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[English] (Motion agreed to.)
[Translation]

Mr. Plamondon: Mr. Speaker, I would simply like to say that 
as for the House’s cooperation, if the government keeps on 
moving such motions without any warning, the Official Opposi­
tion will put an end to the exceptional cooperation it has offered 
up till now.

We had an understanding concerning that bill; we would 
discuss it until 7.10 p.m. in accordance with the Standing 
Orders. But they underhandedly propose continuing the debate 
this evening without giving us advance warning for our speak­
ers. We refuse to agree to such methods and if that is the kind of 
game the government wants to play in the coming weeks, I can 
tell you the Official Opposition will not behave as before.

The Deputy Speaker: It is now time for comments or 
questions on the last speaker’s intervention. Are there any 
comments or questions? The member for Richelieu.

Mr. Louis Plamondon (Richelieu): Mr. Speaker, during the 
five minutes I have left, I would like to make a few comments on 
the speech by the member who just spoke.

It is rather surprising to hear him make such remarks when we 
know what he used to say when he was in the opposition. How 
dare he come and tell us with a straight face that unemployment 
has dropped when it has only fallen by one point and only 
because unemployed workers are now on social assistance. 
There is nothing to rejoice about.

What I cannot understand is that the member, instead of being 
ashamed of his government’s performance, and trying to put a 
good face on a ridiculous budget, is boasting about it. He is 
boasting about his government’s performance. He claims that 
his government has created 100,000 jobs, but with what proj­
ects? With what? With what vision? With what performance? 
This government has no economic vision.

Speaking of the last budget, what did it amount to? It amounts 
to the creation of 32 or 33 committees of all kinds to consult 
people, whereas before the elections, they were brandishing 
their red book saying that they had solutions for everything. 
They had solutions for everything but when the time came to 
table the budget, the only solution they had was the same disease 
the Tories suffered from, which is to consult the people. We have 
consultations on defence policy, consultations on economic 
matters, consultations regarding social programs, but no deci­
sions.

And the member opposite dares come here and boast about his 
government’s performance! There is a total lack of vision in the 
bills this government has presented since it came to power. They 
have no vision and they come and tell us that everything is fine. 
They talk about infrastructure, temporary jobs, jobs created 
with borrowed money. They say they will create 90,000 jobs, 
60,000 jobs or maybe 45,000 jobs, none of them long-term. Is it 
the only thing you have to offer your son who is graduating after 
four years in university? What is he supposed to do? Work for a

What has this meant? It has meant that in March the unem­
ployment rate had fallen to 10.6 per cent. Of course that is still 
way too high but we have only just begun. We have reduced it 
from 11.1 per cent in February and the month of February had a 
huge increase in the number of jobs. I say to all hon. members 
that this is good news for Canada.

[Translation]

So, the infrastructure program is not even implemented yet 
we are receiving bids and we award contracts.

The other day, I heard the Minister of Finance tell us that, at 
first, we thought that the infrastructure program would create 
60,000 jobs. Well, we were wrong. It will create 90,000 jobs, 
according to the most recent estimates. And it is not even in 
place yet.

So, you see, this government is here to serve the Canadian 
people and to serve them well. We are here, of course, to make 
sure that Canada will prosper. It is useless to preach despair, as 
some of our colleagues opposite do, or as those who like to say 
that we should cut everything and that perhaps the economy will 
work by itself. No. The government is here to govern. It is here, 
of course, to have its say for the good of the Canadian people and 
for the good of our economy.

[English]

As a father of two adolescents, I cannot wait for the economy 
to improve. I have a son of 22 years who is just completing his 
fourth year of university this year. I want him to be able to have a 
job, yes, but a good job even more so. I say that we must move 
now to do these things. Every day we wait to pass Bill C-17 is 
costly.

For instance, I say this to my colleagues from the Reform 
Party, if the bill is not passed by June 16 in all stages, the Senate, 
royal assent and so on, it would cost $34 million more pursuant 
to the Western Grain Transportation Act. If changes to the 
Unemployment Insurance Act are not made by the first week of 
July, a one month delay would cost $175 million more. The 
people opposite say they are in favour of saving money. This 
would rise to $350 million after three months. That being said, 
we have waited long enough. Therefore, pursuant to Standing 
Order 26(1), I move:

That the House continue to sit beyond the ordinary time of adjournment for the 
purposes of considering the second reading of Bill C-17, an act to amend certain 
statutes to implement certain provisions of the budget tabled in Parliament on 
February 22, 1994.

• (1830)

And fewer than 15 members having risen:

The Deputy Speaker: Pursuant to Standing Order 26(2) the 
motion is adopted.


