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Somne bon. Members: Hear, bear!

Mr. Broadbent: How have the Liberais responded to bhis
crisis? How have the Liberals responded to being locked into
Reaganomics? Have the i iberais met the challenge hy honest-
iy saying that now is the time for an industrial strategy, tbe
kind that my party bas called for in the iast two elections and
about whicb i-erb Gray bas talked? Not at ail. Herb Gray bas
been replaced by tbat omniscient senator in tbe other place,
Senator Oison.

lnstead of moving in the right direction to get more Canadi-
an control over our manufacturing sector, instead of estabiisb-
ing an economy iess reliant for its balance of payments situa-
tion on export resources, the Government of Canada is moving
in the opposite direction.

To quote Senator Olson-and this is a complete give-
away-he said: "When a country comes to you and tbey are
looking for iron ore, you do not try to seil that country steel."~
Just a matter of days ago he said: "Canadians should not feel
bad about being regarded as bewers of wood and drawers of
water." i say it is the Liberai Party of Canada that sbouid feel
bad about foisting that kind of policy on the people of Canada.

What is tbe government doing to deal with the present
economic crisis? 1 have just said that tbe government is not
making that sbift. 1 suggested that Senator Olson's direction is
different. It certainly is. The Liberals bave adopted a new
tack. It is no longer merely resources that tbey are going to seli
off; they are promoting megaprojects in the resource sector.
That is the new con job. The Liberals are now saying that
megaprojects ail across our country will get us out of our
balance of payments situation and wiil create jobs. Tbat is the
new patb to a rich and brighter future.

That is simply wrong, Mr. Speaker. It is a more up-to-date
version, a slicker use of terminoiogy, to try to convince the
people tbat megaprojects mean sometbing different from
resource sell-offs. But 1 say to the Prime Minister of Canada
(Mr. Trudeau) that be will not get away with that kind of
approach any more than Sterling Lyon got away witb that
approach in the province of Manitoba.

1 also say to the Prime Minister, wbo bas said that be does
not want and does not believe in a quick-fix solution, tbat that
is precisely the Liberals' approacb to the megaprojects. The
megaprojects are to be the quick-fix solution to our balance of
payments problem. The quick-fix solutions to the probiems of
Canada would be to get rid of the Liberal Government of
Canada.

Some hon. Members: Hear, bear!

Mr. Broadbent: We in this party say that now is tbe time,
instead of doing wbat tbe officiai opposition bas donc and trot
out the problems, wbicb we have donc in past debates as weil,
to move in new directions. Now is the time to speak frankiy to
the people of our land. Now is tbe time to begin the serious
march to recovery that Canadians want and deserve. Now is
the time to get rid of the Liberal Government of Canada.

Some hon. Members: Hear, bear!

Supply
Mr. Broadbent: 1 want to make one point with particular

emphasis and add two or three comments. 1 have talked about
some of the latter points before. When we say that the
manufacturing approach is the key, we say it is the key
because it has been the key for Scandinavia, West Germany,
France, for Japan, and indeed bas been the key for success for
the development of the United States of America. I as a
Canadian who came of age after World War Il feel ashamed
of Canadian goverfiments whicb have not had the courage and
determination to make this country into the irst-rate industri-
ai nation that it ought to be in 1982.

* (14"0)

So, Mr. Speaker, we are saying that in addition to the tax
cut proposais we have made before of $1 billion for middle and
low-income earners to provide some stimulus to the economy
and produce jobs, and in addition to the proposais we made to
stimulate partîcularly the housing sector by taxing the banks
at a reasonable level, we are now saying that the multination-
ais wbo have done very well in Canada and, as a 1973 U.S.
Senate study clearly demonstrates, they are here as in other
countries precisely because we bave a lucrative market-tbey
are flot here for our good, tbey are bere for theirs-are getting
ail the benefits out of this arrangement and not the people of
Canada, since we bave a $23 billion deficit in manufactured
goods. It is time to turn tbose priorities around.

We are saying tbat a serious move at tbis time of economic
crisis by the Government of Canada would be to embark on an
industrial strategy and say to the multinationals that tbey
must enter into letters of agreement witb the goverfiment, as
bas been done in other industrialized nations, committing
tbemselves to a dollar-value production commensurate witb
tbe level of consumption of their products in tbis country. Tbat
means that companies, wbetber in tbe automotive sector, the
electronics sector or communications-you name it-wbicb
bappen to be multinationals located bere could still bave
world-scale production, but it would also mean that tbey wouid
start now to put Canadians to work in numbers equivalent to
their dollar benefit in this country. With 1.8 million Canadians
unemployed, we tbink tbat kind of step is long overdue.

A reiated point, Mr. Speaker, is that not only do we bave to
move in terms of manufacturing goods here and maximize our
own production for domestic markets-and two places to begin
producing tbousands of jobs in the next couple of years are in
tbe macbinery goods industry and transportation industry, but
1 will not elaborate on that today. Tbere are also sectors wbere
we couid start now wbicb would bave important consequences
soon.

In addition we in this party are saying, as social democratic
parties have said and demonstrated elsewbere in tbe world,
that it is not sufficient to gain control and dominance in your
own domestîc market; you bave to pursue international mar-
kets. 1 bave visited countries in western Europe and the
Caribbean recently wbere 1 was told borror stories about the
failure of Canadians to selI goods. 1 wiil not name tbem, but
two products were identified wbich would bave produced
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