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(The House divided on the motion, which was agreed to on the following division:)

(Division No. 44)
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PAIRED

Nil

The Speaker: I declare the motion carried. Consequently the bill
stands referred to the Standing Committee on Citizenship and
Immigration. (Bill read the second time and referred to a
committee)

English
The Speaker: It being 6 p.m. the House will now proceed to the
consideration of private members' business as listed on today's order
paper.

Private Members' Business
[Private Members' Business]
* * *
Translation
Food and Drugs Act

Page 8
The House resumed from November 29, 2004, consideration of the
motion that Bill C-420, an act to amend the Food and Drugs Act, be read the
second time and referred to a committee.

Mr. Bernard Bigras (RosemontLa Petite-Patrie, BQ): Mr. Speaker, I am
extremely pleased today to speak on Bill C-420 to amend the Food and
Drugs Act.

The aim of this bill, which was introduced and read the first time on
October 21, 2004, is to ensure that natural health products are no longer



designated as drugs but rather as food.

I want to state right off that my party will vote in favour of the bill to amend
the Food and Drugs Act, but on certain conditions. During the short time I
have now, I will present the conditions for our support for this bill at second
reading.

First, it is essential, in our opinion, to amend the current Food and Drugs
Act. Why? So that these new concerns, these new types of uses of natural

products, for example, can be included in the Canada Health Act and the Food
and Drugs Act.

In recent years, we have seen a significant increase in the use of these natural
health products by people in Quebec and Canada. According to a study by
Health Canada in 1997, more than 56% of Canadians had taken a natural health
product during the previous six months.

More and more, Quebeckers and Canadians believe that we must take a
complementary approach and not just limit ourselves to traditional medicine. We
must, however, also ensure that the aspects of alternative medicine,
complementary medicine, or holistic medicine can be integrated into our decision-
making processes. If we observe that our fellow citizens are taking more natural
health products, then legislation must be in place.

What has the government done in recent years with respect to natural health
products? Instead of amending the Food and Drug Act as it should have done, and
as the Standing Committee on Health recommended back in 1998, the government
simply adopted or had adopted regulations on natural health products. This of
course is a step in the right direction. It was time for the government to
acknowledge, through regulation, that the Canadian public is using these
products more and more.

However, what do the regulations that came into effect in January 2004 actually
do? They cover definitions, licences for marketing, and good manufacturing
practices. Still, even with regulations, natural health products will continue to be
defined as drugs, or sometimes even as foods. So, depending on the product, these
products will not necessarily be considered foods or drugs. There is ambiguity in
the way these natural health products are categorized in the legislation.

That is a problem the bill does not solve. Should all natural health products be
considered foods? Of course not. Is there not a characteristic, a value, specific to
natural health products? Are natural health products necessarily foods or even
drugs? The answer is no, not necessarily.


