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Chalk River Nuclear Facilities

Ms. Ruby Dhalla (Brampton—Springdale, Lib.):
Mr. Speaker, yesterday the government identified a former nuclear power executive at Pickering, Mr.
Bob Strickert, as an independent expert who could verify that the research reactor at Chalk River is safe.

Can the government please confirm that Mr. Bob Strickert is the same person who serves as the
executive vice-president of the Durham Conservative Party Riding Association?

Hon. Gary Lunn (Minister of Natural Resources, CPC):

Mr. Speaker, as | have stated previously, we were very concerned. We went to great lengths to
resume the production of medical isotopes. | approached my deputy minister and | advised her that we
would like to have independent experts. The deputy minister provided those names.

We were happy that they went through extraordinary efforts last night to attend this Parliament to
answer questions from all parties. We should be thanking all the people who came here, not laughing at
them.

Question No. 137--
Ms. Ruby Dhalla:

What funds, grants, loans and loan guarantees has the government issued through its various
departments and agencies in the constituency of Brampton—Springdale for the period of January 24,
2006 to November 18, 2007, inclusive and in each case, where applicable: (a) what was the program
under which the payment was made; (b) what were the names of the recipients; (c) what was the
monetary value of the payment made; and (d) what was the percentage of program funding covered by
the payment received?

Mr. Tom Lukiwski (Parliamentary Secretary to the Leader of the Government in the House of
Commons and Minister for Democratic Reform, CPC):

Mr. Speaker, government information on funds, grants, loans and loan guarantees issued by
departments and agencies is based on parliamentary authorities for departmental or agency programs
and activities. This information is listed by department and government organization in the public
accounts and disclosed on the web sites of government organizations. However, government
organizations do not compile or analyze expenditure information by electoral district. Consequently, at
present, it would not be possible to provide the information in the form requested.



Over the course of the 39th Parliament, a number of government organizations have undertaken
efforts to identify federal expenditures by postal codes which could then be summarized by electoral
districts using a tool developed by Statistics Canada. While there is some promise in this approach, there
remains a significant potential for error since many postal codes straddle two or more electoral districts.
Moreover, the government would have significant concerns about the quality of the financial data
derived by this approach because there is no way to track the geographic area in which federal funding
is actually spent. For example, federal funding could be provided to the head office of a firm situated in
one electoral district, while the funding was actually spent by a subsidiary located in another electoral
district. This may also be the case for payments to individuals, organizations or foundations. For these
reasons, and the fact that fewer than half of government organizations have acquired the Statistics
Canada tool, it is not possible to produce an accurate and comprehensive answer to this question at the
present time.

That said, Statistics Canada has initiated a process to enhance the accuracy of the tool that provides
the link between postal codes and electoral districts. The process will allow departments which use the
tool to better approximate by electoral district data gathered on a postal code basis. The improved tool
is expected to be available at the end of January 2008, and training for government organizations on the
use of this tool is planned for February--March 2008.



