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I am saying that the government has to ensure that the playing 
field rules have fairness, equity and justice for Canadians as 
other countries are undertaking to provide for their own citizens.

[Translation]

Mr. Nic Leblanc (Longueuil, BQ): Mr. Speaker, I just want 
to support my colleague from Louis-Hébert, who made an 
excellent speech. He explained very well his reasons for pres
enting this motion, which requires considering not only prod
ucts made in the past but also those to come in the future. I find it 
rather strange that the government did not consider what may be 
coming down the road.

We know that technology is changing very rapidly and I do not 
see how the government overlooked this item. Fortunately, the 
parliamentary secretary is not looking at me any more, but he 
should be here to listen to me because it is quite important for 
him to hear—

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Kilger): Order. I appreciate the 
long experience which the member for Longueuil has, but I want 
to remind him that we must not comment on the absence of 
anyone in this House. I will therefore ask the member to stick to 
his speech.

Mr. Leblanc (Longueuil): Mr. Speaker, you are quite right. It 
was so important for me that I could not help saying it.

As you know, technology is changing very fast. The compact 
disks which we see today, that have just come on the market, 
may be obsolete in a year or two or three. If we do not consider 
future products, we are likely to have big problems.

For example, some experts say that technology will develop 
more quickly in the next ten years than it did in the past fifty. 
Just imagine how many products and machines will be invented. 
All kinds of inventions will be made just in the next ten years. So 
I think it would be a serious mistake not to recognize the motion 
from the member for Louis-Hébert, which says that future 
products must also be considered.
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That is why I wanted to reinforce the very good explanation 
given by the member for Louis-Hébert, but I still hope that the 
members here in this Chamber will inform those outside that 
this motion is really important.

I repeat, it is Motion No. 8, which says that future products 
and not just present products must be considered. I know that the 
hon. member near me has understood very well what I just said 
and that he will hasten to repeat it to his Liberal friends so that 
this motion passes, because I think it is very important for the 
future.

Mrs. Maud Debien (Laval East, BQ): Mr. Speaker, Bill 
C-57 to implement the agreement establishing the World Trade 
Organization includes approximately 20 clauses dealing with 
copyright. Most of these clauses are designed to ensure that the

The second point I want to make is in relation to the Reform 
member from Peace River. He made some comment about Bill 
C-57 and the amendments thereto and how he supports Bill 
C-57, which does not protect the interests of Canadians. He 
believes it should proceed because he believes in competition.

John Ralston Saul is the author of The Doubter's Companion, 
a book which members should pay some attention to. It is a 
dictionary of aggressive common sense in which Reformers are 
very interested. He defines competition as an event in which 
there are more losers than winners. Otherwise, it is not a 
competition.
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A society based on competition is therefore primarily a 
society of losers. Competition is of course a very good thing, he 
says. We cannot live in a complex society without it. On the 
other hand, if the principal relationship between citizens is 
based on competition what has society and for that matter, 
civilization been reduced to?

The purpose of competition is to establish which is the best. 
The best may be defined as any number of things: the fastest, the 
cheapest, the largest quantities. It may even be the highest 
quality. Unfortunately the more competition is unleashed the 
more it tends to eliminate quality as something too complex to 
be competitive.

Finally he says that the point of competition, if it is left to set 
its own standards is that only the winners benefit. This is as true 
in economics as it is in sport. A society which treats competition 
as a religious value will gradually reduce most of the population 
to the role of spectators.

Democracy is impossible in such a situation and so is middle 
class stability. That is why the return to increasingly unregulat
ed competition over the last two decades has led to growing 
instability and an increasing gap between an ever richer elite and 
an ever larger poor population.

In final summary, competition in a middle class society must 
include the cost of middle class infrastructure. Hundreds of 
other factors create hundreds of other levels of competition. 
That is why in serious competition such as hockey or football 
there are strict regulations controlling time, movement, num
bers, dress and language. Unregulated competition is a naive 
metaphor for anarchy.

What I want to say, thanks to Mr. Saul, is that the Reform 
Party wants competition in its purest form. If we have competi
tion in its purest form, which I am not opposed to in a purest 
form society, we will have in essence anarchy. That is why we 
have Bill C-57 which establishes in continuity with the WTO 
some regulations on the playing field we are operating on on this 
globe.


