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Let us talk about SMIP. Probably not one of them knows what 
SMIP is. Do they know? What is SMIP? They have no idea what 
SMIP is. That is special measures initiatives program, a new 
program just introduced by the Liberal government. What is it 
all about?

When they refer to “those bad Reformers” it must be a racial 
thing with them. If they took a good look at who we are and what 
we represent in our communities—people of all races, colours, 
creeds, religion and sex—they would be a little disappointed in 
themselves. They should look in the mirror and wonder what 
they said in the House of Commons about Reformers. That is 
probably the lowest we can get in debates like this one. It is fine 
if they wish to use it but they will not get it from over here.

It retains the successful elements of previous special mea­
sures programs. It has new initiatives to support the develop­
ment and retention of designated group members. There is a 
recruitment component in SMIP that is similar to old programs 
but is directed at other groups such as aboriginals, visible 
minorities and so on.

If the goal system is not a system of quotas, exactly what is it? 
What is it when we need an investigator to ensure these things 
are being done? What is it when people can be fined and become 
a criminal for not living up to a quota established by govern­
ment? What is that?What does SMIP do? It spends money. It spends $768,000 on 

aboriginals; $508,000 on all employees; $992,000 on all em­
ployment equity groups; $838,000 on more than one but not all 
employment equity groups; $382,000 on women; and $225,000 
on visible minority groups. The list goes on and on.

There is not a person in the House today on that side who even 
knows what SMIP does. A lot of it buys votes; it enables the 
government under yet another program to go around the country 
handing out money.

The Liberal government is involved in quotas. I have ex­
plained how and why. If someone would like to stand on the 
other side and explain what I said, if I were wrong about my 
discussion on goals and quotas, I would love to hear it. Am I 
wrong about sections 25 and 31? Am I wrong about section 36? 
If I am, let us talk about it.

How is it right to ensure fairness in an employment system 
while at the same time telling some people they need not apply 
because they do not fit into a category? The government will say 
that is not really so and they will get another portion of the 
workplace.

Young people are saying to politicians all the time, not just 
Reformers but Liberals as well, that they cannot get in there, that 
they need not apply, that they need not submit an application 
form to the RCMP. I have had them in my office and I asked why 
not. They say that they do not fit, that they are excluded from the 
category. How does it make it right on the one hand to exclude 
people and on the other hand say it is fair and equitable?

It is a frustrating exercise to try to get the debate on a level 
that the government will understand. Its members are intent on 
pushing this through. They are intent on having it their way. 
They are intent on giving average Canadians what they think is 
best for them even if average Canadians do not think it is.

Mr. Andy Scott (Fredericton—York—Sunbury, Lib.); Mr. 
Speaker, I will be very brief.

The Reform Party was bom of a sense of feeling excluded 
from the power and the decisions made in the country. If I am 
wrong in that regard I would certainly want it pointed out. 
However, it is my understanding that essentially the Reform 
Party was bom of the notion that the west was feeling left out 
and did not feel it was part of it.

That sentiment should cause the member to understand exact­
ly the principles behind the bill. The desire to allow all people to 
feel a part of the system of government and so on is very 
important. Members representing that party opposite should be 
the first people to understand that notion, given where they were 
bom.

Mr. White (Fraser Valley West): Mr. Speaker, the member’s 
first presumption is inaccurate. Not only the west wants in. He 
has it all wrong. The east wants in. Central Canada wants in. The 
difficulty is that people across the nation are alienated by the 
traditional tactics of that party.

• (1250) It was not just politics, for instance, that had us opt out of the 
MP pension plan. That traditional party at the trough will take 
the money and run, which alienates people across the country. It 
has alienated us here. The traditional approach to the Senate of 
that party and the other party that is gone is wrong. It has 
alienated most people in the country yet the Prime Minister 
continually appoints Liberals to the other place.

An hon. member: That is baloney.

Mr. White (Fraser Valley West): One member says that is 
baloney.

An hon. member: It is.

Mr. White (Fraser Valley West): It is absolutely accurate. I 
need not say much more about it. It is extremely frustrating to 
listen to Liberals on the other side giving their version of the 
Liberal world out there without a reality check with the rest of 
the country.

• (1255)

It is not some Reformer coming out of Abbotsford, Langley or 
Aldergrove, British Columbia, saying that he is angry. We do a 
fair bit of travelling ourselves and we hear it across the country.


