March 22, 1994

COMMONS DEBATES

2635

to the demand for jobs, they will expose our society to more
serious problems very soon.

If the government does not pay enough attention to the
repeated warnings heard in recent days, I sincerely believe we
are moving towards a dark future. Our children will pay for this
inertia. For some such as the well-off, including some of the
members opposite, the daily problems of the jobless may appear
trivial, not very important, since their own current assets allow
them to secure their descendants’ future. If I were in their shoes,
I would worry and start asking myself serious questions.

We have seen great empires melt away because of crises
caused by serious socio—economic problems. In my riding the
situation is alarming: over 30 per cent of the labour force are out
of work. Worse still, these people see no light at the end of the
tunnel. Signs of employment recovery are non—existent. The
members opposite promised us job-creation measures. They
said over and over it was their priority with a capital “P”.
Where are these measures? Where is this well-publicized
job—creation plan?

The people in my riding are now seeing the Liberals’ lack of
imagination and unwillingness to create jobs. The government
is falling back on its infrastructure program, which is clearly
insufficient to put people back to work. What a crock! It is not a
project creating or maintaining 45,000 temporary jobs that will
restore confidence to the 1,559,000 Canadians and 428,000
Quebecers without jobs.

For workers, it is disappointing to see this government take an
almost passive attitude in the face of the unemployment crisis. It
throws out a few crumbs and then sits and waits for the expected
economic recovery to turn the situation around. However,
economists agree that this recovery will not bring a miraculous
increase in the number of jobs. Miracles do not happen in this
world, as the members opposite know full well. So what are they
waiting for to take action? What are they waiting for to innovate,
introduce new programs, stimulate the economy wisely?
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Nice speeches are not concrete and urgent measures to create
jobs. In my riding, the infrastructure program will create or
maintain only a few hundred temporary jobs. It is not very
convincing from a party that proclaimed itself, before October
25, of course, the saviour of the economy and the great creator of
lasting jobs. It already admits that these measures will only have
a minor effect on unemployment, since the budget forecasts that
the unemployment rate will remain around 11 per cent in 1995.

The government always says it cannot do more given the
current financial situation. The lack of money has become the
favourite tune of the members opposite whenever the Canadian
people ask them to invest more money. This tune is unaccept-
able. In its last budget the government decided not to trim fat or
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eliminate waste. Had it listened to us and shown the will to
thoroughly examine all these programs, it would have had
enough financial leeway to foster and invest in job creation. But
it has made its bed and must now lie in it.

In the March 21 issue of La Presse, we read that 1,000
Canadian entrepreneurs will participate in the Expo 1994 trade
fair in Mexico. This is not a bad thing. These business people
will test the ground and look at the opportunities offered by that
country’s 86.5 million people. This is all well and good but when
these entrepreneurs need help to penetrate that market, what
kind of support can they expect from a government that decided
to maintain waste and fat instead of giving itself greater
flexibility? Fat and waste are not concrete and urgent job—cre-
ation measures.

The same applies to small and medium-sized businesses.
They must be supported in their development and their plans for
the future. Where is the Liberal government’s flexibility? It
does not have any, just crumbs that do not allow for real
development. Our economy is based on regional small and
medium-sized businesses. We must stimulate, even favour their
creation. The government must get out of its rut and support
dynamic environments such as universities, polytechnic schools
and engineering departments; it must go there to find new ideas
and people able to start new small and medium-sized busi-
nesses.

If the members opposite just sit and wait for an economic
recovery, do you really think the economy will pick up? So far,
the Liberals have not shown any vigour, any new idea in their
job—creation strategy. Roads, aqueducts, sewers, viaducts and
bridges are all they came up with. They will create or maintain
small, precarious jobs, spend some $2 billion without, in the
end, investing anything in new medium and long—term projects,
when such projects could create jobs in addition to stabilizing
and strengthening our economy.

Madam Speaker, I would now like to draw your attention to an
issue I deeply care about, which I have often raised with the
ministers opposite. It is the construction of new social housing
units and co—ops throughout the country. As we know, the
Liberals have maintained the Conservatives’ decisions in this
area. Low—cost, co—op and non—profit housing programs were
abolished on January 1st; from now on, not one cent will be
spent on providing decent accommodation for the 1,200,000
Canadians in urgent need of housing.

Yet, these programs aimed at helping the poorly housed also
created many jobs.
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Statistics indicate that building 1,000 new housing units
generates 2,000 jobs in the construction sector. That is a lot of
jobs. We kill two birds with one stone: Employment is stimu-
lated and living conditions are improved. I am convinced that



