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Committee Reports
Mr. Blaine A. Thacker (Parliamentary Secretary to 

Minister of Transport): Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to rise to 
speak to the motion of the Hon. Member for Notre-Dame-de- 
Grâce—Lachine East (Mr. Allmand). I note that his motion 
has been on the Order Paper since March of 1987, some 19 
months. I have been waiting all those 19 months for him to 
raise this motion so we could address it, but in actual fact, the 
House was debating Bill C-144, the child care legislation, 
which is a critical piece of law for the millions of women in 
Canada who are working and need help. As such, I believe it is 
important for the House to get back to that debate.

I therefore move, seconded by the distinguished Hon. 
Member for Scarborough Centre (Mrs. Browes):

That this House do now proceed to the Orders of the Day.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Paproski): Is it the pleasure of the 
House to adopt the motion?

Some Hon. Members: Agreed.
Some Hon. Members: No.
The Acting Speaker (Mr. Paproski): All those in favour of 

the motion will please say yea.
Some Hon. Members: Yea.
The Acting Speaker (Mr. Paproski): All those opposed will 

please say nay.
Some Hon. Members: Nay.
The Acting Speaker (Mr. Paproski): In my opinion the yeas 

have it.
And more than five Members having risen:
The Acting Speaker (Mr. Paproski): Call in the Members.
The House divided on the motion (Mr. Thacker), which was 

agreed to on the following division:

Here we are with a situation which has been ongoing. There 
are many cases of unfairness, injustice, inconsistency, and 
arbitrariness under the Unemployment Insurance Act, waste 
in some cases and poor administration. The Government 
recognized that in 1984 but did nothing about it, and it should 
be no surprise to the Government that I now move concurrence 
in that report. I put that motion to the House several years ago 
and I have been waiting to see whether the Government would 
do something, but it has not.

Finally, with an election approaching, we want to put the 
Government to the wall to respond. I will be particularly 
interested to see how Conservative Members on that commit
tee will now vote on my motion. Conservative Members who 
were an overwhelming majority on that committee supported 
the recommendations of the committee. As a matter of fact, 
the committee could not have reported if the members had not 
supported the recommendations. There was overwhelming 
support for them. Now I am asking the entire House of 
Commons to approve that report and to do something worth
while for Canadian workers who are unemployed.

Every time we raise this issue of unemployment insurance 
benefits and the reform of the Unemployment Insurance Act 
and ask why the Government is not implementing the unani
mous report, the Government does not answer the question.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Paproski): The Hon. Member’s 
time has expired, but I will give him an extra minute to wind
up.

Mr. Allmand: I will conclude my remarks, Mr. Speaker. 
When we ask the question, the Government simply says: 
“Look at the great number of jobs we have created”. But a 
great percentage of the jobs that the Government has created 
are in Ontario. They are not in Atlantic Canada, not in the 
northern part of our provinces. In British Columbia there is 
over 10 per cent unemployment. The new jobs created are very 
regionally located. Despite that, over the last two months the 
rate of unemployment has increased. It has risen to 8 per cent, 
with over one million Canadians unemployed. There is an 
increasing rate of part-time work. The Government has done 
nothing about the older worker problem. The rate of unem
ployment among our youth is still well over 12 per cent.

Mr. Della Noce: It is better than it was.
Mr. Allmand: The Hon. Member again shows that he does 

not know what he is talking about. Of course it is better than it 
was in the depth of the recession of 1982-83. Before the 
recession in 1981, the rate of unemployment was 7.5 per cent. 
Here it is five years after the recession and the Government 
has not yet got the rate of unemployment down to 7.5 per cent. 
In the years of Liberal Government from 1965 to 1980, the 
rate of unemployment was 5.6 per cent. This Government 
cannot come anywhere near it, nor does it have the political 
will to do so.
• (1540)

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Paproski): Questions or com
ments? Debate.
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