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by reporting on accomplishments achieved against the performance expectations and results commitments as set out 
in the spring Report on Plans and Priorities. 

The Estimates, along with the Minister of Finance’s Budget, reflect the government’s annual budget planning and 
resource allocation priorities. In combination with the subsequent reporting of financial results in the Public Accounts 
and of accomplishments achieved in Departmental Performance Reports, this material helps Parliament hold the 
government to account for the allocation and management of funds. 

@Minister of Public Works and Government Services Canada - 2003 

This document is available in multiple formats upon request. 

This document is available on the TBS Web site at the following 
address: www.tbs-sct.gc.ca. 

Available in Canada through your local bookseller or by mail from 
Canadian Government Publishing - PWGSC 
Ottawa, Canada KIA OS9 

Catalogue No. BT3 1 -4/34-2003 
ISBN 0-660-62383-8 



Treasury Board of Canada Secretariat 
Departmental Performance Reports 2003 

Foreword 

In the spring of 2000, the President of the Treasury Board tabled in Parliament the document 
“Results for Canadians: A Management Framework for the Government of Canada”. This 
document sets a clear agenda for improving and modernising management practices in federal 
departments and agencies. 

Four key management commitments form the basis for this vision of how the Government will 
deliver their services and benefits to Canadians in the new millennium. In this vision, 
departments and agencies recognise that they exist to serve Canadians and that a “citizen focus” 
shapes all activities, programs and services. This vision commits the Government of Canada to 
manage its business by the highest public service values. Responsible spending means spending 
wisely on the things that matter to Canadians. And finally, this vision sets a clear focus on 
results - the impact and effects of programs. 

Departmental performance reports play a key role in the cycle of planning, monitoring, 
evaluating, and reporting results to Parliament and citizens on behalf of ministers. Departments 
and agencies are encouraged to prepare their reports following principles for effective 
performance reporting (provided in the Guide to Preparing the 2003 Departmental Perfomzance 
Report: http://www.tbs-sct.rc.c~rm~d~r/02-03/ruidance/~l-ld e.asp). Based on these principles, 
an effective report provides a coherent and balanced picture of performance that is brief and to 
the point. It focuses on outcomes - benefits to Canadians and Canadian society - and describes 
the contribution the organisation has made toward those outcomes. It sets the department’s 
performance in context, associates performance with earlier commitments, explains any changes, 
and discusses risks and challenges faced by the organisation in delivering on these commitments. 
Achievements realised in partnership with other governmental and non-governmental 
organisations are also discussed. Supporting the need for responsible spending, it links resources 
to results. Finally, the report is credible because it substantiates the performance information 
with appropriate methodologies and relevant data. 

In performance reports, departments and agencies strive to respond to the ongoing and evolving 
information needs of parliamentarians and Canadians. The input of parliamentarians and other 
readers can do much to improve these reports over time. The reader is encouraged to assess the 
performance reports of organisations according to the established principles, and provide 
comments to departments and agencies to help them improve in their next planning and reporting 
cycle. 

This report is accessible from the Treasury Board of Canada Secretariat Internet site: 
http://www. tbs-sct. gc.ca/rma/dpr/dpre.asp 

Comments or questions can be directed to: 
Results-based Management Directorate 
Treasury Board of Canada Secretariat 
L’Esplanade Laurier 
Ottawa, Ontario K1A OR5 
OR at: rma-mrr@tbs-sctxcxa 
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Section I 
Minister’s Portfolio 
Message 

Continued investment in research 
and development, the ingenuity of 
Canadian researchers, academics 
and business people and a growing 
awareness of the importance of 
innovation in a successful economy 
have greatly contributed to Canada’s 
increased recognition worldwide as 
a significant partner in the 
knowledge-based economy. 

By eliminating the deficit, cutting 
personal and business taxes, making 
strategic investments and examining 
its regulatory processes, the 
Government of Canada has 
encouraged investment and 
innovation in Canadian business and 
has laid the groundwork for success 
in this competitive 
world economy. 

Industly Portfolio: 

Atlantic Canada Opportunities Agency 
Business Development Bank of Canada* 
Canada Economic Development for Quebec Regions 
Canadian Space Agency 
Canadian Tourism Commission* 
Competition Tribunal 
Copyright Board Canada 
Enterprise Cape Breton Corporation* 
Industry Canada 
Infrastructure Canada 
National Research Council Canada 
Natural Sciences and Engineering Research Council 

Social Sciences and Humanities Research Council 

Standards Council of Canada* 
Statistics Canada 
Western Economic Diversification Canada 

of Canada 

of Canada 

* Not required to submit a Performance Report. 

Since the introduction of Canada ’s Innovation Strategy in February 2002, we have 
worked with businesses, institutions, associations and governments at all levels to 
develop a consensus about what must be accomplished if the Canadian economy is to 
continue to excel. A number of priorities were identified during the November 2002 
National Summit on Innovation and Learning, including improving the regulatory 
environment for businesses in Canada, encouraging the creation and commercialization of 
knowledge through strategic partnerships and investments, and continuing the growth of 
our highly skilled work force. 

Canadians, wherever we may live, have an opportunity to take part in a dynamic and 
exciting economy. Some of us are developing expertise in highly skilled specialties like 
genomics, biotechnology and fuel cell technology. Others are benefiting from expanded 
access to broadband Internet services and, by extension, the resources of universities, 
research institutes and virtual networks around the world. 



5 
3 m 
[r 
t- 
z 
0 
k 
I- 
W a 
2 
0 
0 

Page 2 

The Industry Portfolio, consisting of 16 departments and agencies, plays an integral role 
in encouraging innovation. Its many programs at the community, regional and national 
levels push Canadians to explore opportunities, identify new products, start new 
businesses and develop successful markets here and abroad. 

The Competition Tribunal is proud to be a leader within the legal community with its 
electronic filing and hearing system. These and other initiatives championed by the 
Competition Tribunal and our partners in the Industry Portfolio will help us create 
conditions favourable for innovation by Canadian individuals, firms and institutions. This 
will help secure Canada’s strong economic position and attract investments that will 
provide wide-ranging economic and social benefits for Canadians. 

I invite you to review the Competition Tribunal’s Performance Report for more details on 
how the Tribunal encourages innovation and economic growth in Canada. 

Allan Rock 
Minister of Industry 



Section II 
Performance Accomplishments 

Strategic Con text 

The Tribunal hears and determines all applications under Parts VII. 1 and VIII of the 
Competition Act as informally and expeditiously as circumstances and considerations of 
fairness permit. 

Over the last few years, the Tribunal, with the assistance of the Tribunal-Bar Liaison 
Committee, has intensified efforts to expedite procedures before the Tribunal while 
respecting the important institutional values of independence, fairness and due process. 

These efforts have led to the implementation of several regulatory initiatives. New rules 
came into effect in May 2000, following enactment of Bill C-20, an Act to amend the 
Competition Act and to make consequential and related amendments to other Acts. More 
recently, new rules related to reviewable matters other than mergers came into effect in 
February 2002 after their publication in the Canada Gazette Part II. 

Furthermore, as a result of recent amendments resulting from Bill C-23, an Act to amend 
the Competition Act and the Competition Tribunal Act (which received Royal Assent on 
June 4,2002), the Tribunal started a new process to amend the Competition Tribunal 
RuZes in consultation with the Tribunal-Bar Liaison Committee. For the first time in its 
history, the Tribunal issued Practice Directions in view of the need for guidance on 
procedures to be followed before the Tribunal with respect to the new provisions of the 
Act. The Practice Directions provide increased predictability and certainty as to the 
procedure to follow under the new provisions of the Act, while allowing flexibility and 
opportunities for further improvements based on experience. 

The recent amendments resulting from Bill C-23 have substantially increased the 
Tribunal’s mandate by providing the Tribunal with the power to award costs, to hear and 
determine references, and to make summary dispositions. They allow the Tribunal to be 
more efficient, to better control case management, and to narrow the issues, which in turn 
helps to limit the length of hearings. 

The “private access” provisions of Bill C-23 created a new right for any person to apply 
to the Competition Tribunal for leave to make an application under section 75 or 77 of 
the Act (refusal to deal, exclusive dealing, tied selling and market restrictions). The 
NationaZ Capital News Canada case, filed in July 2002, was the first application to the 
Competition Tribunal brought by a party other than the Commissioner of Competition 
since the Tribunal was created in 1986. To expedite the process under the private access 
provisions, the Practice Directions established that a decision on an application for leave 



o make an application may be rendered on the basis of the written record without a 
brmal hearing. 

The Competition Tribunal launched its “e-filinghearing” initiative. The option to use 
:lectronic filinghearing streamlines the Tribunal process and provides accessibility to 
:lients regardless of their physical location. The Tribunal received the Award of 
Zxcellence at the Canadian Information Productivity Gala in 2001 and the silver medal 
’or innovative service delivery to citizens and businesses at the Distinction Awards Gala 
n 2002 for its e-filinghearing system. 

While e-filing is rapidly becoming an alternative in various government institutions, rules 
;overning the process are not always in place. To ensure consistency with legal 
-equirements, standards and government regulatory requirements, the Tribunal has 
xeated an Advisory Committee on electronic filing. The Committee will release its first 
haft of E-Filing Practice Directions in the fall of 2003. 

Strategic Outcomes 

The Competition Tribunal’s strategic outcomes, as stated in its Report on Plans and 
Priorities, are to provide: . a court of record to hear and determine, as informally and expeditiously as 

circumstances and considerations of fairness permit, applications under Parts VII. 1 
and VIII of the Competition Act; and 
a Registry service that provides administrative support to Tribunal members and 
litigants and also provides timely access to case records and decisions. 

Results are reported below for each strategic outcome. 
A Court of Record ... 

Here are some highlights of applications filed with the Tribunal in 2002-03. 

Merger Cases 

Astral MLdia inc. Total orders issued 34 
Applications filed 14 

The Commissioner of Competition filed Applications completed 12 

Case Summary Statistics, 2002-03 

a contested application December 2 1, 
2001, in the matter of the proposed 
acquisition by Astral Media inc. of French-language radio stations owned and operated by 
Telemedia Radio inc. in the province of Quebec and of the 50-percent interest held by 
Telemedia in Radiomedia inc. 



Outcome 

Subsequently, a consent agreement was filed on September 3,2002, by the Competition 
Bureau, which resolved competition concerns related to the proposed merger. The 
settlement preserved competition in French-language radio advertising. Divestitures and 
the expected entry of new radio stations will maintain competition in all markets where 
there were initial concerns. 

United Grain Growers Limited (UGGYAgricore United 

On November 1 , 2001 , the Competition Bureau announced that it would ask the 
Competition Tribunal to order UGG to divest a port terminal at Vancouver. The Bureau 
maintained that a divestiture of either the UGG terminal or the Pacific Elevators Limited 
terminal (the Pacific terminal) was required to restore competition. Agricore United took 
the position that a divestiture of only a part of the Pacific terminal was necessary. A 
consent agreement filed with the Tribunal required that Agricore United divest either the 
UGG or the Pacific terminal. A contested hearing to determine the appropriate remedy for 
the substantial lessening of competition in grain-handling services at the port of 
Vancouver was to be held. 

Outcome 

On October 17,2002, just prior to the commencement of a four-week hearing, the 
Competition Bureau announced that it had reached an agreement with Agricore United to 
divest one of its grain handling terminals in the Port of Vancouver. 

Reviewable Matters 

Air Canadflestjet Airlines Ltd. 

Air Canada’s response to CanJet’s and WestJet’s entry into eastern Canadian airline 
markets in 2000 gave rise to litigation in 2001. The Commissioner applied to the Tribunal 
alleging that Air Canada abused its dominant position by operating below avoidable cost 
on eastern Canadian routes. A hearing dealing with avoidable cost issues started in 
November 27,2002, and adjourned March 5,2003. During that period, there were nine 
weeks of evidence and final argument. 

Outcome 

The decision is scheduled to be issued in July 2003. 
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Canada Pipe Company Ltd. (Canada Pipe) 

On November 1,2002, the Competition Bureau filed an application with the Competition 
Tribunal under the abuse of dominant provisions of the Competition Act and exclusive 
dealing provisions for an order prohibiting Canada Pipe from engaging in anti- 
competitive acts through its Bibby Ste-Croix Division. The anti-competitive acts related 
to the supply of cast iron pipe, fittings and mechanical joint couplings for drain, waste 
and vent applications usually used in the construction of commercial, institutional, 
industrial and high-rise residential buildings. 

The respondent, Canada Pipe, brought a motion seeking relief on the basis that certain 
provisions of the Competition Tribunal Rules are inoperative on the ground that they 
violate Canada Pipe’s right to a fair hearing guaranteed by paragraph 2(e) of the Canadian 
Bill of Rights. Canada Pipe argued that its right to a fair hearing, protected by the Bill of 
Rights, is violated by the‘Commissioner’s application of the rules and/or by the content of 
the rules. Canada Pipe alleges that the Commissioner has provided inadequate disclosure 
of documents and witness will-say statements, and has improperly asserted public interest 
privilege over documents and information. Canada Pipe also seeks relief limiting the 
Commissioner’s further use of section 11 of the Act, which gives him the power to apply 
for ex parte orders to examine under oath any person who has information relevant to his 
inquiry. 

Outcome 

A hearing of this matter is scheduled to be heard in April 2003. 

Deceptive Marketing Practices 

Sears Canada Inc. 

On July 23,2002, the Competition Bureau served its first application under the new ordinary 
selling price provisions on Sears Canada Inc. The application filed with the Tribunal alleged 
that Sears deceived consumers about the real value of their savings by referring to “inflated” 
regular prices when advertising certain tires at “sale” prices during the year 1999. 

Outcome 

A five-week hearing is scheduled to commence in October 2003. 



Private Actions 

The National Capital News Canada 

This was the first application to the Competition Tribunal brought by a party other than the 
Commissioner of Competition. Mr. Robert Gilles Gauthier filed, pursuant to subsection 
103.1(1) of the Competition Act, an application for leave to make an application under 
section 75 of the Act against the Honourable Peter Milliken. (Mr. Milliken was named in his 
capacity as Speaker of the House of Commons.) Mr. Gauthier, as proprietor of The National 
Capital News Canada, sought an order requiring that he and his associates and employees be 
provided with access to the Parliamentary Press Gallery, without becoming members of 
Canadian Parliamentary Press Gallery Inc. 

Outcome 

The presiding member concluded that the Tribunal was without jurisdiction to embark upon 
such an examination. The Tribunal is, pursuant to section 9 ofthe Competition TvibunaZAct, 
a court of record, and principles of Parliamentary privilege are as important and applicable 
to it as they are to other courts. Therefore, the practice complained of could not be the subject 
of any order of the Tribunal under section 75 of the Act. The presiding member also 
concluded that the applicant did not adduce sufficient evidence to meet the first element of 
the test for leave. 

Consent Agreements 

Bayer AG 

The Commissioner of Competition filed an application for a consent order under sections 92 
and 105 of the Competition Act on May 31, 2002. The original proposed transaction was 
alleged to likely substantially lessen or prevent competition in four relevant markets, namely, 
insecticide and fungicide seed treatments for canola, fungicide seed treatments for cereals, 
insecticides for certain fruit and vegetable crops, and herbicides for spring wheat. 

Outcome 

The Tribunal issued the consent order since it was satisfied that the order would, in all 
likelihood, prevent any substantial lessening of competition in the four relevant markets. 

Bank of MontreaWInterac 

On December 4, 2002, the Commissioner of Competition filed a consent order with the 
Tribunal to vary the consent order last varied on September 8,2000. The variation included 
various changes to definitions found in the order. 



htcome 

The consent order was issued by the Competition Tribunal on January 10,2003. 

Qhone Directories Company, Inc. 

I n  May 10, 2002, the Commissioner of Competition filed a consent order with the 
Zompetition Tribunal that required Phone Directories Company Inc. to refrain from making 
glse or misleading representations in connection with the sale of its directories. Business 
iwners in the Kamloops and Okanagan Valley areas of British Columbia had complained 
.hat the U.S.-based company, which operates in B.C. as Western Phone Directories, failed 
.o deliver on promises concerning publication dates, the number of copies to be distributed 
md the area of distribution. 

Outcome 

Under the terms of the consent order, Phone Directories Company Inc. agreed not to make 
representations by any means, including via the Internet, which are false or misleading, 
including those regarding the number of telephone directories to be published, the time 
period in which directories will be published and distributed, the geographic area over which 
any telephone directory will be distributed, and the density of distribution of any telephone 
directory. 

Thane Direct Canada Inc. (Thane) 

On December 16,2002, the Commissioner of Competition filed a consent agreement with 
the Competition Tribunal ordering Thane to stop selling and marketing the Abtronic and 
Abtronic Pro. Thane was also ordered to stop marketing any similar device that offered 
weight loss or muscle toning without exercise, unless the Competition Bureau agreed that 
the claims were based on adequate and proper tests. The company also paid a $75,000 
administrative penalty. 

Outcome 

As a result of the agreement, Canadian consumers will no longer be subjected to false claims 
of weight loss and muscle toning, inducing them to purchase the Abtronic and Abtronic Pro. 
As part of the consent agreement, Thane also agreed to refund consumers the full value of 
the devices. 

Fine Gold Jewellers and The Diamond Co. 

On December 20,2002, the Commissioner of Competition filed a consent agreement with 
the Tribunal ordering two Ontario-based jewellery retail chains to stop deceiving consumers 
with misleading claims. The consent agreement required the corporations and officers 



operating the retail chains Fine Gold Jewellers and The Diamond Co. to stop using deceptive 
practices to promote jewellery sales. 

Outcome 

Under the terms of the consent agreement, the corporations and their officers agreed to cease 
making any written or verbal representations relating to the regular selling price of products 
unless 50 percent of the products had been sold at the stated regular price within 12 months 
prior to making the claim. In addition, 1376535 Ontario Limited, Tadros & Tadros Limited 
and Ibrahim & Tadros Inc., Tadros and Mina Limited and their officers, which operate the 
19 retail stores in Ontario, agreed to pay a $25,000 administrative penalty. The agreement 
will remain in force for 10 years. 

Westway Holdings Canada Inc. (Westway) 

On December 20,2002, the Commissioner of Competition filed a consent agreement with 
the Competition Tribunal in the matter of Westway’s purchase of certain assets of Tate and 
Lyle North American Sugars Ltd. (TLNASL). The company is engaged in the storage of fats, 
chemicals and vegetable oils for third parties; the distribution and sale of minerals, fishmeal 
and fish oil; and the molasses business. 

Outcome 

The company has completed the pre-notifications requirements and the transaction was 
approved subject to the current agreement. The agreement also required the respondents, 
upon closing of the transaction, to hold separate all molasses’assets and business acquired 
from TLNASL (“molasses operations”) for a period of 3 1 days. 

Appeals 

Decisions of the Competition Tribunal may be appealed to the Federal Court of Appeal 
within 30 days of issue. The following is a summary of appeals filed in 2002-03. 

Superior Propane (Superior) 

In April 2001, the Federal Court of Appeal directed the Tribunal to reconsider the 
efficiencies defence raised by the Superior case. The court overruled the Tribunal’s decision 
that the Competition Act mandates a “total surplus approach” to efficiencies. Following 
Superior’s unsuccessful application for leave to appeal to the Supreme Court of Canada, the 
Tribunal reheard arguments on efficiencies in the fall of 2001 and, on April 4,2002, again 
ruled that the efficiencies brought about by the merger outweighed the substantial lessening 
of competition. The Tribunal’s decision is noteworthy for its commentary regarding the 
Court of Appeal’s reasoning and its emphasis on efficiencies as the primary objective of the 
Act. The Commissioner of Competition appealed the Tribunal’s decision. 
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P. KI.  International Inc. (P.V.I.) 

In May 2002, the Tribunal ruled tha1 a gas-saving device known as the Platinum Vapour 
Injector did not work and that the Company’s claims of saving fuel and reducing 
emissions were false and unsubstantiated. P.V.I. and its owners, Michael and Darren 
Golka, were ordered to cease making representations with respect to the gas-saving 
device for a period of 10 years. In addition, the company was ordered to pay an 
administrative penalty of $75,000 and the two individuals were ordered to pay $25,000 
each. P.V.I. appealed the Tribunal’s ruling. The Competition Bureau crossed-appealed the 
Tribunal decision against P.V.I. to fkce the Edmonton-based company to inform 
consumers, through corrective notices in newspapers across Canada and on the Internet, 
that its gas-saving device does not work. 

Canadian Waste Services Holdings (CWSH) 

On February 4,2002, CWSH filed sn appeal with the Federal Court of Appeal relating to 
an order from the Tribunal pursuant to section 92 
of the Competition Act, requiring Canadian 
Waste Services to divest the Ridge :;andfill 

of shares and assets in the waste disposal 
business from Browning-Ferris Industries Ltd. in 
March 2000. On March 12,2003, the Federal 
Court of Appeal dismissed the appeal. 

Tribunal, click on: acquired by CWSH as Part ‘If a purchase 

A Registry Service That Provides Administrative Support ... 
Registry Internal Procedures llpdated 

With the implementation of Bill C-23, the launch of the Tribunal’s Practice Directions 
and the implementation of e-filinghearings, the Registry set about overhauling all of its 
internal policy procedures. Working groups composed of Registry, administrative and 
technical staff were established to r4:view the Registry’s internal procedures. Procedures 
were reviewed, amended or developed to support the requirements of the new bill; five 
new procedures were developed and updated to sustain e-filinghearings. 

Electronic Hearings Supported by an Electronic Hearing Room 

With the launch of electronic hearings, the Tribunal’s traditional hearing room was not 
appropriate for electronic cases. Modernizing the hearing room to accommodate 
computer screens and laptops, a document camera, a scanner, a rear-projection SMART 
board and other equipment was a priority. The project was completed in March 2003 and 
provides panel members, counsel and registry staff with state-of-the-art facilities, which 



can be used for paper or electronic hearings. The Tribunal would like to take this 
opportunity to thank the Canadian section of the North American Free Trade Agreement 
(NAFTA) Secretariat for its generous financial contribution to this initiative. 

In implementing electronic hearings, it was important to provide the necessary electronic 
tools for Tribunal members to hear and determine applications, and for staff to manage 
documents during the hearing. A personal electronic toolkit was developed for members 
to replace their paper notebooks. Members can use the toolkits to view records and 
exhibits, annotate documents and search for information during and after the hearing. The 
member’s personal laptop, which includes security software, allows access to the 
complete case record; all filed exhibits and transcripts; reference documents, including 
legislation and jurisprudence; and a powerful search engine to quickly find relevant 
documents. This tool allows members access to case files at all times and facilitates the 
decision-writing process. 

Registry staff have also been provided with a hearing toolkit which permits them to 
manage documents filed on the record and as exhibits. The court registrars can 
electronically accept new documents during the hearing and immediately make them 
available to counsel and members for viewing. An evaluation of the e-system concluded 
that electronic hearings can save up to two hours a day, helping to reduce the overall 
length of hearings. 

Promoting Continuous Learning 

In the spirit of supporting a public service learning organization, the Registry continues to 
enhance its learning cumculum by inviting staff to provide their comments and 
recommendations. The curriculum has been modified accordingly and continues to be a 
work in progress since the Tribunal’s work requires staff to develop new skills. In 
2002-03, a two-day symposium, entitled “Taking Charge of your Career,” was held. The 
objective of the symposium was to provide staff with tools they can use on an ongoing 
basis to develop personal learning plans and to take charge of their career development. 

Web Site More Accessible 

Transparency is the hallmark of any quasi-judicial entity. To make the work of the 
Tribunal accessible to Canadians, as well as to respond to the needs of the e-filing 
project, the Tribunal has continually improved its Web site. Improvements aim to expand 
the level of service provided to litigants, counsel, the media and the public. Case 
documents and orders are posted on the Web site within 24 hours of filing or issuance by 
the Tribunal. 

Besides being more easily navigated and accessible to all, the site now includes: 
more complete information about cases brought before the Tribunal; 
quick access to relevant legislative documents; 
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1 links to other useful sites, including those of the Department of Justice and the 
Canadian Bar Association; and 
an electronic address for users to send in their feedback on the site. 1 

The Web site also enables non-graphical browsers (speech synthesizers) to easily access 
md navigate the site. 

Modern Comptrollership Partnerships 

[n June 2001, the Secretary of the Treasury Board requested that departments and 
agencies outline the approach they were going to adopt to integrate Modem 
Comptrollership (MC), a government priority, into their modern management agenda. 
The Competition Tribunal assumed a leadership role in this initiative by clustering with 
three other tribunals - the Copyright Board of Canada, the Civil Aviation Tribunal and 
the Canadian Artists and Producers Professional Relations Tribunal - to establish an 
MC Project Management Office and manage the funds on behalf of the cluster. 

After completing its capacity assessment, the Tribunal developed and launched its action 
plan, in February 2003, and also participated in the development and launch of a cluster 
action plan. The Tribunal's plan identified nine initiatives and the cluster plan identified 
eleven initiatives. At present, five Tribunal initiatives and five cluster initiatives have 
been implemented. Initiatives include information sessions for staff on MC concepts, the 
development of a cluster values statement, the launch of an MC StaffInfo Bulletin and 
development of better mechanisms to monitor resource allocations, among others. The 
remaining initiatives will be undertaken in fiscal year 2003-04. These initiatives will 
address implementation of internal audit functions, evaluation, performance management 
and integrated risk management. 

Presentation of Financial Information 

Planned spending for the Tribunal was $1,540,000. During the year, supplementary 
estimates increased total authorities to $1,757,000. Actual expenditures were $1,724,000. 
Salaries and employee benefits accounted for 54 percent of actual expenditures and 
operations accounted for 46 percent. The cost of support and administration for the 
hearing of cases was $331,753. 

As a result of the new legislation, the number of cases has increased, resulting in 
additional costs in support of proceedings before the Tribunal. There have been increased 
costs for services such as translation, court reporting, as well as for honoraria for 
members. 



Appendix I 
Financial Summary 
Tables 

The Competition Tribunal is a small organization with a single business line; therefore, 
the only pertinent financial tables are as follows: 

Table 1 : 
Table 2: 
Table 3: 

Summary of Voted Appropriations 
Comparison of Total Planned Spending to Actual Spending 
Historical Comparison of Total Planned Spending to Actual Spending 

The summary financial information presented in the following tables includes three 
figures. These figures are intended to show: 

what the plan was at the beginning of the fiscal year (Planned Spending); 
what additional spending Parliament has seen fit to approve to reflect changing 
priorities and unforeseen events (Total Authorities); and 
what was actually spent (2002-2003 Actual). 

Financial Table 1: Summary of Voted Appropriations 

2002-2003 

Vote Planned Total Actual 
spending authorities 

Competition Tribunal 

50 Operating Expenditures 1,540 1,757 1,724 

Total Department 1,540 1,757 1,724 

Total Authorities are Main Estimates plus Supplementary Estimates and other authorities. 



'inancial Table 2: Comparison of Total Planned Spending to Actual Spending 

FTEs 

Operating' 

Capital 

Grants and Contributions 

Total Gross Expenditures 

Less: 
Respendable Revenues 

Total Net Expenditures 

Other Revenues and Expenl 

2002-2003 

Planned Total 
Competition Tribunal Spending Authorities Actual 

14 14 13 

1,540 I ,  757 1,724 

1,540 1,757 1,724 

tures 
Non-respendable Revenues 

- - - 
1,540 1757' 1,724 

Cost of services provided by other departments 464 469 - 468' 

Net Cost of the Program 2,004 2,226 2,192 

Note: Number in italic denotes Total Authorities for 2002-2003 (Main and Supplementary Estimates and other 
authorities). 
Bolded numbers denote actual expenditures in 2002-2003. Due to rounding, figures may not add to totals 
shown. 

. Operating includes contributions to employee benefit plans. 
!. This amount includes the 5% carry forward of $63,262 from the budget of 2001-2002, $69,000 for collective 

bargaining compensation and $85,000 for the achievement of the Modernization of Comptrollership Initiative in the 
Government oJCunudu. (As the host organization and member of the cluster group, the Competition Tribunal 
administered these funds on behalf of the Canadian Artists and Producers Professional Relations Tribunal, the 
Copyright Board of Canada and the Civil Aviation Tribunal. The funds were used to implement the Project 
Management Oftice.) 

I .  Includes accommodation provided by Public Works and employee benefits covering the employer's share of 
insurance premiums and costs paid by Treasury Board Secretariat. 



Financial Table 3: Historical Comparison of Total Planned Spending to Actual 
Spending 

2002-2003 

Actual Actual Planned Total 
2000-2001 2001-2002 Spending Authorities Actual 

Competition Tribunal 1,581 1,689 1,540 1,757 1,724 

Total 1,581 1,689 1,540 1,757 1,724 
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Appendix I I  
Enabling Legislation 

Competition Tribunal Act, R.S.C. 1985 (2d Supp.), c. 19 
Part VII.1, Competition Act, R.S.C. 1985, c. C-34 
Part VIII, Competition Act, R.S.C. 1985, c. C-34 



Appendix 111 
For Further Information 

Registry of the Competition Tribunal 
90 Sparks Street, Suite 600 
Ottawa, Ontario K1P 5B4 

Telephone: . (613) 957-3172 
Facsimile: (613) 957-3170 
Web site: http://www.ct-tc.gc.ca 


