730

COMMONS DEBATES

February 1, 1994

Government Orders

Every member who has participated in this. debate has
pointed out several instances of mismanagement, like this
business with health insurance cards, although this involved the
Ontario provincial government to some extent, and other telling
examples of mismanagement on the part of our governments.

What strikes me about this debate is that we seem to be
rehashing the same old things we have been hearing for ten
years. I am sure there are people in my riding who are thinking
just that: “All that stuff, we have been hearing about for ten
years”’.

This morning, the Minister of Finance mentioned relying on
meetings he had had with 30 or 40 top economists in Canada.
But we have been relying on Canada’s 30 or 40 best economists
for 10 or 12 years already and, instead of improving, things are
getting worse.

I want to put this question to the hon. member for Souris—
Moose Mountain regarding Quebec. As you know, it is most
likely that we will be holding a referendum in Quebec within a
few months. Here is how the people of Quebec view the overall
situation at this time. In 1980, when the Liberals took office, the
cumulative debt in Canada was about $80 billion. Incidentally,
our present Prime Minister was Minister of Finance in that
Parliament. At the end of their mandate, they passed on a debt of
$200 billion or so. Under the next government, a Conservative
government, it rose to $500 billion. We know that upon separat-
ing from Canada, we will take on 25 per cent of the Canadian
debt. Had we voted “yes” in the 1980 referendum, we would
have had to pay $20 billion out of this debt, but if we vote “yes”
now, it will cost us $125 billion. This means that over a 13—year
period, Quebec’s share of the debt has increased by over
$100,000 million. As the holder of 25 per cent of the voting
shares in this company called Canada which has increased our
debt by $100,000 million in 13 years, in what way is this
partnership profitable to Quebec?
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Mr. Collins: Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the question the hon.
member has put forward.

Let me say that he is being more than optimistic in his thought
that all of us in this House, with the exception of the Bloc, are
going to stand by while he departs from this country, because it
will not happen. We are in this for the long haul. In this, the 35th
Parliament, each and every one of us has a commitment to the
debt and to the improvement of the welfare of this great country
of ours.

I can assure hon. members that the people of Souris—Moose
Mountain will make their commitment to continuing to come up
with a budget that considers Quebec, that considers Yukon, that
considers all of Canada.

I am pleased that the hon. member for Yukon is here because
she is going to be part of this process so that jointly we come up
with a decision. We are not going to do it as individuals but
together collectively we will come up with a solution.

It is easy to turn to the past and say that it was the fault of
someone else. I suggest that we have to come up to today’s
standard and ask: What are we going to do now? We have a new
group of people. They are optimistic. I am optimistic and I can
see nothing but good for this country under the leadership of our
great Prime Minister and our Minister of Finance.

Along with us, the hon. member from Quebec will be sur-
prised how happy he will be when the budget for 1994 comes
forward.

Mr. John Solomon (Regina—Lumsden): Mr. Speaker, I
wish to offer my congratulations to the hon. member for his
election to Parliament and also congratulate him on his remarks
today.

The hon. member has asked the members of this assembly for
advice with respect to the budget. I have many things I wish to
offer in terms of revenue saving items. I do not have the time
right now but will get them on the record later.

I have one question I would like to raise at this moment. On
the budget considerations by the Minister of Finance, the
minister of defence is considering closing certain military
installations across the country.

CFB Moose Jaw which is now called 15 Wing has been in
existence for many years. It has been there for very practical
reasons, for example, the cloud—free skies, adjacent flat topog-
raphy and a low population density to the south. These have
contributed to the positive training and safety conditions of the
base.

Would the hon. member join with me in making representa-
tions to the minister of defence to ensure that this facility
remains intact for the benefit not only of our country but also for
the province of Saskatchewan and for the military and residents
in and near Moose Jaw?

Mr. Collins: Mr. Speaker, I thank the hon. member for his
question.

On many occasions he and I have shared the opportunity of
coming together on certain topics. The kind of thing that has to
happen in this House is that we have to come up with a collective
approach to dealing with problems.




