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The irony is that while we work so hard at being separate, we
all bear the cost of those Canadians who are not given the
opportunity to succeed. It is a sad commentary that we define
ourselves as Canadians through our failures more than our
successes.

We have failed at internal trade. Canadians are not good at it
and it is an attitude that reflects much too often on the way we
trade internationally. For all that Canada’s international trade
represents 30 per cent of our GDP, only 100 companies or so
really represent that volume of trade. Perhaps industry would
trade better and would take advantage of international opportu-
nities if the governments of the country provided them with a
safe environment in which to practice their trading abilities.

We must ask ourselves whether Canada can take advantage of
the opportunity provided by this round of GATT. Can we provide
a world market? Can we survive a world market and fully
participate in it if we do not bind together and pull together as a
whole? Can we find a way to work together so that issues of
sovereignty do not jeopardize us in the eyes of the world
monetary culture? Will we have the luxury of fighting our
cultural battles if we do not establish a strong economic founda-
tion first? Can we take full advantage of trade opportunities if
we insist on being the sum of our parts and not the whole?

Some have suggested that the new era of global trade is
making the necessity for internal trade barriers obsolete. Soon
industry, they say, will lobby Geneva not Ottawa. Soon, they say
also, nation states will gradually delegate their sovereignty to
world trade organizations; but 70 per cent of our GDP says
otherwise. Four out of five jobs say otherwise. It may be the
future but we will not survive there in the future if we do not
survive and master the present.

We require the federal government to pursue the breakdown
of internal barriers with the same commitment it did in the
GATT negotiations. It must do more to ensure Canadians work
better together and enhance the opportunities of our internal
trade market. If it does not, the government will be guilty of
negligence both to the people and to the unity of this country. It
is true that the divided are more vulnerable to failure but we
have all the makings of a true economic union. It is time we saw
the necessity to achieve it. We cannot drift on the premise that
failure is far round the corner. It is not.

® (1540)

We need freer trade within the country. We need an agreement
that will reflect all the valuable lessons that have been achieved
in the GATT. We need to emphasize co—operation to create jobs
and balance the budget. We need to bypass the political agendas
for an industry driven agenda that will give all parts of the
country equal access to opportunity. We need to respect that
trade barriers are a question of economics and not issues of

cultural protectionism. We need to lay more than a foundation,
we have to break through the barriers and take advantage of a
potentially profitable internal trade market. We need Canada to
succeed at home as well as abroad.

One hundred and forty—one partners in 21 countries found a
way. Surely 13 partners in one country can do the same.

[Translation]

Mrs. Maud Debien (Laval East, BQ): Mr. Speaker, I rise on
behalf of the Bloc Quebecois to discuss Bill C-57. This govern-
ment bill, tabled by the Minister for International Trade, con-
cerns the implementation of the agreement establishing the
World Trade Organization.

Consequently, this legislation primarily aims to bring Cana-
dian laws into conformity with the agreement signed by 117
GATT member countries, in Marrakesh, on April 15. The
agreement marks the end of the Uruguay Round of negotiations,
which started more than seven years ago. Bill C-57 confirms
Canada’s full participation in the World Trade Organization,
which will replace GATT, as of next January.

It comes as no surprise that the Bloc Quebecois supports the
signing of this agreement, as well as the bill tabled by the
government. As you all know, Quebec has always been very
open to the world. For many years now, Quebec governments
have maintained economic, scientific and cultural links with
several countries. Quebec has been aware of the global village
reality for a long time already. Therefore, it is normal that the
Bloc Quebecois be in favour of free trade.

In fact, you all remember that, during the 1988 federal
election campaign, Quebecers were the strongest supporters of
the Free Trade Agreement. More recently, we all remember as
well that Quebecers greeted the coming into force of the North
American Free Trade Agreement, NAFTA, with maturity and
confidence and, of all Canadians, Quebecers are still the stron-
gest supporters of free trade.

On the other hand, just a few years ago, our Liberal col-
leagues, when they were in opposition, fought the fight of their
lives against the free trade agreement. More recently, in the
latest federal election, the red book said that the two free trade
agreements were seriously flawed, referring to the Canada-U.S.
Free Trade Agreement and NAFTA. It said that a Liberal
government would renegotiate them. The Liberal program went
so far as to mention cancelling the trade agreements if the
proposed changes were not made.

We are pleased to note that our colleagues have caught up with
economic reality today and become fervent advocates of freer
trade. But as they abandon their election promises, we warn the
Liberal government that we in the Bloc Quebecois will insist
that it keep its commitment to help businesses and workers
affected by the trade treaties.




