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the record, back in 1973 when thc govemrment allowed thc
dtes to be rcduced, albeit by $20,000, the member for
nigan, our current Prime Minister, voted against the
a. He refused to allow thc reduction. Here is a great
=uity for him to make amcnds by allowing this motion to

ough this evcning. The Liberal government has a great
:unity to change and redress thc problems of history and
zigs that have gone on in thc past.

confidence convention bas traditionally been interpreted
in that any motion to reduce thc vote on Uic estimates
be viewed as a test of Uic confidence of this House in thc
tment. Wc are saying Uiat if there is a reduction in Uic
tes Uic govemrment need not necessarily have to rcsign.

flot going to go that far.

confidence convention reinforced by excessive party
mne leads to fiscal rubber stamping and fiscal irresponsi-
)y Uic House of Commons and thc commnittees when it

2rs thc estimates at this stage. The result bas been an
ely modest reduction since 1973, as I said, one-millionth

Supply

We are talking about a reduction in money spent by the Board
of InternaI Economy. The main estimates according to the
President of the Treasury Board indicate they are going to spend
$ 164,985,000 in the administration of the House of Commons.

The governiment whip bas told us of his plan which bas
aiready led to specific reductions in this fiscal year of over
$2 million. We are saying to this government, since that amount
bas already been reduced and eliminated from spending by this
govemment in this year, wbich was acknowledged by the
previous speaker, then surely it is flot a tbreat to the convention
of confidence that wc amend the main estimates to reflect the
new reality.
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The point we want to make is that these reductions are already
in place. They have been approved. Thec government whip bas
acknowledged that point in his plan. We are saying there is no
threat of confidence by recognizing that and putting themn back
and changing the main estimates to reflect the reality.

We will be talking on other motions about minuscule amounts
like $20,000. Out of the total expenditure of $ 163.6 billion this
governimcnt is going to spend this year, wbat is $20,000? Is
$20,000 a threat to convention? Does the member think the
government is going to fail on that? No. That is the point I want
to make.

Another point is the Liberal platform that cuts thc grants and
subsidies. We are concurrmng with that point because wc also
believe in cuts to grants and subsidies. We knocked 5 per cent off
that as well.
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