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cems for more sustainable programs and provinces’ concerns 
for greater flexibility.

victims. We must not succumb to the notion that in order to 
survive we must be the strongest or the most resourceful.

Reformers would have us all fall prey to this logic, a logic 
which would throw out the social fabric and not repair it. If use 
of this type of logic has as its only goal the elimination of the 
debt, then what this approach does is forget that each and every 
one of us, regardless of our province or country of origin, 
whether from Manitoba or Prince Edward Island, whether 
Yukon or Nunavut, new Canadian or native Canadian, is still a 
member of a community.

Keep in mind that the Minister of Finance has taken into 
account that change requires a period of adjustment. This 
government has not lost sight of the individual faces which will 
be affected in this budget. This government does not intend to 
perpetuate the notion that we live in a culture in which we are 
victims.

Reformers in their budget played on the fears of those who see 
themselves as victims. Some members opposite would have us 
believe that if we simply cut, cut, cut then everything will be 
better. At the same time Reformers will not commit to one 
course of action. If you do not like where we have made cuts, 
then the response is simple: make your own cuts. They had 
better add up to the bottom line. Such a nonchalant, bottom line 
approach implies that wherever the greatest burden exists 
according to your own criteria, cut that. Just make sure you meet 
the bottom line.

We cannot survive if we focus on only my needs or my wants. 
By virtue of our tendency as human beings to exist in groups 
because we are social creatures we must look beyond our own 
shadows.

Canadians wanted and deserved a budget which espoused the 
virtues of fairness and equity. The minister has accomplished 
that goal. Both corporations and individuals are equal partners 
in the fight to save Canada.

It is that kind of naive analysis which perpetuates our cultural 
victimization. It would be wonderful to look at our own personal 
budgets and cut those items which seem to cost the most. Why 
worry about food, clothing and shelter? According to some 
members it is only the bottom line that counts. Why concern 
yourself with being human? We simply must balance the budget 
regardless of the social cost.

We know that the Minister of Finance is serious. That is why 
both individuals and corporations have been brought into align­
ment. Through improvements to the tax system, for example, 
requiring professional and other unincorporated business to pay 
taxes on income in the year in which it is earned, just like wage 
earners do, this budget has actively removed barriers which 
have contributed to the culture of victimization.

• (1510)
We are fortunate that we live in a society that enables us to 

exist as a synergistic entity where the whole is greater than the 
sum of its parts or members. I will not deny that each of us has 
problems, some unique to a few individuals, some to a particular 
region of Canada, which affect all of us.

These types of cuts to food, clothing and shelter are unrealis­
tic on a personal level and are unacceptable at a federal level. 
We must evaluate what is important to us and from there 
determine where we can reduce expenditures. That is the ap­
proach taken by this government and by this finance minister. We must be able to stretch out our arms further and run faster 

so that we are not borne ceaselessly into the past. We must 
accept our responsibilities first as Canadians. We must also 
realize that change is not inherently bad or negative. We must 
realize that we are not victims but victors.

Simply cutting to meet a bottom line would make us even 
greater victims. Sound reasoning and methodology were used to 
determine areas of waste, areas of duplication and areas lacking 
profitability. Through this realistic evaluation of Canada’s 
economic house, the Minister of Finance has introduced an 
approach for fiscal responsibility which affirms the notion of 
cultural success. The government is not contributing to the 
disease of cultural victimization.

At this point I want to congratulate the Minister for Human 
Resources Development and fellow federal Manitoba Liberal 
caucus members for their hard work and commitment with 
regard to this budget.

Essentially the third party would leave us to our own greed: “I 
live in the west, so I will cut services in the east”. Let us be 
honest. Society cannot survive if we are enthnocentric. This 
type of self-absorbed regional attitude creates a slippery slope; 
we pick at the cultural threads of the Canadian fabric in a futile 
attempt to hang on.

Two months ago the prospect of losing air command became a 
horrible possibility. However, after yesterday’s budget the real­
ity for Manitobans is less severe. Only about 350 to 375 jobs will 
be affected as a result of air command’s closure. This is a 
significant difference from the anticipated number of jobs 
which would have been lost. Although loss of air command will 
be difficult for Manitobans, I am confident that once the 
government’s reasons are understood, Manitobans will be able 
to accept this change.

What happens is that the fabric becomes warn and ripped. We 
must not continue to think we live in a cultural environment as


