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If our Prime Minister could return home with a fresh vision of
thosg ideals that vastly transcend for contemporary Canadians
and if Parliament could help him link that vision to the practical
hopes and dreams of Canadians in every corner of the land then
the House would have done its part to provide a rallying point

for federalism which is the spirit and the substance of this
resolution.

Mr. Dennis J. Mills (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister
;f Industry); Mr. Speaker, I say to the leader of the Reform
Pa’ty that we welcome this debate today so that the Liberal

arty, the Government of Canada, can reaffirm its commitment
to Canada’s integrity and to the vision we have for the country.

thl begin with a question related to that portion of your speech
at has to do with global trading. {

T!:e Speaker: Order. Because of the nature of the speech, the
: air toc?ay will be even more vigilant. Would all hon. members
Please direct their remarks to the Chair.

Mr. Mins (Broadview—Greenwood): Thank you, Mr.
Peaker, My question to the leader of the Reform Party has to do

With globaj trading which the member touched upon in his
Speech.

hal‘:‘;lerican business experts have complained that one of the
'¢aps of the United States in international trade is the lack
Cricans with foreign language skills. For the last 25 years
Liberals have promoted a policy of multiculturalism
i °re we have encouraged people to preserve and promote their
f8uage and culture of origin. g

we as

® (1030

s \:’e believe the policy Pierre Trudeau enunciated in 1971

trad xy Tepresents one of the greatest advantages that we have as a

i h:g nation because we have people in our country who can

o lme and trade on behalf of Canada because they preserve
anguage of origin.

thehl] your new vision of Canada, through you, Mr. Speaker, to
¢ader of the Reform Party, that you are proposing would you
Otinye to support—

pl:;he Speaker: Order. With all respect, would the hon. member
Se direct his questions through the Chair.

spl(:;' Mil!s. (Broadview—Greenwood): Thank you, Mr.

of eerl'{ThlS 1s a very emotional debate today. Would the leader

would | eform Party support a multiculturalism policy that
Ink multiculturalism to trade policy?

Mr. M,

Question. nning: Mr. Speaker, 1 thank the member for his

Supply

As our motion suggests, we support the objective of preserv-
ing our cultural heritage and diversity which leaves all kinds of
room for supporting the concept of preserving Canada’s multi-
cultural heritage. Regarding the member’s suggestion that it has
an economic dimension, we would have no disagreement with
that. Where we will come to a difference is on how to get there.

Our view is that we preserve this multicultural heritage by
making that the responsibility of individuals, maybe economi-
cally motivated individuals, private associations and the lower
levels of government.

We get the federal government out of that business and
confine its role to strictly the prevention of discrimination on
the basis of culture, language or other distinction. The differ-
ence is not with the goal, it is how to get there.

The international trade dimensions of this most effective new
Canada that it has to be a trading nation competing in the free
trade world give an additional argument for having a federal
government that did not exist even 10 years ago, and that is we
need a bigger federal government as our bargaining agent in
these big international trade agreements. Our point is that a
bargaining agent representing 28 million people is going to get
further in a free trade world than a government representing 8
million people.

Mr. Peter Adams (Peterborough): Mr. Speaker, I listened
with great interest to the member’s remarks and toward the end
when he was talking about D-Day he got to the matter of
heritage and national pride. I think he and the members of his
party know that in the end the successful nations of the world,
however we define successful, have not been built on technicali-
ties, on formulae, on a technocratic approach to nationhood but
in fact have been based on emotion and feeling, common
heritage.

Quite often the successful nations have developed technical
ways of channelling the energies which have come forward as a
result of this national pride.

The speaker looked forward into the 21st century but the way
we look forward into the 21st century is by looking honestly and
clearly at the nation as it exists now.

The key features of the nation which we have now, this
wonderful nation of Canada, this remarkable confederal system,
have to do with the makeup of the population. We have for
example hundreds of First Nations, aboriginal peoples who
speak several families of languages and many scores of actual
languages.

We also have, whether the member likes it or not, in the
modern nation two founding nations, two groups of people, that
feel a special responsibility, have a special place in the modern
nation of Canada; the people who use the French language and
people who, as their maternal language, use English.




