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for the achievement of full employment. This suggestion poses 
some very serious questions.

First, experience has amply demonstrated that governments 
by their nature cannot be trusted to forecast the economic 
capacity of a free market. Their attempts to do so have only led 
to some type of a planned economy. I am sure we are all aware of 
the outcome of such strategies as practised in other countries.

The omniscient role for government as advocated by this 
proposal would be best replaced by enhancing the resources of 
the private sector which has the most at stake. Other countries 
have recognized that economic decision making must be centred 
not on periodic pronouncements and decrees from a distant 
bureaucracy. This type of top-down policy would only cost 
Canadians jobs by stifling initiatives and creating obstacles.

There is a need for government policies that promote com­
petition and choice. This would foster a market culture predi­
cated on efficiency and ingenuity. These in turn will generate 
more activity in the marketplace which will create more jobs. It 
would be of great benefit if government was more user friendly 
and more accessible. Canadians want more personal responsi­
bility and less imposed government dependency.

This bill’s plan unfortunately seeks the opposite. Every able 
and willing Canadian should be able to find suitable employ­
ment but that can only happen when the nation’s wealth is left in 
the hands of entrepreneurs, investors and business people rather 
than taken from them to be spent by bureaucrats, politicians and 
grant recipients.

Clause 6 of this bill itemizes 22 regulatory protectionist or 
expenditure related measures which the sponsors hope will 
ensure full employment. Most disturbing of all is the consider­
ation of the establishment of a department of full employment 
that would include a mandate to achieve full employment. It is 
almost incredible that as our fiscal crisis looms larger, ideas 
involving yet another increase in government spending and thus 
an increased tax burden are still being promoted.

Still others of these measures would close doors to Canadian 
drugs and restrict our markets to imports. To tie this all together, 
an intricate web of new agencies would also be created to carry 
out the policies.

What fascinates me is that there is no mention of where the 
funds would come from to realize these goals. This is one of the 
best examples of a recipe for disaster. We must instead strength­
en co-operation between business, government and labour to 
ensure sustainable environmental development, the develop­
ment of training programs which will meet the real demands of 
industry and work for tax relief and reform.

The Reform Party supports a general program of expenditure 
reduction, not increase, leading to a lower level of taxation, a 
lower cost of doing business and a lower cost of living. We need 
to get the deficit and debt under firm control while reforming the

tax system in order to create a level playing field which would 
allow private initiatives to stimulate the economy.

To this end we will work toward a simple, visible and flat 
taxation system. I was glad to hear the member opposite support 
that in the speech before me. Investment consumer confidence 
in a market economy are directly related to the cost of participa­
tion. Canadians should be allowed to spend their hard earned 
dollars as they see fit, not in funding endless government 
programs.
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In conclusion, Bill C-209 reads like another attempt at a 
planned economy which historically has never achieved its 
objectives. This legislative proposal does not allow society to 
harness the initiative of individuals. It creates structure and 
dependency, trade, profit—

The Acting Speaker (Mrs. Maheu): The time provided for 
the consideration of Private Members’ Business has now ex­
pired. Pursuant to Standing Order 96(1) the order is dropped 
from the Order Paper.
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IMMIGRATION ACT
Hon. Sergio Marchi (Minister of Citizenship and Im­

migration) moved that Bill C-44, an act to amend the Immigra­
tion Act and the Citizenship Act and to make a consequential 
amendment to the Customs Act, be read the second time and 
referred to a committee.

He said: Madam Speaker, a warm welcome to my colleagues 
on all sides of the House as we get back to school, as it were, 
today.

Whether our ancestors landed by boat in Montreal or touched 
down at Vancouver International Airport, we are for the most 
part a nation of immigrants. Of course there were people here 
before the boats and the planes arrived, but since the beginning 
Canada has been the rainbow for those looking for a new way of 
life, indeed a new lease on life, and Canada has not let them 
down for Canada has been a rainbow for those new hopes, of 
those new aspirations and of those new dreams.

We must admit there is a bit of rust on that rainbow for a 
criminal element has infiltrated an immigration system that was 
built on hard work, hope, faith and justice. The actions of a small 
group of people are causing Canadians to question the very 
limits and the very merits of a system that has done much to 
build our nation as we know it. In short, the deeds of a few have 
cast a shadow over the reputations of many.

Immigration has provided the very lifeblood of our country. It 
was the immigrants that carved our forests, worked in our 
factories, raised our skyscrapers in our cities and provided our


