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programs? The threat ,to those social programs is the deficit and 
debt and the interest payments on that debt.

• (1130)

The double standard has to be very confusing to the other 
members of the government, and it certainly is confusing to the 
public and to the staff in the minister’s department.

What never ceases to amaze me is that bill after bill, debate after 
debate from the other side reinforces the fact that government 
members are just not listening to the Canadian people. Whether 
they are not listening or it is selective hearing, they are absolutely 
not responding to what Canadians are asking for and in fact are 
demanding. They do not understand the change which has taken 
place over the years. The politics of 30 years ago, which unfortu
nately is still directing the group across the aisle, do not work any 
more.

What we had here last night was a charade. As a member of the 
Reform Party, I was appalled at what I saw. With 205 new members 
elected to this place, the message was: “We want change”. You can 
look at it as either 205 new members were voted in or 205 old 
members were thrown out. Either way, the message remains the 
same: “We want change”.

Perhaps part of the problem over there is that the government 
thinks it won the election. Its members actually think they won the 
election. I would suggest that they did not win the election; the 
Conservatives lost the election. And the Canadian voters are still 
looking for a party that will represent them. Day after day they are 
not getting it. I suggest that the day of reckoning is coming in 1997, 
because those members who are not listening will be replaced with 
members who will.

Canadians are going to have no part of it any more. The 
Canadian voters have said very loudly and very clearly: “We want 
politicians in Ottawa who are representing us. We want to have a 
voice in Ottawa because obviously what you people have been 
doing over the years has not worked. We are deeper in debt than we 
have ever been and we are getting fewer services for more dollars 
than ever before”. The old style politics of we know best, we know 
what is best for the mindless masses just is not working any longer.

What the voters have asked us to do is look at the old ways. “We 
do not care if that is the way you have been doing it for years. It has 
not worked. We want some change. We want some fresh thinking in 
this place. Do not kowtow to the party line. Listen to us. Listen to 
the common sense of the common people. The message is we want 
less government, we want more efficient government”. That is not 
what this bill gives them, or even addresses.

I want to congratulate those government members who have 
stood up and represented the people in their ridings. That was 
courageous. I was absolutely appalled when I heard what was 
supposedly said by the Prime Minister. I do not know his exact 
words. He complimented the ones who changed their position and 
stayed with the party. He said that it took courage not to buck him. 
What about the courage it took to buck the leader and vote with the 
people who sent them here to Ottawa? That is where the real 
courage was. Those people should have been complimented. They 
should understand that.

The Reform Party on the other hand has a vision. We are looking 
ahead. We are listening to voters. We are going to question the old 
ways. I am very proud that we are. The windows and doors need to 
be opened. Let us look at the way we have been doing things. There 
has to be a better way because what we have been doing has not 
worked. The country has never been further apart as a complete 
country and we have never been deeper in debt. Very obviously, 
something is wrong. It is broke. It needs to be fixed. Let us get that 
message across.

That is the message from the voters. They want politicians to 
represent them in Ottawa, not to listen to the party line. That is the 
curse of this place: Do what you are told. We saw that last night. I 
could not believe the display in this House. Members were being 
told not to vote: Party over people, do not stand up and vote, we 
have got the numbers. Those members are not going to be recorded 
in some of those votes. They were here but they did not stand up to 
vote yea or nay.

There is a good argument to be made for quality, not quantity. 
There is absolutely no basis or justification for increasing the size 
of this House. Reform proposed a 10 per cent reduction in 
members. We said we can do this job with fewer people, and there 
is no doubt that we can. In our proposal, Ontario would lose some 
seats. I would suggest that Ontario is prepared to accept that, 
because the voters in Ontario know that we have too much 
government. We are overgovemed. They are quite prepared for 
less.

How can they justify that in their conscience? We are taking the 
salary. We are sent here to do a job. Here we are ignoring the voters 
and responding to one person, the whip. Do as you are told, fall into 
line or else.

There is a double standard here that I am sure has not escaped 
members on the other side. They are being disciplined and whipped 
into shape for doing what is right, for representing their voters. 
Then we have the Minister of Canadian Heritage, who violates this 
trust. He invites a group to a dinner and there are political pay-offs, 
but there is no reprimand, that is all right. It does not matter about 
the appearance of a possible conflict here. It is okay.

In going from 301 to 273 we could reduce the number of 
members by 28. I heard a figure of approximately $1 million to 
keep a member in this House. If that is right, we are looking at a 
saving of $28 million a year, a significant amount of money. And it 
works two ways: We will reduce the cost to the taxpayer, and I 
would suggest we will do a better job in running the business here.


