,525 was made
by the Department, representing a 909 drawback of customs duty paid on im-
ported machinery which, after duties were paid and after release from Customs
but before actual use, was damaged beyond repair by fire in the warehouse of
the importer. The Committee is of the opinion that the Department should adopt
a stricter attitude towards request for refunds and remissions based on circum-
stances which lie outside of normal business practice.

7. Loss on disposal of Crown-owned properties

The Committee was concerned to note that the Department disposed of
various Crown-owned properties costing $143,000 in 1950-54 at Pigeon River,
Ontario, for $8,145 in 1963 and that houses built at Coutts, Alberta, in 1953 at
a cost of $61,000 were sold for $16,200 in 1964-65.

In the case of the houses at Pigeon River, the Committee is convinced that
the requirement that the houses be moved was a factor contributing to the low
price obtained. The Committee was not impressed with the reasons given by
the Department for declaring the houses surplus and retaining the land to be
declared surplus after the houses had been sold for removal. It is the opinion of
the Committee that the Department hould have declared both houses and land
surplus at the same time.

The Department advised the Committee that the dwellings at Coutts were
declared surplus to requirements because of the policy expressed in Treasury
Board letter of May 9, 1964 (T.B. 626000) that where government employees are
no longer required to live at sites where there are government houses, ‘“these
dwellings are now surplus to requirements and should be disposed of since the
Crown has no business in competing with private landlords in the rental business

and the costs of administration and maintenance often exceed the low rentals
collected.”

The Committee does not consider that this policy directive contemplated or
necessitated a 709 capital loss being taken by the Department. That there was
no urgency is evident from the fact that two of the four houses were purchased
by customs officers employed at the Port of Coutts and who had previously
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rented houses from the Department. The Committee intends to pursue this
matter with Crown Assets Disposal Corporation.

8. Tax exemptions for particular groups

Parliament from time to time grants exemptions from sales tax and/or other
taxes to institutions such as hospitals or schools and groups of consumers such
as loggers, farmers, etc. In the course of discussion with departmental officers
and the Auditor General, there were indications that in some cases the benefits
of such tax exemptions are enjoyed by those whom Parliament had not intended
to assist. The Committee is aware that special exemptions increase the com-
plexities of administering the tax law but, nevertheless, it feels that the laws
must be administered so as to ensure that exemptions granted by Parliament are
applied only in the way Parliament intended.

The Committee urges the Department in its administration of special ex-
emptions always to see to it that the benefits from these exemptions go to, and
only to, those for whom Parliament intended them.

9. Customs and Excise laboratory

The Committee discussed with departmental officers the adoption of a tariff
of fees to be charged for professional services rendered to importers and export-
ers by the Customs and Excise laboratory.

The Department expressed the view that as the laboratory was required
for the work of the Department it did not consider that charges should be made
even though exporters and importers did benefit from its work.

The Committee agrees with the statement made by the Treasury Board
in its Management Improvement Policy circular No. MI-4-66 of April 28, 1966
that it should be departmental policy wherever economically and administra-
tively feasible to charge for all goods supplied or services rendered to the pub-
lie, including those now supplied free, unless there are provisions for specific
exemption. The Committee feels that in the case of appeals the Department
should follow the usual practice of requiring that an appeal be accompanied by
a fee to be returned if the appeal is sustained.

The Committee recommends that the Department review its laboratory
operations in line with the Treasury Board’s objective of promoting the earning
of non-tax revenue and that it institute a tariff of fees for services rendered for
the benefit of exporters and/or importers designed to cover the cost of providing
those services. If the Department, after reviewing its laboratory activities, is
still of the opinion that establishment of a tariff of fees is not warranted,
the Committee recommends that it lay the facts before the Treasury Board
seeking the Board’s approval for the continuation of the laboratory as a free
service.

10. Sight entries

In paragraph 98 of his 1965 Report the Auditor General drew the attention
of the House of Commons to section 24 of the Customs Act, R.S., ¢.58, and
expressed the opinion that the requirements of this section were not being
carried out in that the Department was granting importers extensions of time
in which to complete custom entries after the time originally granted for this
purpose had expired.

When asked to comment on the Auditor General’s observation a depart-
mental officer present informed the Committee that the Department of Justice
had been consulted and had expressed the opinion that the Deputy Minister
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of National Revenue can authorize extensions either before the expiration of
the time limit or after its expiration. This was the first indication that the
Auditor General had had that there had been any legal opinion given with
respect to this matter and as the Department did not make an opinion available,
the Committee had to leave the matter unresolved.

At a later meeting the Auditor General explained to the Committee that
there was in fact no written opinion of the Department of Justice and that
the statement had been made by the departmental officer on the strength of a
verbal opinion expressed by an officer of the Department of Justice to depart-
mental appraisers.

The time of the Committee is wasted when conflicting or inaccurate
information is given to it. In this case it considers the Department to have
been at fault in not having advised the Auditor General that it had legal
advice supporting the practice being followed and in leading the Committee
to believe that a formal opinion of the Department of Justice was available
when in fact this was not so.

The Committee requests all departments concerned with comments in the
Auditor General’s Report to see to it that the Auditor General is provided
with full information concerning any matter reported on by him.

At the request of the Auditor General a written opinion of the Department
of Justice has since been obtained, which has confirmed the Auditor General’s
view that the Act precludes any extension of the time appointed by the
Collector after that time has expired. The Committee understands that the
departmental practice has now been discontinued.

11. Loss of excise tax

The Committee noted how, two years after repeal of the excise tax on
automobiles in 1961, press reports had disclosed how an automobile dealer,
who had received refund of tax based on certification of his car inventories,
had in fact overstated his car inventories in order to deceive the car manufac-
turer who was financing the inventories.

The Committee was concerned to note that, when these disclosures became
public knowledge, the Department made no attempt to recover the excise tax
?efunded on the cars which the dealer had fictitiously reported as being in his
inventories at the time the refund was made. The Committee was unanimous,

that this failure to act cannot be condoned and that in future the officials respon-
sible should be called to account.

A copy of the relevant Minutes of Proceedings and Evidence (Issues Nos. 12
and 13) is appended.

(The Minutes of Proceedings and Evidence accompanying the said Report
recorded as Appendix No. 26 to the Journals).

Mr. Cété (Longueuil), a Member of the Queen’s Privy Council, by com-
mand of His Excellency the Governor General, laid before the House,—Report
of the Royal Commission of Inquiry into working conditions in the Post Office
Department (The Honourable André Montpetit—Commissioner), dated October
1966. (English and French).
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On motion of Mr. Pilon, seconded by Mr. McNulty, it was ordered,—That
the names of Messrs. Emard, Groos and Habel be substituted for those of
Messrs. Carter, Clermont and Patterson on the Standing Committee on Veterans
Affairs.

|

On motion of Mr. Pilon, seconded by Mr. McNulty, it was ordered,—That
the names of Messrs. Lind, Davis and Gilbert be substituted for those of
Messrs. Macdonald (Rosedale), Wahn and Lewis on the Standing Committee
on Finance, Trade and Economic Affairs.
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z On motion of Mr. Pilon, seconded by Mr. McNulty, it was ordered,—That
§ the names of Messrs. Habel and Laniel be substituted for those of Messrs.
¥ Caron and Carter on the Standing Committee on Standing Orders.

G B,

On motion of Mr. Pilon, seconded by Mr. McNulty, it was ordered,—That
the name of Mr. Horner (Acadia) be substituted for that of Mr. Nasserden
on the Special Joint Committee on Consumer Credit and Cost of Living; and

That a Message be sent to the Senate to acquaint Their Honours thereof.

Notices of Motions for the Production of Papers Nos. 8, 72, 163, 166, 167,
168, 169, 170, 171, 172, 173 and 174 were allowed to stand at the request of

the government.

Ordered,—That there be laid before this House a return showing the
names of all candidates in the federal general election held November 8, 1965,
who were not Canadian citizens at that time.—(Notice of Motion for the Pro-
duction of Papers No. 149—Mr. Stanbury).

Ordered,—That there be laid before this House a copy of all letter, direc-
tives, memoranda or other documents sent by the Minister or any official of
the Department of Justice to Chief Justices, Chief Judges, Registrars or other
judicial or court officers, since January 1, 1966, with respect to judges acting
as commissioners, arbitrators or members of boards of conciliation.—[Notice
of Motion for the Production of Papers No. 162—Mr. Bell (Carleton)].

R s T 2

|
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§

Ordered,—That there be laid before this House a copy of the letters from
Canadians interested in going North arising from the statement of the Minister
of Indian Affairs and Northern Development that young Canadians lack the
necessary pioneer blood.—(Notice of Motion for the Production of Papers No.
164—Mr. Dinsdale).

Ordered,—That there be laid before this House a copy of the agreement
between the Canadian National Railways, the Canadian Pacific Railway Com-
pany and the National Capital Commission dated July 26, 1966, with respect to
the operation of the Ottawa Station and associated rail facilities, which agree-
ment is referred to in the answer to Question 1,920 at page 8566 of Hansard.—
[Notice of Motion for the Production of Papers No. 165—Mr. Bell (Carleton)].

|
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The House resumed debate on the motion of Mr. MacEachen, seconded by
Mr. Pickersgill,—That Bill C-227, An Act to authorize the payn}ent.of con-
tributions by Canada towards the cost of insured medi_cal care services incurred
by provinces pursuant to provincial medical care insurance plans, be now
read a second time.

And on the proposed amendment thereto of Mr. Rynard, secondeq by Mr.
Dinsdale,—That all the words after “That” be deleted and the following sub-
stituted therefor:

“this House, while of the opinion that provision should be made for
medical services to be available to all Canadians at an adequate level
on a pre-paid basis, is nevertheless of the further opinion that no
legislation for the provision of insured medical care services in Canada
will be satisfactory unless it:

(a) secures co-operation of the governments of the provinces of
Canada;

(b) recognizes the principle of voluntary choice by the individual;

(c) makes adequate prior provision for sufficient medical research,
the training of adequate numbers of doctors and other medical per-
sonnel; and

(d) immediately provides for those persons who are unable, for
financial reasons, to provide medical services for themselves.”

And debate continuing;
By unanimous consent, the House reverted to “Motions”.

On motion of Mr. Pilon, seconded by Mr. McNulty, it was ordered,—That
the names of Messrs. Churchill and Fane be substituted for those of Messrs.

MacLean (Queens) and MacRae on the Standing Committee on National
Defence.

A Message was received from the Senate informing this House that the
name of the Honourable Senator Inman has been substituted for that of the
Honourable Senator Davey on the list of Senators serving on the Special Joint
Committee on Consumer Credit and Cost of Living.

A Message was received from the Senate informing this House that the
names of the Honourable Senators Denis and MacKenzie have been sub-
stituted for those of the Honourable Senators Croll and Roebuck on the list
of Senators serving on the Special Joint Committee on the Public Service.

Returns and Reports Deposited with the Clerk of the House

The following papers having been deposited with the Clerk of the House
were laid upon the Table pursuant to Standing Order 40, namely:

By Mr. Cardin, a Member of the Queen’s Privy Council,—Copy of amend-
ments made by the President and Puisne Judges of the Exchequer Court of
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Canada to the General Rules and Orders of the Exchequer Court of Canada,
dated October 15, 1965 and February 1, 1966, pursuant to section 88(2) of
the Exchequer Court Act, chapter 98, R.S.C., 1952. (English and French).

By Mr. Cardin,—Copy of amendments made February 1, 1966 and February
7, 1966, by the President and Puisne Judges of the Exchequer Court of Canada
to the General Rules and Orders regulating the Practice and Procedure in
Admiralty cases in the Exchequer Court of Canada, pursuant to section 31(4)
of the Admiralty Act, chapter 1, R.S.C., 1952. (English and French).

By Mr. Cardin,—General Order of the Judges of the Supreme Court of
Canada, dated September 8, 1966, amending the Rules of the Supreme Court
of Canada, pursuant to section 103(4) of the Supreme Court Act, chapter 259,
R.S.C., 1952. (English and French).

By Miss LaMarsh, a Member of the Queen’s Privy Council, by command
of His Excellency the Governor General,—Report of the Department of National
Health and Welfare for the year ended March 31, 1965, pursuant to section
10 of the Department of National Health and Welfare Act, chapter 74, R.S.C.,
1952. (English and French). ‘

At 6.03 o’clock p.m., Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without question
put until to-morrow at 2.30 o’clock p.m.

LUCIEN LAMOUREUZX,
Speaker.
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NOTICE PAPER

Inquiries of Ministry—On Monday next

No. 2,051—Mr. LeBlanc (Rimouski)—October 19—

In what year did the government decide to build the railway siding running
to Pointe-au-Pére dock?

No. 2,052—Mr. LeBlanc . (Rimouski)—October 19—

1. Has an estimate been made for the cost of maintaining an open channel
along the St. Lawrence River during the winter by means of ice-breakers, be-
tween the mouth of the River and the Port of Montreal?

2. If so, what is the amount of this estimate?

No. 2,053—Mr. MacEwan—October 19
Has the government decided to limit the number of lobster traps for the
fishing of lobster in District No. 7-B and (a) if so, what will be the number of
traps permitted per boat for the next lobster fishing season (b) if not, when is
it expected that a decision will be reached in this matter?

No. 2,054—Mr. McCleave—October 19
1. How many senior non-commissioned officers have there been in each of
the three Armed Services (approximate figures will satisfy) by rank in 1960,
1962, 1964, and this year?
2. How many officers have been commissioned from such senior non-com-
missioned officers in each of the three Armed Services (approximate figures will
satisfy) in 1960, 1962, 1964, and this year?

3. Same as in Part 2, except that, what is the source for commissioned offi-
cers other than NCO?

No. 2,055—Mr. Laprise—October 19—
1. Has Canada imported any butter from New Zealand in 19662
2. If so (a) what was the quantity imported since the beginning of the
current year (b) what quantity is expected to be imported from now until the
end of the current year (¢) what price is paid for this New Zealand butter (d)
is this butter offered to Canadian consumers in the state in which it is received,
or is it processed or mixed with Canadian butter?
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No. 2,056—Mr. Coates—October 19
1. What is the estimated cost of constructing the tunnel required to con-
nect the National Arts Center with the government’s heating plant?
2. What would be the estimated cost of providing a separate heating plant
for the National Arts Center?

No. 2,057—Mr. Smith—October 19 '
1. How many grants to municipal airports in Ontario have been made or
approved since January 1, 19657
2. In what amounts and to what airports have these grants been made?

No. 2,058—Mr. Webb—October 19

1. On how many mail routes were the couriers changed in the years 1963,
1964, 1965 and 19667

2. How many of the couriers replaced were War Veterans?

No. 2,059—Mr. Latulippe—October 19— @
Has the government taken into consideration the representations of the
Chamber of Commerce of the Town of Lac Mégantic to the effect that the Un-
employment Insurance Office at present located in that Town be not transferred

elsewhere because of its present advantage to industry and business activity in
the region?

Notices of Motions for the Production of Papers—On Wednesday next

No. 175—Mr. Lewis—October 19

That an Order of the House do issue for a copy of any communication, cor-
respondence, exchanged between Trans-Canada Pipe Lines Limited and the

federal government, any minister, department or agency thereof since April 8,
1963.

No. 176—Mr. Martin (Timmins)—October 19
That an humble Address be presented to His Excellency praying that he
will cause to be laid before this House a copy of all letters, telegrams or other
documents exchanged between the Government of Canada and any other gov-
ernments, firms, associations or individuals in the matter of Trans-Canada Pipe
Lines Ltd. proposal to build a natural gas pipeline from Manitoba to Ontario.

Introduction of Bills—On Friday next

October 19—Mr. Bell (Carleton)—Bill intituled: “An Act to amend the
Supreme Court Act.”

October 19—Mr. McCleave—Bill intituled: “An Act to secure freedom of
choice in television viewing”.
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Government Notices of Motions—On Friday next

October 19—The Minister of Manpower and Immigration: That this House
do unite with the Senate in the appointment of a Special Joint Committee to
examine and report upon the White Paper on Immigration tabled in the House
of Commons by the Minister of Manpower and Immigration on October 14,
1966, and tabled in the Senate on October 18, 1966, and also to examine the
Reports on immigration matters made to the Government of Canada by Mr.
Joseph Sedgwick, Q.C., in 1964 and 1966;

That twenty-four Members of the House of Commons, to be designated by
this House at a later date, be members of the said Committee, and that Standing
Order 67(1) be suspended in relation thereto;

That the said Committee have power to call for persons, papers and
records; to examine witnesses; to report from time to time; and to print such
papers and evidence from day to day as may be ordered by the Committee, and
that Standing Order 66 be suspended in relation thereto; and to sit during sit-
tings and adjournments of the House; and

That a Message be sent to the Senate informing that House that the House
of Commons do unite with the Senate for the above purposes.
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iv
MEETINGS OF COMMITTEES
Room Committee Hour
(Subject to change from day to day)
Thursday, October 20
356-S Consumer Credit and Cost of Living (Joint).......... 9.30 a.m.
3.00 p.m.
200:W.B. | Drug Costs and Prices. | (i Joandiunt, MR ey { 9.30 a.m.
3.30 p.m.
208 W.B. | Justice and Legal Affairs (Subject-maitter of Bills C-26
and C-49, Notices of Motions Nos. 26, 31 and 38..... 9.30 a.m.
9.30 a.m.
253-D Transport and Communications (Bzll C-231)......... 3.30 p.m.
8.00 p.m.
371 W.B. | Public Service (Joint) (Bills C-170, C-181 and C-182). | 10.00 a.m.
208 W.B. | Standing Orders (Late Pelition). .. .........couuuun.. 1.30 p.m.
Friday, October 21
371 W.B. | Public Service (Joint) (Bills C-170, C-181 and C-182). 9.30 a.m.

Roczr DUHAMEL, FRS.C., Queen’s Printer and Controller of Stationery, Ottawa, 1966
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No. 137

VOTES AND PROCEEDINGS

OF THE

HOUSE OF COMMONS

OF CANADA

OTTAWA, THURSDAY, OCTOBER 20, 1066.

2.30 o’clock p.m.

PRAYERS.

. Mr. Gray, from the Standing Committee on Finance, Trade and Economic
. Affairs, presented the Thirteenth Report of the said Committee, which is as
follows:

Your Committee recommends that it be authorized to engage the services
. of counsel, accountants and such other clerical and technical personnel as
. may be deemed necessary by the Committee during consideration of Bill C-190,
I C-222 and C-223.

; Mr. Pickersgill, a Member of the Queen’s Privy Council, laid before the

. House,—Copy of a Statement of Principles for the Guidance of the Air Trans-
= port Board and the Department of Transport (Regional Air Carrier Policy),
. dated October 20, 1966. (English and French).

. Mr. Martin (Essex East), a Member of the Queen’s Privy Council, laid
. before the House,—Copy of Joint Communiqué of the Fourth Meeting of the

. Canada-Japan Ministerial Committee, dated October 6, 1966. (English and
French).

By unanimous consent, on motion of Mr. Marchand, seconded by Mr.
. Pennell, it was resolved,—That this House do unite with the Senate in the
appointment of a Special Joint Committee to examine and report upon the
. White Paper on Immigration tabled in the House of Commons by the Minister
. of Manpower and Immigration on October 14, 1966, and tabled in the Senate
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on October 18, 1966, and also to examine the Reports on immigration matters
made to the Government of Canada by Mr. Joseph Sedgwick, Q.C., in 1964
and 1966;

That twenty-four Members of the House of Commons, to be designated by
this House at a later date, be members of the said Committee, and that Standing
Order 67(1) be suspended in relation thereto;

That the said Committee have power to call for persons, papers and
records; to examine witnesses; to report from time to time; and to print such
papers and evidence from day to day as may be ordered by the Committee, and
that Standing Order 66 be suspended in relation thereto; and to sit during sit-
tings and adjournments of the House; and

That a Message be sent to the Senate informing that House that the House
of Commons do unite with the Senate for the above purposes.

On motion of Mr. Pilon, seconded by Mr. McNulty, it was ordered,—
That the names of Messrs. Nowlan and Jamieson be substituted for those of
Messrs. Ballard and Chatwood on the Standing Committee on Transport and
Communications.

The House resumed debate on the motion of Mr. MacEachen, seconded by
Mr. Pickersgill—That Bill C-227, An Act to authorize the payment of con-
tributions by Canada towards the cost of insured medical care services incurred
by provinces pursuant to provincial medical care insurance plans, be now
read a second time.

And on the proposed amendment thereto of Mr. Rynard, seconded by Mr.
Dinsdale,—That all the words after “That” be deleted and the following sub-
stituted therefor:

“this House, while of the opinion that provision should be made for
medical services to be available to all Canadians at an adequate level
on a pre-paid basis, is nevertheless of the further opinion that no
legislation for the provision of insured medical care services in Canada
will be satisfactory unless it:

(a) secures co-operation of the governments of the provinces of
Canada;

(b) recognizes the principle of voluntary choice by the individual;

(¢) makes adequate prior provision for sufficient medical research,
the training of adequate numbers of doctors and other medical per-
sonnel; and

(d) immediately provides for those persons who are unable, for
financial reasons, to provide medical services for themselves.”

After further debate, the question being put on the said proposed amend-
ment, it was negatived on the following division:

YEAs

MESSRS:
Aiken, Bower, Coates, Fane,
Alkenbrack, Brand, Code, Flemming,
Baldwin, Cadieu, Crouse, Forbes, /
Beaulieu, Cantelon, Danforth, Forrestall,
Bell (Carleton), Chatterton, Diefenbaker, Fulton,
Bell (Saint-Johp Churchill, Dinsdale, Grills,

Albert), Clancy, Fairweather, Hales,
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Harkness,

Horner (Acadia),

Howe (Wellington-
Huron),

Jorgenson,

Keays,

Kennedy,

Korchinski,

Lambert,

MacEwan,

MacLean (Queens),

Allard,

Allmand,

Andras,

Asselin
(Richmond-Wolfe),

Badanai,

Barnett,

Basford,

Batten,

Béchard,

Benson,

Berger,

Blouin,

Byrne,

Cadieux,

Cameron (High
Park),

Cameron (Nanaimo-
Cowichan-The
Islands),

Cardin,

Cashin,

Chatwood,

Chrétien,

Clermont,

Comtois,

Coté (LongueuiD,

Cowan,

Crossman,

Davis,

Deachman,

Dionne,

Drury,

Dubé,

VOTES AND PROCEEDINGS

Macquarrie,
McCleave,
McIntosh,
McLelland,
McQuaid,

Madill,

Mandziuk,

Moore,

Muir (Cape Breton

Nasserden,
Nielsen,
Nowlan,
Nugent,
Ormiston,
Pascoe,
Pugh,
Rapp,
Régimbal,

North and Victoria),Ricard,
Scott (Victoria (Ont)), Woolliams—68.

Muir (Lisgar),

Nays

MESssRs:
Pépin, Laverdiére,
Emard, Leblanc (Laurier),
Ethier, LeBlanc (Rimouski),
Fawcett, " Leboe,
Forest, Lefebvre,
Gauthier, Legault,
Gilbert, Lewis,
Godin, Lind,
Goyer, Macaluso,
Gray, MacEachen,
Greene, Mackasey,
Grégoire, Mecllraith,
Guay, McLean (Charlotte),
Habel, McNulty,
Haidasz, McWilliam,
Harley, Marchand,
Herridge, Martin (Essex East),
Honey, Martin (Timmins),
Howard, Mather,
Hymmen, Matte,
Isabelle, Mongrain,
Jamieson, Morison,
Johnston, Munro,
Klein, Neveu,
Knowles, Nicholson,
Lachance, Olson,
Laing, Orange,
LaMarsh (Miss), Orlikow,
Lamontagne, Patterson,

Langlois (Chicoutimi), Pearson,
Langlois (Mégantic), Pelletier,

Laniel,
Laprise,
Latulippe,

Pennell,
Peters,

885

Simpson,

Smallwood,

Smith,

Southam,

Starr,

Thomas (Middlesex
West),

Wadds (Mrs.),

Webb,

Winkler,

Pickersgill,
Pilon,
Prud’homme,
Richard,
Rideout (Mrs.),
Rinfret,
Robichaud,
Rochon,

Rock,

Ryan,

Saltsman,

Sauvé,

Schreyer,

Scott (Danforth),

Sharp,

Stanbury,

Stewart,

Tardif,

Thomas
(Maisonneuve-
Rosemont),

Thompson,

Tolmie,

Tremblay,

Tucker,

Turner,

Walker,

Watson (Chéateau-
guay-Huntingdon-
Laprairie),

Winch,

Yanakis—125.

Debate was resumed on the motion of Mr. MacEachen, seconded by Mr.
Pickersgill,—That Bill C-227, An Act to authorize the payment of contribu-
tions by Canada towards the cost of insured medical care services incurred
by provinces pursuant to provincial medical care insurance plans, be now
read a second time.

And debate continuing;

V 137—13
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Mr. Allard, seconded by Mr. Grégoire, moved in amendment thereto,—
That all the words after “That” be deleted and replaced by the following:

“this House, although of the opinion that the necessary steps should
be taken to insure that appropriate medical services are made available
to all Canadians, nevertheless believes that no legislation providing
for insured medical services in Canada would be adequate unle.ss it
provides for a system of fiscal compensation for any province desiring

to set up its own autonomous medical insurance plan.”

And debate arising thereon;

By unanimous consent, the hour for Private Members’ Business was
suspended.

By unanimous consent, the House reverted to ‘“Motions”.

On motion of Mr. Pilon, seconded by Mr. McNulty, it was ordered,—That
the names of Messrs. Groos and Morison be substituted for those of Messrs.
Boulanger and Stafford on the Standing Committee on Transport and Com-
munications.

On motion of Mr. Pilon, seconded by Mr. McNulty, it was ordered,—That
the name of Mr. Thompson be substituted for that of Mr. Johnston on the
Standing Committee on External Affairs.

By unanimous consent, the order for resuming debate on Mr. Woolliams’
motion, as follows, appearing as item number 121 under Notices of Motions
(Papers) on the Order Paper, was discharged and the motion withdrawn:

That an Order of the House do issue for a copy of all reports, records
or documents indicating the places, dates, and times of public hearings
held by the Electoral Boundaries Commission for Alberta and the mem-
bers of the Commission and staff attending each hearing; for a copy
of the transcript of the proceedings of each hearing; for a return of
the record of each hearing if no transcript was made; for the memoran-
dum provided to members of the Commission who were absent from any
meeting; and for the résumé or other document prepared by the Com-
mission or any of its members setting out the reasons for changes made
in the electoral boundaries for Alberta.

At 6.04 o’clock p.m., by unanimous consent, the sitting was suspended
until 7.00 o’clock p.m. this day.

Debate was resumed on the motion of Mr. MacEachen, seconded by Mr.
Pickersgill,—That Bill C-227, An Act to authorize the payment of contributions
by Canada towards the cost of insured medical care services incurred by
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provinces 4pursuant to provincial medical care insurance plans, be now read
a second time.

And on the motion of Mr. Allard, seconded by Mr. Grégoire, in amend-
ment thereto,—That all the words after “That” be deleted and replaced by the
following:

“this House, although of the opinion that the necessary steps should
be taken to insure that appropriate medical services are made available
to all Canadians, nevertheless believes that no legislation providing for
insured medical services in Canada would be adequate unless it provides
for a system of fiscal compensation for any province desiring to set
up its own autonomous medical insurance plan.”

After further debate, the question being put on the said proposed amend-
ment, it was negatived on the following division:

YEAS
MESSRS:

Alkenbrack, Dinsdale, Jorgenson, Nielsen,
Allard, Dionne, Keays, Nowlan,
Bell (Saint John- Fane, Keanedy, Nugent,

Albert), Flemming, Korchinski, Olson,
Bower, Forbes, Lambert, Ormiston,
Brand, Forrestall, Laprise, Pascoe,
Cadieu, Gauthier, Latulippe, Pugh,
Cantelon, Godin, MacEwan, Rapp,
Caouette, Grégoire, McIntosh, Simard,
Chatterton, Grills, McLelland, Simpson,
Churchill, Hales, McQuaid, Smallwood,
Clancy, Harkness, Madill, Southam,
Coates, Horner (Acadia), Mongrain, Winkler,
Crouse, Howe (Wellington- Muir (Cape Breton = Woolliams——56.
Danforth, Huron), North and Victoria)

Nays
MESSRS:

Allmand, Cowan, Johnston, Neveu,

1 Andras, Crossman, Klein, Orange,
Asselin Davis, Knowles, Orlikow,

(Richmond-Wolfe), Deachman, Lachance, Patterson,
Badanai, Douglas, Laing, Pelletier,
Barnett, Dubé, Lamontagne, Pennell,

l Batten, Emard, Langlois (Chicoutimi),Pépin,
Béchard, Ethier, Laniel, Peters,
Bell (Carleton), Faulkner, LeBlanc (Rimouski),Pilon,
Benson, Fawecett, Lefebvre, Prud’homme,
Berger, Forest, Legault, Richard,
Blouin, Gilbert, Lind, Rideout (Mrs.),
Byrne, Gray, Macaluso, Rinfret,
Cadieux, Greene, MacEachen, Robichaud,
Cameron (High Guay, Mackasey, Rochon,

Park), Habel, Mecllraith, Rock,

Cameron (Nanaimo- Haidasz, McNulty, Ryan,
Cowichan-The Harley, McWilliam, Schreyer,
Islands), Honey, Marchand, Scott (Danforth),

Cashin, Howard, Mather, Sharp,

Chatwood, Hymmen, Matte, Stanbury,

Comtois, Isabelle, Morison, Stewart,

Coté (LongueuiD, Jamieson, Munro, Tardif,



888 VOTES AND PROCEEDINGS October 20, 1966

Teillet, Tolmie, Walker, Webb,

Thomas Tremblay, Watson (Chateau- Whelan,
(Maisonneuve- Tucker, guay-Huntingdon- Winch,.
Rosemont), Turner, Laprairie), Yanakis—100.

(Proceedings on Adjournment Motion)

At 10.12 o’clock p.m., the question “That this House do now adjourn” was
deemed to have been proposed pursuant to provisional Standing Order 39-A;

After debate thereon, the said question was deemed to have been adopted.

Returns and Reports Deposited with the Clerk of the House

The following papers having been deposited with the Clerk of the House
were laid upon the Table pursuant to Standing Order 40, namely:

By Mr. Drury, a Member of the Queen’s Privy Council,—Report of the
National Research Council including the Report of the Medical Research Council,
for the year ended March 31, 1966, pursuant to section 16(3) of the Research
Council Act, chapter 239, R.S.C., 1952, and also the Report of Canadian Patents
and Development Limited for the same period, certified by the Auditor General,
pursuant to sections 85(3) and 87(3) of the Financial Administration Act,
chapter 116, R.S.C., 1952. (English and French).

By Mr. Nicholson, a Member of the Queen’s Privy Council,—Revised
Capital Budget of Central Mortgage and Housing Corporation for the year
ending December 31, 1966, pursuant to section 80(2) of the Financial Ad-
ministration Act, chapter 116, R.S.C., 1952, as approved by Order in Council
P.C. 1966-1965, dated October 13, 1966. (English and French).

By Mr. Sharp, a Member of the Queen’s Privy Council—Report of the
Superintendent of Insurance for Canada on Loan and Trust Companies for the
year ended December 31, 1965, pursuant to section 9 of the Department of
Insurance Act, chapter 70, R.S.C., 1952. (English and French).

At 10.35 o’clock p.m., the House adjourned until to-morrow at 11.00
o’clock a.m.

LUCIEN LAMOUREUX,
Speaker.
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NOTICE PAPER

Inquiries of Ministry—On Monday next

No. 2,060—Mr. Forrestall—October 20

What is the total of pay and allowances during the fiscal year 1965-66, for
servicemen at each of the following bases: (a) HMCS Stadacona (b) HMC
Dockyard, Halifax (c) CS Shearwater (d) RCAF Greenwood (e) HMCS
Cornwallis (f) RCAF Gorsebrook (g) Eastern Air Command (h) RCAF Sum-
merside (i) CFB Camp Gagetown (j) RCAF Chatham (k) Military Radio
Stations in Nova Scotia, Prince Edward Island and New Brunswick?

No. 2,061—Mr. Forrestall—October 20

How many civilian employees are presently working at (¢) HMCS Stada-
cona (b) HMC Dockyard, Halifax (¢) HMCS Shearwater (d) RCAF Green-
wood (e) HMCS Cornwallis (f) RCAF Gorsebrook (g) Eastern Air Command
(h) RCAF Summerside (i) CFB Camp Gagetown (j) RCAF Chatham (k)
Military Radio Stations in Nova Scotia, Prince Edward Island and New
Brunswick?

No. 2,062—Mr. Forrestall—October 20
What is the total of civilian pay and allowances paid out during the last
fiscal year 1965-66 at each of the following bases (a¢) HMCS Stadacona (b)
HMC Dockyard, Halifax (¢) HMCS Shearwater (d) RCAF Greenwood (e)
HMCS Cornwallis (f) RCAF Gorsebrook (g) Eastern Air Command (h) RCAF
Summerside (i) CFB Camp Gagetown (j) RCAF Chatham (k) Military Radio
Stations in Nova Scotia, Prince Edward Island and New Brunswick?

No. 2,063—Mr. Forrestall—October 20
How many members of the Armed Services are presently stationed at
(a) HMCS Stadacona (b) HMC Dockyard, Halifax (¢) HMCS Shearwater (d)
RCAF Greenwood (e) HMCS Cornwallis (f) RCAF Gorsebrook (g) Eastern
Air Command (h) RCAF Summerside (i) CFB Camp Gagetown (j) RCAF
Chatham (k) Military Radio Stations in Nova Scotia, Prince Edward Island
and New Brunswick?

No. 2,064—M7r. Forrestall—October 20
1. What is the present strength of militia services by force in (a) Nova
Scotia (b) New Brunswick (c¢) Prince Edward Island?
2. By province and force, what was the total of pay and allowances to
these men and women during the fiscal year 1965-66?
3. By province and force, what was the amount of all other militia
expenditures during the fiscal year 1965-66?
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No. 2,065—Mr. Forrestall—October 20 1

By fiscal years 1960-61, 1961-62, 1962-63, 1963-64, 1964-65, -1965.-68, g

1966-67, what is the Department of National Defence expenditure by province

in the Atlantic Provinces for (a) civilian salaries and wages (b) military
pay and allowances (c) capital expenditures (d) other expenditures?

No. 2,066—Mr. Dinsdale—October 20
1. Have tenders been called for the construction of a hostel at Cambridge
Bay, N.W.T. and, if so, how many tenders were received and what were the
bids in each case?
~ 2. When will the contract be awarded?

No. 2,067—Mr. Dinsdale—October 20

1. Is it the intention of the government to build a bridge across the Klon-
dyke River at Dawson City to facilitate transportation of asbestos from the
Clinton Creek Mine? i

2. If so, will this bridge be built in time for the commencement of pro-
duction next year?

No. 2,068—Mr. Caouette—October 20—
1. What was the initial amount of the contract awarded to Mr. Adéodat
Cliche for the transportation of mail between Lévis and Riviére-du-Loup?
2. How many miles per day does the aforesaid mail carrier cover?

3. Has this initial contract been revised or amended and, if so (a) on
what date (b) what is its present amount?

*No. 2,069—Mr. Knowles—October 20

1. What is the total amount collected by way of personal income tax for
old age security, sales tax of old age security and corporation income tax
for old age security, and credited to the Old Age Security Fund, during the
period from April 1, 1963, to August 31, 19662

2. What is the total amount paid out in pensions under the Old Age
Security Act during the period from April 1, 1963, to August 31, 19667

No. 2,070—Mr. Forrestall—October 20

1. What are the present average earnings of (a) Commissioned Officers,
male and female (b) Other Ranks, male and female, in the Armed Services
in (i) Nova Scotia (ii) New Brunswick (iii) Prince Edward Island?

2. What are the present average earnings for all occupations, male and

felma:le?, in (a) Canada (b) Nova Scotia (¢) New Brunswick (d) Prince Edward
sland?
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No. 2,071—Mr. Forrestall—October 20
1. What is the present population of Nova Scotia?
2. How many persons are presently in the labour force in Nova Scotia?

3. How many persons are presently engaged in national defence and sup-
porting services and industries in Nova Scotia (a¢) in the Armed Services
(b) in civilian jobs?

No. 2,072—Mr. Forrestall—October 20
1. What is the present population of (a) Canada (b) the Atlantic Prov-
inces?
2. How large is the present labour force in (a) Canada (b) the Atlantic
Provinces?

3. How many persons are now employed in national defence and sup-
porting services and industries in (a) Canada (b) the Atlantic Provinces?

4. How many members of the Armed Forces are there now in (a) Canada
(b) the Atlantic Provinces?

5. How many civilian employees are now employed in national defence and
supporting services and industries in (@) Canada (b) the Atlantic Provinces?

No. 2,073—Mr. Webb—October 20

1. Was there any damage done to the new federal building at Port Hope,
Ontario, on October 18 or 19, 1966?

2. Who is responsible for the designing of the new federal building at
Port Hope, Ontario?

Notices of Motions (Routine Proceedings)—On Monday next

October 20—Mr. Gray (Chairman of the Standing Committee on Finance,
Trade and Economic Affairs):

That the Thirteenth Report of the Standing Committee on Finance, Trade
and Economic Affairs, presented to the House on Thursday, October 20, 1966,
be concurred in.

Government Notices of Motions—On Monday next

October 20—The Secretary of State:

That the Standing Committee on Privileges and Elections be empowered
to study the Canada Elections Act and to report to the House such proposals
as the Committee may deem advisable.

October 20—The Secretary of State:

That the report of the Committee on Election Expenses tabled October
eleventh last be referred to the Standing Committee on Privileges and Elections.
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October 20—The Secretary of State:

That the White Paper on Broadcasting (1966) tabled on July fourth last
be referred to the Standing Committee on Broadcasting, Films and Assistance
to the Arts.

Rocer DunAMEL, FRS.C., Queen's Printer and Controller of Stationery. Ottawa, 1966
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No. 138

VOTES AND PROCEEDINGS

OF THE

HOUSE OF COMMONS

OF CANADA

OTTAWA, FRIDAY, OCTOBER 21, 1966.

11.00 o’clock a.m.
PRAYERS.

Mr. Speaker, laid before the House,—Extract from the Minutes of a Meet-
| ing of the Commissioners of Internal Economy, held on October 18, 1966,
| relating to salary revisions affecting a number of positions in the House of
| Commons. (English and French).

SALARY REVISIONS

‘ The Commissioners authorized that each employee of the House of Com-
|  mons whose position is classified in the classes listed hereunder be paid the
rate shown immediately below the rate paid on the effective dates hereafter
indicated and, if appointed after such effective date or dates, the rate shown
immediately below the rate paid on the date of appointment.
It is further authorized that said revision is to apply to employees and
former employees of the House of Commons in the same manner as though
they had been included in section 2B of the Retroactive Remuneration Regula-

tions.
The following salary revisions are approved:

(1) Final salary revision for classes which received only interim salary
. revisions in 1965 are further revised effective October 1, 1965, as follows:

CLERICAL CLASSES
Clerk Messenger

From: $2714
To: $2818
Clerk 1

From: $2558 2652 2746 2839 2933 3026
To: $2656 2754 2852 2948 3046 3143

V 138—1
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Clerk 2

From: $3214 3370 3526 3682
To: $3511 3627 3743 3859

Clerk 3
Office Composing Equipment Operator 3

From: $4056 4212 4368 4524
To: $4290 4455 4620 4785

Clerk (Continuous—Temporary and Sessional)

From: $4243

To: $4488

From: $4493

To: $4752

From: $4711

To: $4983
Clerk 4

Office Composing Equipment Operator 4

From: $4586 4742 4898 5054
To: $4851 5016 5181 5346

Supervisor 1, Office Services

From: $4742 4930 5117 5304
To: $5016 5214 5412 5610

Bookkeeper—Parliamentary Restaurant

From: $5242 5429 5616 5803
To: $5544 5742 5940 6138

Principal Clerk (Clerical)

From: $5242 5429 5616 5803
To: $5544 5742 5940 6138

Supervising Clerk

From: $5741 5928 6115 6302
To: $6072 6270 6468 6666

SECRETARIAL AND STENOGRAPHIC CLASSES
Stenographer 1

From: $2590 2683 2777 2870 2964 3058 3151 3245 3338
To: $2715 2812 2911 3008 3107 3205 3303 3401 3499

Stenographer 2

From: $3401 3557 3713 3869
To: $3597 3762 3927 4092

Members’ Secretaries
From: $4118 4243 4368 4586 4742 4898 5054
To: $4356 4488 4620 4847 5012 5177 5342
(increases are semi-annual up to and including $4620)
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Clerk 4 (Secretary) W T SR
From: $4586 4742 4898 5054 : Rt i
To: $4851 5016 5181 5346

Secretary to Executive O R VA
From: $4742 4930 5117 5304 v i e U VIEE
10 $5016 5214 5412 5610 : ; A predlne B

Secretary

From: $4805 4992 5179 5366
To: - $5082 5280 5478 5676

Parliamentary Amanuensis
From: $4867 5117 5366 5518 N e Vi rabh b Dt i s B
To: $5148 5412 5676 5836 i e o

Principal Clerk (Secretary)
Secretary to Deputy Speaker TR T
Secretary to Second’ Clerk Assistant e v

From: $5242 5429 5616 5803
To: $5544 5742 5940 6138

Secretary, Law Branch
Secretary to Clerk Assistant
Secretary to Speaker of the House (2)

From: $5491 5678 5866 6053
To: $5808 6006 6204 6402

Secretary to Sergeant-at-Arms
Secretary to Speaker of the House (1)

From: $5741 5928 6115 6302
To: $6072 6270 6468 6666

Executive Assistant, Chief Government Whip
Executive Assistant, Chief Opposition Whip

From: $6080 6269 6458 6647
Xat $6370 6568 6766 6964

Secretary to the Clerk of the House

From: $6143 6332 6521 6710
To: $6436 6634 6832 7029

MANAGEMENT AND ADMINISTRATIVE CLASSES

Reference Indexer 1

From: $5054 5242 5429 5616 5803
To: $5394 5595 5794 5994 6194

Technical Officer 2
From: $5242 5429 5616 5803
To: $5595 5794 5994 6194
V 138—1%
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Postal Officer, House of Commons

From: $5554 5741 5928 6115
To: $5928 6127 6327 6527

Committee Officer 1

From: $5242 5491 5741 5990 6302
To: $5595 5861 6127 6393 6726 3
(increases are semi-annual up to and including $6393)

Committee Reporting Secretary Trainee

From: $4118 4368 4586 4867 5117 5366/5670 5922 6237 6426
To: $4356 4620 4851 5148 5412 5676/5994 6260 6592 6793

Assistant Chief, Distribution Office

From: $6080 6269 6458 6647 J
To: $6427 6627 6827 7027

Reference Indexer 2

From: $5922 6174 6489 6804
To: $6260 6527 6860 7193

Administrative Officer 1
Assistant Chief of Stationery and Requisitions Branch

From: $6206 6395 6584 6773 6962
To: $6560 6760 6960 7160 7360

Assistant Chief—Members’ Secretaries Branch
Assistant Postmaster
Personnel Officer 2

From: $6395 6584 6773 6962
To: $6760 6960 7160 7360

Administrative Officer 2 (Office of the Leader of the Official Opposition)
Clerk of Parliamentary Papers
Index Reference Analyst

From: $6804 6993 7245 7497
To: $7193 7393 7659 7925

Chief of Parliamentary Distribution Office
Committee Reporting Secretary
From: $6993 7245 7497 7749

To: $7393 7659 7925 8192
Office Manager (Parliamentary Associations)

From: $7875

To: $8325

Administrative Officer 3
Clerk of Orders

From: $7340 7592 7844 8096
To: $7759 8026 8292 8559
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Chief Members’ Secretaries Branch
Administrative Officer 4

Chief of Stationery and Requisitions Branch
Postmaster—House of Commons

From: $7696 8014 8395 8777
To: $8059 8392 8791 9191

Assistant Chief of Index and Reference Branch (French)
Assistant Chief of Index and Reference Branch (English)
Committee Officer 2
Committee Reporter
Editorial Assistant (Recording and Transcribing Service)

From: $7791 8109 8427 8809
To: $8159 8492 8825 9225

Senior Committee Reporter

From: $7791 8109 8427 8809 9317
To: $8159 8492 8825 9225 9757

Assistant Chief of Personnel

From: $8268 8650 9031 9413 9794 10176
To: $8658 9058 9457 9857 10256 10656

Executive Assistant to the Speaker ;
Deputy to Co-ordinating Secretary for Parliamentary Associations

From: $10600
To: $11100

Committee Officer 3
Hansard Reporter

From: $9667 10049 10473 10918
20! $10123 10523 10967 11433

Hansard Editorial Assistant and Hansard Reporter

From: $9127 9508 9890 10271 10653 11130
To: $9558 9957 10357 10756 11156 11655

Assistant Chief of Committees and Private Legislation Branch
Assistant Chief of English Journals

Assistant Chief of French Journals

Assistant Editor of English Debates and Hansard Reporter
Assistant Editor of French Debates and Hansard Reporter
Chief of English Committee Reporting Service

Chief of English Index and Reference Branch

Chief of French Index and Reference Branch

Chief of Recording and Transcribing Service

From: $10197 10579 11003 11448
To: $10678 11078 11522 11988
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Executive Assistant to the Leader of the Official Opposition

From: $12720
To: $13320

Co-ordinating Secretary for Parliamentary Associations

From: $9540 10600 11660 12720
To: $9990 11100 12210 13320

Research Assistant—Office of the Leader of the Official Opposition

From: $13038
To: $13653

Chief of Committees and Private Legislation Branch
Chief of English Journals

Chief of French Journals

Chief of English Hansard Reporting Service

Chief of French Hansard Reporting Service

Chief of Personnel

From: $11554 11978 12508 13038
To: $12099 12543 13098 13653

Special Assistant to the Leader of the Official Opposition
From: $12296 12826 13356 13886
To: $12876 13431 13986 14541

(2) Effective July 1, 1966, all classes of House of Commons positions will
receive the following salary revisions:

CLERICAL CLASSES
Clerk Messenger

From: $2818
To: $2930
Clerk 1

From: $2656 2754 2852 2948 3046 3143
To: $2770 2870 2970 3070 3170 3270

Clerk 2
From: $3511 3627 3743 3859
To: $3650 - 3770 3890 4010
Clerk 3

Office Composing Equipment Operator 3

From: $4290 4455 4620 4785
To: $4470 4640 4810 4980

Clerk (Continuous—Temporary and Sessional)

From: $4488
To: $4670
From: $4752
To: $4940
From: $4983

To: $5180
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Clerk 4
Office Composing Equipment Operator 4

From: $4851 5016 5181 5346
To: $5050 5220 5390 5560

Supervisor 1, Office Services

From: $5016 5214 5412 5610
To: $5220 5430 5640 5850

Bookkeeper—Parliamentary Restaurant

From: $5544 5742 5940 6138
To: $5770 5980 6190 6400

Principal Clerk (Clerical)

From: $5544 5742 5940 6138
To: $5770 5980 6190 6400

Supervising Clerk

From: $6072 6270 6468 6666
To! $6310 6520 6730 6940

SECRETARIAL AND STENOGRAPHIC CLASSES

Stenographer 1

From: $2715 2812 2911 3008 3107 3205 3303 3401 3499
To: $2830 2930 3030 3130 3230 3330 3430 3530 3630

Stenographer 2

From: $3597 3762 3927 4092
To: $3750 3920 4090 4260

. Members’ Secretaries

From: $4356 4488 4620 4847 5012 5177 5342
To: $4530 4660 4790 5050 5220 5390 5560
(increases are semi-annual up to and including $4790)

Clerk 4 (Secretary)

From: $4851 5016 5181 5346
To: $5050 5220 5390 5560

Secretary to Executive
From: $5016 5214 5412 5610

To: $5220 5430 5640 5850
~ Secretary

From: $5082 5280 5478 5676

To: $5290 5500 5710 5920

Parliamentary Amanuensis

From: $5148 5412 5676 5836
To: $5360 5630 5900 6070
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Principal Clerk (Secretary)
Secretary to Deputy Speaker
Secretary to Second Clerk Assistant

From:
To:

Secretary, Law Branch
Secretary to Clerk Assistant
Secretary to Speaker of the House (2)

From:
To:

Secretary to Sergeant-at-Arms
Secretary to Speaker of the House (1)

From:
o

Executive Assistant, Chief Government Whip
Executive Assistant, Chief Opposition Whip

From:
To:

Secretary to the Clerk of the House

From:
To:

Reference Indexer 1

From:
To:

Technical Officer 2

From:
To:

Postal Officer, House of Commons

From:
To:

Committee Officer 1

From:
To:

Committee Reporting Secretary Trainee

From:
To:

VOTES AND PROCEEDINGS October 21, 1966

$5544 5742 5940 6138
$5770 5980 6190 6400

$5808 6006 6204 6402
$6040 6250 6460 6670

$6072 6270 6468 6666
$6320 6530 6740 6950

$6370 6568 6766 6964
$6620 6830 7040 7250

$6436 6634 6832 7029
$6690 6900 7110 7320

MANAGEMENT AND ADMINISTRATIVE CLASSES

$5394 5595 5794 5994 6194
$5550 5760 5970 6180 6390

$5595 5794 5994 6194
$5760 5970 6180 6390

$5928 6127 6327 6527
$6100 6310 6520 6730

$5595 5861 6127 6393 6726
$5770 6040 6310 6580 6930

(increases are semi-annual up to and including $6580)

$4356 4620 4851 5148 5412 5676/5994 6260 6592 6793
$4490 4760 5000 5300 5570 5840/6170 6450 6790 7000
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Assistant Chief, Distribution Office

From: $6427 6627 6827 7027
nos $6620 6830 7040 7250

Reference Indexer 2

From: $6260 6527 6860 7193
To: $6450 6720 7070 7420

Administrative Officer 1
Assistant Chief of Stationery and Requisitions Branch

From: $6560 6760 6960 7160 7360
To: $6750 6960 7170 7380 7590

Assistant Chief—Members’ Secretaries Branch
Assistant Postmaster
Personnel Officer 2

From: $6760 6960 7160 7360
To: $6960 7170 7380 7590

Administrative Officer 2 (Office of the Leader of the Official Opposition)
Clerk of Parliamentary Papers
Index Reference Analyst

From: $7193 7393 7659 7925

To: $7410 7620 7890 8160

Chief of Parliamentary Distribution Office
Committee Reporting Secretary

From: $7393 7659 7925 8192
B 08 $7620 7890 8160 8430

Office Manager (Parliamentary Associations)

From: $8325
To: $8580

Administrative Officer 3
Clerk of Orders

From: §$7759 8026 8292 8559
To: $8000 8270 8540 8810

Chief Members’ Secretaries Branch
Administrative Officer 4
Chief of Stationery and Requisitions Branch
Postmaster—House of Commons

From: $8059 8392 8791 9191

To: $8300 8650 9060 9470

Assistant Chief of Index and Reference Branch (French)
Assistant Chief of Index and Reference Branch (English)
Committee Officer 2
Committee Reporter
Editorial Assistant (Recording and Transcribing Service)
From: $8159 8492 8825 9225
To: $8410 8750 9090 9500
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Senior Committee Reporter
From: $8159 8492 8825 9225 9757
To: $8410 8750 9090 9500 10050

Assistant Chief of Personnel

From: $8658 9058 9457 9857 10256 10656
To: $8920 9330 9740 10150 10560 10970

Executive Assistant to the Speaker BT
Deputy to Co-ordinating Secretary for Parliamentary Associations
From: $11100
To: $11430

Committee Officer 3
Hansard Reporter

From: $10123 10523 10967 11433
To: $10430 10840 11300 11780

Hansard Editorial Assistant and Hansard Reporter

From: $9558 9957 10357 10756 11156 11655
o $9850 10260 10670 11080 11490 12010

Assistant Chief of Committees and Private Legislation Branch
Assistant Chief of English Journals
Assistant Chief of French Journals
Assistant Editor of English Debates and Hansard Reporter
Assistant Editor of French Debates and Hansard Reporter
Chief of English Committee Reporting Service
Chief of English Index and Reference Branch
Chief of French Index and Reference Branch
Chief of Recording and Transcribing Service

From: $10678 11078 11522 11988

To: $11000 11410 11870 12350

Executive Assistant to the Leader of the Official Opposition
From: $13320
To: $13720

Co-ordinating Secretary for Parliamentary Associations

From: $9990 11100 12210 13320
To: $10300 11440 12580 13720

Research Assistant—Office of the Leader of the Official Opposition
From: $13653
To: $14060

Chief of Committees and Private Legislation Branch
Chief of English Journals
Chief of French Journals
Chief of English Hansard Reporting Service
Chief of French Hansard Reporting Service
Chief of Personnel
From: $12099 12543 13098 13653
To: $12460 12920 13490 14060
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Special Assistant to the Leader of the Official Opposition

From: $12876 13431 13986 14541
To: $13270 13840 14410 14980

OPERATIONAL CLASSES

Outside Washroom Attendant

4 From: $1.25 per hour
1 To: $1.35 per hour

Check Room Attendant
From: $1.25 per hour

To: $1.35 per hour
Cleaning Service Woman
From: $1365
To: $1480
Page
j From: $1680
To: $1820
Speaker’s Page
From: $1740
To: $1880
Ladies’ Lounge Attendant
From: $2520
To: $2720

Hostess, Parliamentary Restaurant

From: $3619 3775 3931
T0: $3770 3930 4090

Parliamentary Messenger
Senior Page
Cleaning Service Man

From: $3552 3702 3852 4002
To: $3840 4000 4160 4320

Storeman 1

From: $4145 4295 4445 4595
To: $4480 4640 4800 4960

Parliamentary Confidential Messenger
Messenger—Despatcher

From: $4146 4296 4446 4596
To: $4480 4640 4800 4960

Parliamentary Messenger-Driver

From: $4596
To: $4960
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Foreman

From: $4260 4410 4560 4710
To: $4610 4770 4930 5090

Speaker’s Assistant Steward

From: $4380 4510 4680 4830
ro: $4730 4870 5050 5210

Postal Clerk, Sessional

From: $3855 4005 4155 4305 4455 4605 4765 4905 1
To: $4170 4330 4490 4650 4810 4970 5150 5300

Receptionist
Assistant Chief of Pages

From: $4590 4740 4890 5040
iro: $5010 5170 5330 5490

Second Deputy Sergeant-at-Arms
From: $5040
T0: $5500

Postal Clerk, Continuous

From: $4165 4315 4465 4615 4765 4915 5065 5215
To0: $4550 4710 4870 5030 5190 5350 5510 5670

Constable, Protective Service

From: $4620 4764 4920 5064 5220
To: $5040 5200 5360 5520 5680

Storeman 3

From: $4795 4945 5095 5245
To: $5230 5390 5550 5720

Manager, Coffee Shop
Manager, Parliamentary Cafeteria

From: $5040 5242 5429 5616
To: $5310 5510 5710 5910

Chief of Pages

From: $5340 5520 5700 5880
To: $5820 6020 6220 6420

Sergeant, Protective Service

From: $5340 5520 5700 5880
4 o $5820 6020 6220 6420

Speaker’s Steward

From: $5340 5520 5700 5880
To: $5820 6020 6220 6420

Assistant Chief of Parliamentary Messengers

From: $5460 5640 5820 6000
To: $5950 6150 6350 6550
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Assistant Chef—Parliamentary Restaurant

From: $5200 5720 6240
To: $5460 6010 6560

Assistant Supervisor, Cleaning Service

From: $5670 5850 6030 6270
To: $6180 6380 6580 6840

Chief Purchasing Agent

From: $5554 5741 5928 6115 6302
To: $5830 6030 6230 6430 6630

Chief of Parliamentary Messengers

From: $6090 6270 6450 6630
To: $6640 6840 7040 7240

Maitre d’hétel

From: $6038 6300 6563 6825
To: $6290 6560 6830 7100

Deputy Chief of Protective Service
Assistant Chief of Equipment, Purchaser and Storekeeper

From: $6150 6330 6510 6750
To: $6700 6900 7100 7360

Supervisor, Cleaning Service

From: $6300 6480 6660 6900
To: $6870 7060 7250 7520

Chief of Protective Service
Chief of Equipment, Purchaser and Storekeeper

From: $7020 7200 7440 7680
To: $7730 7930 8190 8450

Deputy Sergeant-at-Arms

From: $7470 7710 7950 8190
To: $8220 8480 8740 9000

Assistant Manager—Parliamentary Restaurant

From: $7950 8268 8586 9010
To: $8270 8600 8930 9370

Chef—Parliamentary Restaurant

From: $8904 9540 10176
To: $9260 9920 10580

Manager—Parliamentary Restaurant

From: $9540 9858 10176 10600
To: $9920 10250 10580 11020
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The responsibilities of the class Chief Steward and Storekeeper have been
reassessed and the salary is revised SN s
From: $4555 4742 4930 5117 5304
To: $5054 5242 5429 5616
and is revised

From: $5054 5242 5429 5616
To: $5310 5510 5710 5910

MAINTENANCE CLASSES

The followmg maintenance classes are abolished and the positions now
included in these classes are reclassified to the new classes Tradesman 1, 2 and
3, House of Commons, as follows:

1. Locksmith—$5300—becomes Tradesman 3, House of Commons——$5830

2. Carpenter

Upholsterer
Furniture Finisher—$4760—become Tradesman 2, House of Com-
mons—$5440
3. Assistant Locksmith—$4460—becomes Tradesman 1, House of Com-
mons—$4910
4. Barber
Tailor

Masseur—$4700—become Serviceman, House of Commons—$5080

An administrative allowance of $15 per month may be paid in the posmon
of Locksmith, in one of the positions of Carpenter and in one of the Barber
positions to compensate the employees who have administrative and/or super-
visory responsibilities for each of these functions.

The title of the following classes remain unchanged and their salaries are
revised as follows:

Shoe-Shiner

From: $2580

1+ 14 $2790
Radio Technician

From: $4760

To: $5140

RESTAURANT CLASSES

Dishwasher

From: $2360

To: $2550
Floor Girl

From: $2360

To: $2550

Counter Girl

From: $2360
To: $2550
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Bus Boy

From: $2360

To: $2550
Linen Room Attendant

From: $2360

To: $2550
Service Room Assistant

From: $2360

To: $2550
Waitress

From: $2360

To: $2550
Night Watchman

From: $2400

To: $2590
Assistant Head Dishwasher

From: $2400

To: $2590
Vegetable Woman

From: $2420

To: $2610
Pot Washer

From: $2570

To: $2780
Dishwasher—Potwasher

From: $2570

To: $2780

Cashier, Cafeteria
From: $2360 2500 2640

To: $2550 2700 2850
Head Dishwasher

From: $2640

To: $2850
Head—Service Room

From: $2640

To: $2850

Food Checker

From: $2360 2500 2640
To: $2550 2700 2850

903
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Storekeeper

From: $2640

To: $2850
Second Cook, Cafeteria

From: $2800

To: $3020
Kitchen Porter

From: $2880

To: $3110
Equipment Man and Storekeeper

From: $3120

q0: $3370

Bar Attendant
Sauce Chef Assistant

From: $3480
TO: $3760
Cold Meat Assistant
From: $3480
To: $3760
Assistant Pastry Cook
From: $3480
To: $3760
Fry Chef
From: $3820
To: $4130
Roast and Broiler Chef
From: $3825
To: $4130
First Cook
From: $3825
To: $4130
Butcher
From: $3825
To: $4130
Cold Meat Chef
From: $4000
To: $4320
Swing Chef
From: $4160

To: $4490
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Sauce Chef
From: $4200
To: $4540
Second Assistant Chef—Night
From: $4200
10 $4540
Pastry Cook
From: $4440
To: $4800

Assistant Chef

From: $5000 5500 6000
To: $5450 6000 6550

The above revisions take into account:

(a) Increases in wages or salaries provided to similar occupational
groups in other sectors of employment since each class was
established or last revised;

(b) provides for additional amounts to anticipate at least in part further

increases which may be provided in other sectors of employment
between July 1, 1966 and the next salary or wage revision.

Salaries and wages of positions in the House of Commons will be kept under
continuing review but will from now on normally be revised once per year
effective July 1.

The class Painter is to be remunerated at the prevailing rate authorized
for the Public Service for the painting trade in the Ottawa area. The differential
paid to Cleaning Service Man employed as Painter is to be remunerated on
the same basis while the employees are employed as painters.

Effective May 1, 1966.

Existing authorities attached to the various classes are continued. Where
such notes specify a rate or rates in the range they will apply to the new rate
or rates shown under the rate for which the authority was provided.

Abolition of Class

The position Assistant Hostess (Parliamentary Restaurant) is reclassified
to Hostess (Parliamentary Restaurant) effective July 1, 1966 and the incumbent
promoted thereto. The class Assistant Hostess (Parliamentary Restaurant) is
abolished effective July 1, 1966.

Mr. Asselin (Richmond-Wolfe), from the Standing Committee on Standing
Orders, presented the Third Report of the said Committee, which is as follows:

Pursuant to its Order of Reference of October 18, 1966, your Committee has
considered the following petition for a Private Bill, filed after the time specified
in Standing Order 93, together with the Clerk of Petitions’ report thereon
tabled on October 17, 1966.

V 138—2
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THE BELL TELEPHONE COMPANY OF CANADA

The spokesman for the Company stated that it is essential that the proposed
legislation be allowed to proceed as soon as possible during the present session
of Parliament. They asked that the petition be received.

Having considered the petition for a Private Bill, your Committee recom-
mends that Standing Order 93 be suspended, in relation thereto, and that the
petition be received. The consequent charges as provided by Standing Order
94(3)(a) and (c) will amount to $300.00.

The petition referred to above, together with the report of the Clerk of
Petitions related thereto, is returned herewith.

A copy of the relevant Minutes of Proceedings and Evidence (Issue No. 2) is
appended.

(The Minutes of Proceedings and Evidence accompanying the said Report
recorded as Appendix No. 27 to the Journals).

Mr. Bell (Carleton), seconded by Mr. Fairweather, by leave of the House,
introduced Bill C-237, An Act to amend the Supreme Court Act, which was

read the first time and ordered for a second reading at the next sitting of the
House.

Mr. McCleave, seconded by Mr. Fane, by leave of the House, introduced
Bill C-238, An Act to secure freedom of choice in television viewing, which

was read the first time and ordered for a second reading at the next sitting of
the House.

The Order being read for the second reading of Bill S-35, An Act respecting

the prevention of employment injury in federal works, undertakings and
businesses;

Mr. Nicholson, seconded by Mr, Robichaud, moved,—That the said bill
be now read a second time.

After debate thereon, the question being put on the said motion it was
agreed to.

Apcordingly, the said bill was read the second time and referred to the
Standing Committee on Labour and Employment.

At 11.58 o’clock a.m., the House resolved itself again into Committee of

Supply, and progress having been made and reported the Committee obtained
leave to sit again later this day.

'At 1.10 o'clock p.m., by unanimous consent, the sitting was suspended
until 2.30 o’clock p.m. this day.

5 Ilkt 2.37 o’clock p.m., the house resolved itself again into Committee of
upply.
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(In the Committee)

The following resolutions were adopted (less amounts voted in Interim
Supply) : ; '

MAIN ESTIMATES, 1966-67

FISHERIES

1 Departmental Administration, including grants and con-
tributions as detailed in the Estimates .. .. .. .. .. $1,552,000 00

FISHERIES MANAGEMENT AND DEVELOPMENT

5 Operation and Maintenance, including Canada’s share of
the expenses of the International Commissions de-
tailed in the Estimates and of the costs of programs
and projects shared jointly with the Provinces and
R T e e G N R R AR R SO

10 Construction or Acquisition of Buildings, Works, Land
and Equipment, including acquisition of land for
the International Pacific Salmon Fisheries Commis-

118,099,000 00

PR o SR

o P

sion, as required by Article VIII of the Convention .. 4,822,000 00
3 15 Grants, contributions and subsidies in the amounts and
}, subject to the terms specified in the sub-vote titles
L,, listed in the Details of Estimates: .. .. .. .. .. .. 3,025,000 00

FISHERIES RESEARCH BOARD OF CANADA

20 Administration, Operation and Maintenance, including an

amount of $265,000 for grants for Fisheries Research

, and for Scholarships and authority to make recoverable

o advances of amounts not exceeding in the aggregate

the amount of the share of the International Great

‘ Lakes Fishery Commission of the cost of work on

lamprey control and lamprey research .. .. .. .. 8,770,000 00

« 25 Construction or Acquisition of Buildings, Works, Land
and Equipment .. SOt

3,000,000 00

SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATES (A), 1966-67

FISHERIES

la Departmental Administration—To extend the purposes of
Fisheries Vote 1 of the Main Extimates for 1966-67
to include Canada’s fee for membership in the Inter-
national Council for the Exploration of the Sea and to
provide afurther amount of . 0l a0 i BN e 18,000 00

FISHERIES MANAGEMENT AND DEVELOPMENT

5a Operation and Maintenance including Canada’s share of
the expenses of the International Commissions detailed
in the Estimates .. .. . : 290,000 00

10a Construction or Acquisition o.f Bulldmgs, Works, Landand
T S S R A T S ST, TR N 824,000 00
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15a Grants, Contributions and Subsidies in the amounts and

subject to the terms specified in the sub-vote titles

listed in the Details of Estimates .. .. .. .. .. &% 435,227 00
20a Administration, Operation and Maintenance .. .. .. .. 135,000 00

LOANS, INVESTMENTS AND ADVANCES

FISHERIES

L34a To extend the purposes of the revolving fund established

pursuant to Vote 542 of the Appropriation Act No. 3,
1953, to include the financing of transportation, dres-
sing and dyeing and other expenses incidental to
receiving and disposing of fur seal skins accruing to
Canada pursuant to the Interim Convention on Con-
servation of North Pacific Fur Seals entered into by
Canada, the United States of America, Japan and
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, dated at
Washington, February 9, 1957; additional amount
required. . 7ol s G Qe s 200,000 00

Resolutions to be reported.

At 4.55 o’clock p.m., the said resolutions were reported and concurred in,
and the Committee of Supply obtained leave to sit again at the next sitting of
the House.

Bill C-218, An Act to provide assistance to Livestock Feeders in Eastern
Canada and British Columbia, was again considered in Committee of the Whole,
reported with amendments and considered as amended.

By unanimous consent, the said bill was read the third time, on division,
and passed.

[Private Members’ Business was called pursuant to provisional
Standing Order 15(3)]

(Public Bills)

Orders numbered one to three having been called were allowed to stand
at the request of the government.

The Order being read for the second reading of Bill C-20, An Act to
amend the Judges Act (Discontinuation of Pension) ;

: Mr. Bell (Carleton), seconded by Mr. Churchill, moved,—That the said
bill be now read a second time.

And debate arising thereon;

The hour for Private Members’ Business expired.
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Returns and Reports Deposited with the Clerk of the House

The following paper having been deposited with the Clerk of the House
was laid upon the Table pursuant to Standing Order 40, namely:

By Mr. Pearson, a Member of the Queen’s Privy Council,—Summary of
Orders in Council passed during the month of August, 1966. (English and
French).

At 6.02 o’clock p.m., Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without question
put until Monday next at 2.30 o’clock p.m.

LUCIEN LAMOUREUX,
Speaker.



NOTICE PAPER

Inquiries of Ministry—On Monday next

No. 2,074—Mr. Douglas—October 21

Did the Minister of Transport consult with any organizations or groups
on the plan for a Prairie Rail Network guaranteed to January 1, 1975, prior
to his statement on September 12, 1966 and, if so, what are the names of
the organizations or groups consulted and when did such consultations take
place?

No. 2,075—Mr. Keays—October 21

1. Were there any protection wall projects undertaken in Sainte-Anne-
des-Monts, Quebec, during 1966?

2. If so (a) who were the tenderers and what amounts were tendered
(b) who was awarded the contract?

No. 2,076—M~r. Southam—October 21

1. On the basis of the redistribution of federal constituencies in Sas-
katchewan, have any Returning Officers been appointed?

2. If so (a) how many, and under whose recommendation and authority
were they appointed (b) what are the names and addresses of these appointees
and on what date or dates were they appointed?

No. 2,077—Mr. Southam—October 21

1. On what date and where will a conference be held to re-negotiate
another International World Wheat Agreement?

2. How many and who will be Canada’s representatives at this conference?
3. How many countries will be represented at this conference?

4. Is it the government’s intention to press for an increase in the price
of wheat under a new agreement and, if so, how much?

5_. What will be the government’s recommendation as to the length of
term in years, that the new agreement should run?

No. 2,078—Mr. Caouette—October 21—

1. Has the government indicated its intention to amend section 79c of the

¥ncome Tax Act and, if so, has it completed the draft proposal and when will
it be submitted to the House?

2. If not, what is the required delay before resuming the registration of
pension plans in connection with section 79c?

#

" . October 21, 1966
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Notices of Motions (Routine Proceedings)—On Monday next

October 21—Mr. Asselin (Richmond-Wolfe) (Chairman of the Standing
Committee on Standing Orders):

That the Third Report of the Standing Committee on Standing Orders pre-
sented to the House on Friday, October 21, 1966, be concurred in.

Notices of Motions for the Production of Papers—On Wednesday next

No. 177—Mr. Douglas—October 21

That an Order of the House do issue for a copy of all correspondence be-
tween the Minister of Transport and any organizations or groups on the plan for
a Prairie Rail Network guaranteed to January 1, 1975, as announced by the Min-
ister of Transport on September 12, 1966.
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il NOTICE PAPER
MEETINGS OF COMMITTEES
Room Committee Hour
Subject to change from day to day
Monday, October 24
371 W.B. | Public Service (Joint) (Bills C—170, C-181 and C-182) | 10.00 a.m.
Tuesday, October 25
356—S Consumer Credit and Cost of Living (Joint).......... {9.30 a.m;
3.00 p.m.
209 W.B. | Drug Costs and Prices. .. u vy sat et s miia S 9.30 a.m.
S07 W.B. | Publio-Accounta. . ;.. .5 dns s e Uil Su e 9.30 a.m.
371 W.B. | Public Service (Joint) (Bills C-170, C-181 and C-182). | 10.00 a.m.
308 W.B. | Finance, Trade and Economic Affairs (Bills C-222
and C—888) .. 0.0, i ey 5 R R e {11.00 a.m.
3.30 p.m.
208 W.B. | Justice and Legal Affairs (Subject-matter of Bill C-87) | 11.00 a.m
256—S Special Joint Committee on Divoree................. 3.30 p.m.
253-D Transport and Communications (Bill C-231)......... 3.30 p.m.
Thursday, October 27
356-S Consumer Credit and Cost of Living (Joint).......... {9.30 a.m.
3.00 p.m.
200 W.B. | Drug Costs and Prices. .. .. 450w i St i s 9.30 a.m.
308 W.B. | Finance, Trade and Economic Affairs (Bills C-222 and
C-B88). v loitoiinn' viilbas B IR o 11.00 a.m.
307 W.B. | Industry, Research and Energy Development. ........ 11.00 a.m.
208 W.B. | J ustice and Legal Affairs (Subject-matter of Notice of
Motion No. 32and BillC-87).........oouvvvvno... 11.00 a.m.
371 W.B. | Public Service (Joint) (Bills C-170, C-181 and C-182). | 11.00 a.m.

Rocer DunamzL, r.rs.c., Queen's Printer and Controller of Stationery, Ottawa, 1966
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No. 139

VOTES AND PROCEEDINGS

OF THE

HOUSE OF COMMONS

OF CANADA

OTTAWA, MONDAY, OCTOBER 24, 1966.

2.30 o’clock p.m.
PRAYERS.

STATEMENT BY MR. SPEAKER

Mr. SPEAKER: On Thursday last the honourable Member for Edmonton-
Strathcona (Mr. Nugent) rose on what he termed a question of personal
privilege which he said affected not only himself but other honourable Mem-
bers, arising out of an article published in Le Droit on October 14 last. The
honourable Member said that the article imputes an improper motive to himself
and that it is a gross distortion of the facts. He then gave notice of a motion
that Mr. Marcel Pepin be called before the Bar of this House to be dealt with
as having breached our privileges.

As honourable Members know, the article in question was read into the
record by the Clerk of the House, after which I asked the House to give me an
opportunity to analyze the article in question and to study the motion pro-
posed by the honourable Member for Edmonton-Strathcona.

(The English translation of the said article in “Le Droit” being as follows):

SOME ADMIRALS WANT TO PRESERVE THE ANGLO-PROTESTANT
CHARACTER OF THE NAVY

By MARCEL PEPIN

Certain retired admirals have vowed that the navy would remain
what it has always been, that is, British and Protestant. The Conservative
outburst of passion against Mr. Paul Hellyer, Minister of National De-
fence is the work of two retired admirals who have not swallowed the
appointment of General Jean-V. Allard as head of the integrated forces,
with full authority over the navy.

V 139—1
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That explanation was given to us by no other than an English-speak-
ing military man, well aware of the situation.

The two rebels are Rear Admiral William Landymore, dismissed by
Mr. Hellyer for insubordination, and his predecessor, Admiral Brock.

The latter directed from the public gallery the attack of the Con-
servative member Terry Nugent against the hon. Mr. Hellyer, Wednesday.

Not only did he make signs to the member, but he also sent him
messages during the debate. Witnesses have stated that Admiral Brock,
who has been retired for three years, made a negative sign when Mr.
Hellyer called on Mr. Nugent to put his seat at stake by making a specific
charge of improper conduct. ‘

Our informant maintains that half a dozen superior navy officers
have been plotting at the Chester Club in Halifax since the appointment
of General Allard. ‘

The Chester Club, a classical WASP (White Anglo-Saxon Protest-
ant) style institution, groups retired admirals or other officers of the
navy whose mission it is to keep the navy British in character.

The appointment of General Allard and the replacement of Rear-
Admiral Landymore by Rear-Admiral O’Brien, an Irish Catholic, has
angered the defenders of the bastion.

The counter-revolution finally reached the House of Commons.
Messrs. Landymore and Brock have been haunting the corridors of
parliament for the last two days, and they spend their evenings with
Conservative members of parliament, engaged in perfecting a strategy
to make the government retreat.

Even if it is sometimes painful to change at a single stroke the spirit
of a body as closed as the Royal Canadian Navy, the Department of Na-
tional Defence is quite determined to win the battle.

Heretofore, no French Canadian could make his way in the navy,
but nobody ever decreed that the naval defence of this country was the
exclusive privilege of Anglo-Saxons, explained our informant.

“It is not by voting resolutions recognizing the equality between the
two groups that Canada will come out of the current crisis uninjured,
but by crushing reactionary forces in facts. We in the Defence Depart-
ment are ready to do our part,” concluded our informant.

As far as I have been able to ascertain, there have been only two cases in
the history of the Canadian House of Commons when journalists, whose conduct
has been complained of by honourable Members, have actually been brought
to the Bar. The first case arose in 1873 and is referred to in the Journals of
the House of Commons for that year at page 133. The second case is the well-
known attack on a Member of this House by Mr. E. E, Cing-Mars in 1906.

A cursory consideration of the facts in both these precedents show that
they were cases of flagrantly libelous allusions to Members of the House.

Earlier today in my chambers I discussed with the honourable Member
for Edmonton-Strathcona this aspect of his motion and I brought to his
attention the following annotation contained at page 466, volume 28 of Hals-
bury’s Laws of England, third edition, which reads as follows: “It is now the
usual practice of the House of Commons to refer complaint of breach of
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privilege or contempt to the Committee of Privileges for investigation and
report before summoning an offender to the Bar....”

W And later on: “a flagrant and obvious contempt would still however be
. considered by the House itself without reference to the Committee of
. Privileges.”

In the light of all the circumstances the honourable Member has agreed
. that perhaps the motion might be changed, and since a motion can be amended
© by an honourable Member at any time before it is formally put to the House,
. I suggest there is no procedural obstacle to the honourable Member for Edmon-
| ton-Strathcona being allowed to alter the proposed motion, the one of which
[5 he gave notice last week, and I suggest to honourable Members that he might
f be given an opportunity of doing this now.
4
i

N Whereupon the Honourable Member for Edmonton-Strathcona (Mr.
| Nugent) proposed to move,—That the question of breach of privilege raised
| on Thursday, October 20, 1966, by the Hon. Member for Edmonton-Strathcona,
k dealing with an article in Le Droit, Ottawa, Friday, October 14, 1966, under the
~ by-line of Marcel Pepin, (English Hansard page 8890) be referred to the Stand-
~ ing Committee on Privileges and Elections for investigation and report.

And a point of order having been raised and considered as to the admis-
sibility of the said proposed motion;

RULING BY MR. SPEAKER

Mr. SPEAKER: I thank honourable Members for the comments they have
made to assist the Chair in reaching a decision. It is obvious from the comments
- we have heard there is a difference of opinion between the Members, and this
justifies in my mind the difficulty I have had in reaching a decision. The
Minister of Public Works has pointed to a difficulty when he says that there
should be something perhaps specific in the motion from the article com-
plained of. My understanding of the honourable Member’s complaint, on the
basis of his motion, is that it is a question of personal privilege. The privilege
is based on these sentences in the article:

(Translation)

R R T

i The latter directed from the public gallery the attack of the Con-
“ servative member Terry Nugent against the hon. Mr. Hellyer, Wednesday.

Not only did he make signs to the member, but he also sent him
messages during the debate. Witnesses have stated that Admiral Brock,
who has been retired for three years, made a negative sign when Mr.
Hellyer called on Mr. Nugent to put his seat at stake by making a
specific charge of improper conduct.

3
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® The honourable Member’s contention is that his personal privileges are
~ adversely affected when the suggestion is made that he is not speakmg on
~ his own behalf but he is being directed by someone outside the House in the
- charges he was making at the time he proposed his original question of
- privilege. I might add that the precedent to which the honourable Member
for Edmonton West has referred, that is the 1962 case to which I will allude

" in a few minutes, concluded by a reference of not only certain parts of the

~ article but the whole article to the Standing Committee on Privileges and
f Elections.
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The motion presented by the honourable Member for Edmonton-Strath-

cona has now been changed. I read it into the record a moment ago. Although
it has not been put formally to the House, it purports j;o have the ma_xtter 3
complained of referred to the Standing Committee on Privileges and Elections.
I should like to quote from Beauchesne’s fourth edition, citation 104(5): “As
= motion taken at the time for matters of privilege is thereby given precedence
over the prearranged program of public business, the Speaker requires to be :
satisfied, both that there is a prima facie case that a breach of privilege has 1
been committed, and also that the matter is being raised at the earliest
opportunity.”

The above citation will also be found in May’s seventeenth edition, page
377. At page 248 of the same edition of May, we read the following: “Under
usage when a complaint of breach of privilege is raised he [this refers to Mr.
Speaker] has to decide whether a prima facie case has been made out which
would justify such proceedings taking precedence over the other business of
the House.”

The Speaker’s function is not to decide whether a breach of privilege has
been committed because this question can only be decided by the House itself.

The role of the Speaker is limited—and this has been pointed out by the
honourable Member for Edmonton West—to deciding, on a question of order
raised, whether (a) the complaint has been raised early enough, and (b) if
it can reasonably be held to be of the nature of a breach of privilege so as °
to give priority to the matter. ‘

Has the matter been raised at the earliest opportunity? The article was
published on Friday, October 14 and the question of privilege was raised only °
on the following Thursday, October 20. Some may hold the view—although
this objection was not taken in the course of the argument that we had earlier
today—that the matter was not raised at the first opportunity. However, I °
have taken into account the explanation and the reasons for such delay,
given by the honourable Member for Edmonton-Strathcona last Thursday and
I do not think that his complaint should be set aside on that particular ground.

The matter remaining to be decided by the Chair is not, I insist again, |
whether a breach of privilege has been committed or whether there is a prima
facie case that can reasonably be submitted to the House for adjudication. In
citation 113 of his fourth edition, Beauchesne refers to libels upon Members
and aspersions upon them in relation to Parliament as breaches of the privileges
of the Members. At page 303 of Bourinot’s fourth edition we read as follows:
“In the Canadian House, questions of privilege take a wide range, but it may
be st.ated in general terms that they refer to all matters affecting the rights ‘
and immunities of the House collectively, or to the position and conduct of
Members in their representative character.” 1

He places in this category reflections or libels in books and newspapers
on the House or Members thereof. 1

May deals with breaches of privilege or contempt in 