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As Reformers we believe in having accountability and respon­
sibility. It is about time this Liberal government introduced 
some cost benefit analysis to tell us what in its opinion will be 
the outcome of the amendments it is proposing. How many jobs 
is it going to create in the civil service? How much is it going to 
cost the taxpayer? How many jobs will be created through this in 
the private sector? How much tax revenue will it produce? How 
many new jobs will it create in the small businesses that it 
intends to help?

because this is on a pooled cost recovery basis to the govern­
ment.

I cannot understand the logic. That is why the Reform Party 
says that a dollar in the hands of an investor, a businessman, an 
entrepreneur, a consumer, is far, far better than a dollar in the 
hands of a bureaucrat. The amendments to this act are living 
proof of the justification of Reform Party policy.

I cannot understand the government which talks about creat­
ing jobs, jobs, jobs. I recall that was its slogan during the 
election. The Liberals were going to spend $6 billion on the 
infrastructure program. Let us take the money, channel it 
through bureaucrats, lend it out or give it away to try and create 
jobs. It did not work.

Conversely, is this actually going to shut down jobs in the 
private sector? That is going to happen as we find it detracts 
from the motivation of small businessmen to borrow money 
through the Small Business Loans Act. The whole concept is 
recognizing that there are opportunities. A chance has to be 
taken. A risk has to be taken.

The President of the Treasury Board appeared before the 
government operations committee trying to justify the infra­
structure program. After spending $6 billion, by his own admis­
sion he has created 8,000 permanent jobs. That works out to 
$875,000 per job. He would have been far better off putting the 
money in the bank, taking the interest and giving it to the people, 
saying: “Do not bother going to work” because they would have 
had a lot more money. Ten per cent on $750,000 is $75,000 a 
year just by writing a cheque.

That risk is going to be avoided because the government says 
it does not have the money any more. It is going to skim the 
money off the successful entrepreneurs, channel it through the 
lenders back to use as write-offs on the bad loans and bad 
decisions. That is a dreadful decision.

In the last decade small business has accounted for the largest 
share of the net new job creation in the country. It employs 
almost half the labour force. Small businesses create eight out of 
every ten new jobs in Canada. They do it because of entrepre­
neurial spirit, not channelling money through the bureaucracy 
back out in some complex formula that-Liberal members want to 
bring into cabinet so they can change and modify it if they so 
desire.

This type of policy is no good. It is not going to generate 
economic growth. It is not going to do anything for the lender. It 
is not going to make the lender more willing to give money to the 
small businessman. It is not going to make the small business­
man accept any more risk because the successful small business­
man is now going to end up paying an insurance premium 
through the lender into the government’s pocket so it can bail 
out the guy who does not make it. That is just another tax on the 
competent and the successful small businessman who is trying 
to create jobs, pick the country up and generate some economic 
growth so we have a chance of digging ourselves out of the 
economic morass that the Liberal government and the Tory 
government have put us into.

Give entrepreneurs freedom from rules and regulations. Give 
them freedom from red tape. Let them go out there and create 
jobs. By giving them the motivation and incentive to do so, 
unemployment will come down. New jobs will be created. 
Additional taxes will be paid without any tax increase. The 
deficit will come down. Our competitiveness will improve on 
the international stage. We will have all these things by getting 
the government out of the lives of small businessmen and 
women and not into it more at their expense.

The government talks about moving from this House and into 
cabinet the opportunity to make regulations. This is an affront to 
the powers of this House. We have seen a continuous and 
continual erosion of the powers we have in this House being 
passed over to the executive, to cabinet. Pretty soon the House 
will be an irrelevant debating society where we talk about these 
bills but have absolutely no control whatsoever over them.

The Department of Public Works and Government Services 
has found that small companies accounted for 79 per cent of the 
suppliers to the federal government in 1993-94 fiscal year. At 
least we are glad to see that the federal government recognizes 
that small business provides products that compete with the best 
in the world and are worth buying for the Government of 
Canada.
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If we approve this bill as it is being proposed, we are passing 
all the authority to cabinet. What good isLhat? When will the bill 
come back for public debate? When will we be able to find out 
that this bill is not working, that it is not creating jobs, except 
bureaucratic jobs? When? That is why this type of bill must be 
opposed at every opportunity.

However, despite the excellent contribution small businesses . 
make to the Canadian economy, the Liberals have not come 
through on their electoral promise to create a better environment 
for small business to work in.


