June 8, 1994

COMMONS DEBATES

5039

Precedents of this House. In recognizing the hon. member for
Fraser Valley West I also add my apologies.

Mr. Randy White (Fraser Valley West): Mr. Speaker, it is
80od to see that the person in charge is always willing to admit
an error from time to time. It is too bad the government in charge
Would not follow in line with that.

I had a great speech prepared tonight, but there have been so
Many quotes I have to address them and change everything.

The government whip talked previously about re-establishing
Our credibility. That was the comment he made. One wonders
Why the Liberal government has to re—establish its credibility
Tather than establish it. Could it be that this was the very
80vernment that started borrowing money on the backs of our
Youth in the first place and now it is back to try to re-establish
Credibility?

The question about why Reformers are in this House of
r°mmons is quite obvious. The government did not quite
€~establish the credibility it thought it did, and so here we are.
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There was some prior discussion about tabling a list. I think
?de of the members opposite suggested that one of our members
ot have a list. He was referring to the list of restraint
€asures to be reflected in future estimates, the reductions from
l_efel_rpuse of Commons budget. That was the list he was
aSCdlng to. I intend to put forward an amendment to the motion
Somet :_n that list. It is not as though he were coming up Wlt‘h
Ing out of thin air. It is not a list this government needs; it
searcs},-a conscience. This government has to do a little soul
INg on how to balance budgets.

0

ma‘:{: a{; asked time and time again what specific cuts could be
Ty ¢ divulged a great deal of cuts during the election.
noﬂ\s;'e In tl}ese estimates hgve we see anything like reducing
Not 3 aried items by a certain percentage, not even 2 per cent,
n(l;:r cent, not 10 or !2 per cent. If members look at some of
. ~salaried Issues in this government today it would not
gy ¥ much to figure out there is some money to be saved.
Onders how hard they are looking.

I :
are ‘:g:ld_llke to get back to my old dilemma of how much we
3650 l!n'lid‘mg to promote the official languages policy. The
8650 mili}on we have established could be anywhere from
govemm 100 to $2 billion or $3 billion. No one is certain in this
tter ofem' There are a lot of places to find cuts. It is just a
getting at it and doing it.

Lhave ..
'nonsagz dt“ed to put these reductions into the House of Com-
By the ,mgets We are talking about here of about $2.4 million.
Perigg o € we put this in perspective, it is interesting that in the
n eresa O-minute speech we have already spent $1,767,600
Probap) ' on the debt. Here we are this evening debating
€0 times that amount.
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Today the cost to our young people, each and every one of
them, is about $26,000 per annum to pay the interest. This is
transferred to the young people listening and watching tonight.
It is not this party that brought this upon these next few
generations. It is the government of today and that previous
party from Jurassic Park, wherever it is. I am sorry, I did not
mean to point to the hon. member from the NDP. They are not
Jurassic Park, yet.

There was a quote a little earlier from the government whip
who said that we do not want to get into this discussion on a
partisan basis. Unfortunately these discussions about dollars are
partisan. They are biased. Many people are very angry at
politicians and government. Reformers have come to this House
in part to address some of those concerns people have. We have a
right to speak about these things and we intend to do so with
vigour.

Just imagine for a moment in any country in the world a
government which spends $160 billion a year. This factitious
country overspends by $40 billion a year. In other words the
money it takes in just is not enough, so it borrows to spend
$40 billion a year. This government borrowing that much each
year then says: “We want to get more jobs. We want to show
people up front we are going to get them jobs. What will we do?
We will buy them some jobs. Let us spend $2 billion more, even
though we are only borrowing $40 billion. Let us borrow
$2 billion more and let us go to the municipalities and get them
to throw in $2 billion and why not ask the provincial government
for $2 billion as well. We have $6 billion, but there is only one
taxpayer. Fancy that”. Here is a government borrowing on the
backs of one taxpayer at three different levels of government.
This is the same government which is spending $160 billion a
year, of which $40 billion is borrowed.
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A member opposite said a little while ago: “If this govern-
ment does not lose its way”. I suggest this government has
started to lose its way, it is on a different path than the day it
started. It is already borrowing money to show politically it can
create jobs when at the end of the day what is going to happen is
there will be more people unemployed and we will owe more
money.

Mr. Mitchell: The Canadian people voted for it.

Mr. White (Fraser Valley West): The Canadian people voted
the Conservatives out. They did not vote a red book in.

Government members say: ‘“Why not spend $6 billion of the
taxpayers’ money on infrastructure jobs? Let us find something
else to spend our money on. After all we are only borrowing
$40 billion. Why not create 150,000 child care spaces if the
economy goes to 3 per cent of GDP? That is a good idea, but we
do not want to show the people out there that we are borrowing
$1.5 billion to do that. Therefore we will spend $750 million
federally and we will ask the provinces to spend $750 million”.
Here we go again spending another $1.5 billion on the backs of



