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We tried during the committee stage to open up and give 
these people an opportunity to come in and defend their 
position, the people whose names and reputations had been 
called into question, but this was denied.

To my thinking there is no other option available now than to 
go through the courts in order to clear the air so that taxpayers 
will indeed know the truth about the original deal but, more 
important, will know the justification for the spending of any tax 
dollars.

There will never be a better time for this government to show 
its commitment to more open and honest government as was 
promised in the red book than to turn this whole situation over to 
the courts.

The Deputy Speaker: Is the House ready for the question?

Some hon. members: Question.

The Deputy Speaker: Is it the pleasure of the House to adopt 
the motion?

Some hon. members: Agreed.

Some hon. members: On division.

(Motion agreed to.)

In all fairness those whose names and reputations have been 
brought into question must be given their day in court. There is a 
saying that those who steal my money steal nothing, but those 
who steal my good name steal all.

Do not let this happen. Put yourself in their position and ask if 
this is fair. As upset as we all were at the apparent deceit and 
abuse of the process in the original deal, two wrongs will not 
make it right. The minister said in introducing this bill that he 
wanted to be fair and reasonable to all concerned. Let us do that. 
Let us be fair and reasonable to the taxpayers as well as the 
accused.

• (1025)

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS AND 
GOVERNMENT SERVICES ACT

Hon. Allan Rock (for Minister of Public Works and Gov­
ernment Services and Minister for the Atlantic Canada 
Opportunities Agency) moved that Bill C-52, an act to estab­
lish the Department of Public Works and Government Services 
and to amend and repeal certain acts, be read the second time 
and referred to a committee.

Mrs. Dianne Brushett (Cumberland—Colchester): Mr. 
Speaker, I am grateful for the opportunity to address the House 
on the subject of Bill C-52, the Department of Public Works and 
Government Services Act.

This bill is one of a growing list of initiatives aimed at 
renewing, restructuring and revitalizing our approach to govern­
ment. Other legislation now before this House will reorganize 
and redirect many functions and organizations such as the 
Department of Natural Resources, industry, consumer affairs, 
communications, science, to name a few.

Bill C-52 also addresses the functions of what used to be 
several departments or agencies. These measures are part of a 
coherent plan to bring order, efficiency and effectiveness to 
government. By merging the functions of public works, supply 
and services, the government telecommunications agency and 
the translation bureau, Bill C-52 is another step in the direction 
of more streamlined, more responsive services to government 
operations at less cost.

We can take great satisfaction in the fact that this rationaliza­
tion of resources will save the government in the order of $180 
million by 1998.

In this era of fiscal constraint, effectiveness and efficiency are 
obviously of extreme importance to all Canadians. Canadians 
have a right to expect leadership and the example of the 
government to set that leadership and the direction for all 
economies.

It is ironic that all this debate and delay is holding up an 
infrastructure project that is a major part of Toronto and Ontario 
if indeed not Canada. Here we have this major piece of infra­
structure continuing to deteriorate while this debate goes on.

This project alone was worth almost a billion dollars, repre­
senting about one-half of the total federal commitment to 
infrastructure with the potential for thousands of jobs immedi­
ately and yet to this day it is still not happening.

With so much support on the other side, who is speaking out 
for Toronto and Ontario? Not only are we talking about jobs 
now, we are talking about jobs that are indirectly tied to Pearson. 
The first impression created by a fast, efficient, safe airport 
plays a major role in decisions affecting where to locate and 
expand new industry.

Pearson operations generate some $2 billion in personal 
income, $4 billion in business revenues and $700 million dollars 
in tax revenues and we are allowing this gem to deteriorate 
daily. It makes no sense.

There is no reason why negotiations should not proceed as 
quickly as possible. Pearson Development Corporation has said 
in writing that it will do nothing to block expansion. Local 
airport authority discussion need not have been delayed.

We cannot delay any further. Far too much is at stake. If this 
government is serious about job creation now and in the future, 
there is no better way to demonstrate that commitment than 
immediate action on Pearson.

This government’s lack of confidence in our courts to be fair 
and reasonable is as frightening as the cynicism I spoke of 
earlier between the voters and the politicians.


