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their institutions. A dictator could readily solve these problems 
according to his own whims or fancies.

• (1705)

That is from a letter received from Messrs. Thompson, House, 
Boyd, Wolotko and Brodie from the city of Thunder Bay. The 
government heard these concerns and did not raise basic taxes. It 
did not tax benefit packages.

However, in a democratic society we must turn to the people 
for guidance and that is exactly what this government did. With 
a new leader the Liberal Party of Canada proceeded 
uncharted course, one in which every constituency had the 
opportunity to provide their perceptions and recommendations 
through representatives, not only from every facet of our society 
but from a multitude of other foreign sources. All this resulted in 
the Liberal plan which our Prime Minister stated “is a plan for 
Canada, anchored in the principle that governing is about people 
and that government must be judged by its effectiveness in 
promoting human dignity, justice, fairness and opportunity”.
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They also, like millions of their fellow Canadians, expressed 
their anxieties related to the unemployment-employment situa­
tion. These concerns were heard and collectively they deter­
mined where the major thrust of the 1994 budget would be: in a 
host of programs and measures that would enhance the prospects 
for the creation of jobs and continued economic growth.

I would like to give a few examples of budget initiatives that 
will have an early impact. First, the rollback of unemployment 
insurance premiums to the 1993 level of $3 for 1995 and 1996. 
This represents a saving of $300 million a year for the reinvest­
ment in new jobs. The revival of the residential rehabilitation 
assistance program will make $50 million a year available for 
the construction industry. Making the home buyer’s plan perma­
nent allows first time home buyers to use RRSP funds to buy 
homes.

No doubt the opposing political parties in this House of 
Commons subscribe to similar principles. However, the big 
problem is how are these principles to be achieved. As 
example the Official Opposition has clearly revealed it must 
devote all of its energies to the accomplishment of one goal, that 
being the separation of Quebec from Canada no matter what the 
cost might be. The third party, the Reform Party, is obsessed 
with the state of the national deficit and the national debt. It 
feels it can effectively promote human dignity, justice, fairness 
and opportunity by slashing federal programs and services in 
order to eliminate the deficit within three years.
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With the reallocation of budgeted existing expenditures, jobs 
will be created with the national infrastructure program, youth 
internship and apprenticeship programs. The government in­
tends to renew and revitalize Canada’s outdated social security 
system within two years and to deliver better service to those in 
need, thus ensuring the social safety net remains affordable.

Economists throughout the entire world warn that such a 
move would wreck the social network and play havoc with our 
economy, leading to unimaginable social and economic prob­
lems. Both opposition parties maintain policy positions of 
special interest groups and in no way do they reflect the needs of 
the vast majority of Canadians. The Liberal government is here 
to serve all Canadians.

These are but a few of the many budgetary measures stimu­
lated by the Liberal plan for Canada, as found in “Creating 
Opportunity,” the red book, a plan that promotes human dignity, 
justice, fairness and opportunity for all Canadians.

[Translation]The consultative process has never ceased to operate and in 
fact it intensified as we prepared for the presentation of the first 
budget. This government received input in a variety of ways 
from all over Canada. This government read and analysed the 
written communiques. This government listened to the people. 
This government acted in a responsible and constructive man­
ner. This government, in light of all the problems with which it 
had to deal, set out a budgetary plan which has its foundations in 
people.

Mr. Michel Guimond (Beauport—Montmorency—Or­
léans): Mr. Speaker, on Tuesday, February 22, the hon. Minister 
of Finance delivered his budget speech in this House. That day, 
announced a few weeks earlier, was awaited with interest by 
Quebecers and Canadians alike. The people of Beauport— 
Montmorency—Orléans, who elected me to represent them in 
the House of Commons, were also expecting a lot from this 
budget. They expected the government to start by living within 
its means and allow people to earn a decent living for them­
selves and their families, as every citizen is entitled to. They 
also expected the government to respect seniors who contrib­
uted to the development of Quebec and Canada, which, a few 
years ago, was among the most prosperous countries.

As an example I would like to share part of a letter received 
from several constituents in my riding of Thunder Bay—Atiko- 
kan. They state:

Our knowledge of politics and economics is very limited. But we don’t think it 
takes a masters degree to realize that when the taxes go up, consumers don’t buy; it is 
as simple as that. A reduction in taxes will give consumers more money in their 
pockets and they will be more likely to go out and spend it. Taxing benefit packages 
will serve to remove more money from the economy and stifle whatever remaining 
consumer interest there might be.

Like myself, the people of my riding are disappointed and 
cannot understand how, after democratically rejecting a govern­
ment that did not meet their expectations, they are now governed


