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in place, if it ever was in place. It is a system wbicb could only
work if it allowed almost uninbibited exploitation. That
appears to be tbe kind of system, whicb tbis Government is now
attempting to put back in place. I hope my colleague, the Hon.
Member for Saint-Henri-Westmount (Mr. Jobnston), will
agree witb me wben I say that is not tbe system wbich
Canadians want. That is not tbe kind of system wbicb we in
the opposition benches want to see. It is not the kind of systcmn
on wbicb Canada was built. Good God, we bave devoted most
of our lives on attempting to eliminate exploitation and to raise
the lot of the average working families to make it possible for
tbose average families to own tbeir own homes ratber tban to
live in accommodation wbicb is owned by otbers. I bave spent
most of my adult life attempting to improve the bealtb and
safety conditions in tbe factories and in various industrial
undertakings in Canada. I don't want to sec tbose things slip
away. 1 don't want to sec us disregarding tbose kinds of things
as tbis Government pursues tbe ideological utopia of private
enterprise based on unfettcrcd exploitation. I bope there arc
otbcr Hon. Members in tbis House who feel likewisc. 1 hope
tbere is at least someone in the Conservative Party-anyone,
sitting anywberc, I don't care, in the most obscure corner of
the House, wbo will rise and say that be or sbe disagrees witb
tbis Government's intention to create the larger and larger
pools of unemployed wbo will be deprived of tbe economic
future wbicb we bave fougbt to create.
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Tbere sbould be an opportunity for everyone to find a job
and to work at it and to use ail of the available economic
means to achieve success. Tbat is wbere tbis Government bas
failed. It may bave failed in a lot of other areas as well, but
tbat is the area in wbicb the Government bas no understand-
ing, wbere its Achilles bcdl lies, as I look at it today. It is a
Govcrnmcnt wbicb bas fond mcmories of sometbing wbich no
one liked wben we bad it, a Government wbicb wants to take
us ail back to it, notwitbstanding that it would be disastrous,
not only for the gencration wbicb is presently employed but for
many of the young people wbo will come into tbe work force in
the future.

I did not intend to take up ahl of tbis time but I did feel it
important to put on tbe record my views on bow tbis Govern-
ment is operating and wbat is wrong witb it. I venture the
opinion that by 1988, wben we go back to the polîs again, more
of Canada's industrial base will be owned by foreigners and
less of Canada's industrial base will be secure in the bands of
Canadians wbo bave a long and abiding interest in ensuring
Canada's economic future.

I say to you, Mr. Speaker, that the kinds of conditions wbich
we bave built up in the social, wclfarc and bealtb care systems,
wbicb guaranteed tbat tbose wbo were in need could receive
witbout being degraded, will be undermined by tbis adminis-
tration. I remember prior to Cbristmas wben we were in
debate on universality-you will recaîl that yourself, Mr.

Supply
Speaker-that Party argued that it did flot really believe in
doing away witb universality, but we ail know the trutb. The
trutb was seif-evident in tbe embarrassed looks on the faces of
the various Ministers as they bad to rise and try to explain
their blurting out of iii conceived tbougbts.

I can say to you, Mr. Speaker, that tbe hidden agenda of
this administration is becoming less hidden witb every passing
day. That is wbere the public of Canada will look when it
finally bas to make its decisions. It is no accident, and 1 know
you would agree with me, Mr. Speaker-if you were able to--
that the Conservative administrations in the provinces of
Canada are now beginning to fail like ten pins. Tbey are
falling because the Mulroney-led Government is not living up
to tbe promises it made. It is not fulfilling what it said it bad
as a mandate. That will be what will ultimately undermine ail
of the provincial Conservative administrations, flot only tbe
administration in Britisb Columbia led by Mr. Bennett and bis
Socreds, wbo are tbe kissing cousins of tbe Conservatives, in
any case. That is wbat will ultimately undermine the credibili-
ty of this administration itself because it speaks out of both
sides of its moutb. It will, on tbe one band, say wbatever is
required to be said in the most melodious, most mellifluous
tones, making sure it is said witb ahl of tbe care necessary to
bave it clearly understood. But someone else can risc a day or
two later and say sometbing quite different.

It is not that tbîs practice came to that Party only after it
became elected as tbe Government of Canada. You will
remember yourself, Mr. Speaker-you migbt not admit it
because you cannot, but I remember quite well-tbat in tbe
Parliament prior to tbis one, on every single issue witbout
exception, tbere was a Conservative wbo spoke on eacb sîde of
tbe question. It did not matter what tbe issue was, there was a
Conservative for it and a Conservative against it. Tbat is on
tbe record, by the way. Tbat is still tbe practice. I remember it
because it afforded tbat Party sucb a wonderful opportunity. If
someone wrote in and said be was in favour of lowering tbe
taxes, the Conservative Party could send out tbe speecb of one
of its members wbo was in favour of it. If someone wrote in to
say, "It's time we taxed the buggers more", tbe speech of tbe
Hon. Member wbo agreed would be sent out. That Party was
in favour of nuclear development and opposed to it at the same
time. I can remnember going tbrougb tbat exercise; it was an
exercise to bebold.

1 say to the Liberal Party tbat it could bave been more
focused and more pointed in its motion. There are ways in
wbicb we could bave brougbt about a more speedy recovery
from tbe disastrous economic conditions wbicb tbe Liberals
left to the Conservatives. We could have used tbe metbods
wbicb the Liberals bave set out in tbeir motion. But don't let
yourself be foolcd, Mr. Speaker, tbe agenda the Tories are
following is tbe agenda tbe Tories believe in. It is an agenda
wbicb ail 211 Conservatives support. It is an agenda based on
furtber deprivation and economic cbaos.
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