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word free is not only free trade but free love, free glasses at gas 
stations, free offers, and in general a free ride.

I suggest that my colleagues from the NDP stand up and 
congratulate the Prime Minister and the government for a job 
well done. For the first time ever in the history of the country we 
had a united team that went on a mission in order to promote 
Canada’s interest.

Of course parliamentarians here may be more aware of the 
oxymoron that we see almost firsthand in some of the actions we 
are taking as a Parliament now to rebuild our country after nine 
years of Conservative rule. The most widely used oxymoron in 
the entire country is Progressive Conservative. It does not make 
any sense. They are two opposites.

We would recommend the rejection of Motion No. 4 as 
proposed by my colleague from the New Democratic Party for 
the following reasons. The agreement does not require such a 
study as is proposed. The government already has such authority 
in any event. Therefore the amendment is unnecessary and 
redundant.

The problem with this word free is that it has two contradicto­
ry meanings, as Mr. Saul goes on to say. One refers to political 
freedom, or liberty, and has an ethical value; the other refers to 
an imaginary state of being in which there is no effort and no 
cost. Freedom is thus confused with the gambler’s idea that you 
can get something for nothing, and that is why Johnson’s 
scoundrels are attracted to it. I maintain that Bill C-57 as 
proposed, without amendment, will injure Canadians and indus­
try. That is why New Democrats are putting forward these 
amendments, to ensure that Canadians’ interests are protected at 
the international level so we can continue to build a strong 
country from sea to sea.

Furthermore a report entitled “Impact of the GATT Agree­
ment on Canadian Agriculture and Agri-Food” was released on 
June 22, 1994. This report prepared jointly by provincial and 
federal agriculture officials examined the effect of the Uruguay 
round on all agriculture sectors, including the Canadian milk 
marketing system. The report concluded that the effect of the 
Uruguay round on the dairy industry will be minimal. There will 
be no domestic price impact over the transition period on 
industrial milk. Production may decline 0 to 2 per cent by the 
year 2000 as a result of new minimum access commitment for 
butter.• (1315)

For the same reasons we are recommending rejection of 
Motion No. 5. This amendment mandates a very specific and 
onerous reporting requirement that would have important re­
source implications.

Mr. Mac Harb (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister for 
International Trade, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, my colleagues in the 
NDP sound like a broken record attacking the Americans and 
requesting that we do the same things the Americans are doing. 
It reminds me of somebody who cannot go to bed at night for 
worrying that someone else might be having a good time.

• (1320)

The bill before us deals specifically with an agreement that 
was reached by 123 countries around the globe, nothing more, 
nothing less. The provinces have been consulted on the matter 
throughout the debate on the agreement, for the past six and a 
half years.

The information on the activities of the World Trade Orga­
nization mandated in paragraph 12.1(a) to (d) is contained in the 
GATT annual report. The minister could undertake to table the 
World Trade Organization annual report in the House if it is 
necessary.

I do not understand the NDP members. The premier of the 
NDP government in Ontario just came back from a trip to China. 
He supports the notion of the World Trade Organization and the 
GATT implementing legislation. The NDP premier from B.C. 
was on the same trip. He came back very happy and very excited 
about the notion of opening new markets around the globe.

For the reasons I listed we are recommending that Motions 
Nos. 4 and 5 be rejected.

[Translation]

Mr. Stéphane Bergeron (Verchères, BQ): Mr. Speaker, I too 
welcome this opportunity to speak on the two motions put forth 
by our hon. colleague from The Battlefords—Meadow Lake. On 
Motion No. 4, to subject the effects of the agreement on the milk 
marketing system to parliamentary review, I would just like to 
remind our colleagues from the New Democratic Party that we 
presented a motion this morning, Motion No. 2, in which 
reference was made to a report to be laid before the House of 
Commons each year, concerning, in a more general sense, the 
implementation of the Uruguay Round Agreement by our major 
partners, especially the United States.

I do not know what the problem is with my colleagues in the 
NDP. Every time we use the word free, they jump.

For Canada, which has the largest and longest border of 
almost any country on the globe, trade is very important. Trade 
means jobs. For every $1 billion in trade at least 9,000 to 10,000 
jobs are created. The NDP should be grateful that we have a 
government that cares, that we have a Prime Minister who cares. 
He led one of the largest business delegations in the history of 
Canada and came back with some good results.


