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The Address

mately $100,000 for a party for 900, at a time when people are 
starving. That is what you did yesterday. What surprised me 
most of all was to see the Reform Party members join in. You 
said when you arrived here that you would cut everywhere. You 
told the shoeshiner, who barely earns $20,000 a year: “That’s 
too much! We are sending you back on the dole”. But you had no 
problem with last night’s party. They want to cut the shoeshiner. 
They want to eliminate his job. They were even ready to discuss 
the price of a club sandwich in Parliament. Yet, they were all 
dancing about at the Governor’s party. Members of the Bloc, 
however, kept their word and refused to be part of those 
unacceptable expenditures.

Would it not be more normal that 25 per cent of the money 
paid to the Canadian Police College be given to the Nicolet 
Police Institute, so that it could offer free training to police 
officers who wish to specialize, the way it is in the rest of 
Canada? Here is a good example of costly duplication for 
Quebec.

Let me now give you, Mr. Speaker, some of my views on the 
throne speech presented by the Liberals. There is not much there 
to reassure me. I see no clear indication that the liberal govern­
ment intends to deal with the real problems. I believe they will 
be much the same as the Conservatives.

What I gathered from that speech is that they are going to try 
and solve the problems of my constituents and Quebec people in 
general with the same, ineffective means used by previous 
governments.

What do they propose to deal with these problems? A National 
Forum on Health, when health is a provincial matter. Another 
forum to deal with foreign policy.

Our party has made the economic recovery one of its priori­
ties. The Speech from the Throne does little to give back hope to 
the unemployed in my riding and to all those young people who 
want to work. The infrastructure program announced by the 
Liberals will bring no solution to structural unemployment. It 
will not allow workers to acquire the new qualifications they 
need to get tomorrow’s jobs. Quite the contrary! It is to be 
expected that as soon as the work is finished, the workers will 
once more be unemployed.

I could not possibly avoid mentioning the report of the Deputy 
Prime Minister regarding the new Secretariat for the North 
American Commission on Environment. We expected a clear 
decision which would have confirmed the role of Montreal as 
the centre for the environment, but that is not what the Deputy 
Prime Minister and Minister of Environment did. She asked a 
private company to prepare a report.

As you know, Mr. Speaker, our party wants to do its part to 
eliminate the Canadian debt. The Liberal government systemati­
cally refuses to go to the roots of the public finance problem and 
submit to a rigorous review each and every federal department 
and organization, in order to cut the fat, as my leader said 
earlier. And we all know that there is still a lot of fat to cut. I 
mentioned the Governor General’s ball earlier. Again this week, 
we saw how millions of dollars were spent by several federal 
departments to produce videos depicting the life of officers of 
the Canadian forces and on windsurfing safely. These are real 
examples of wasting of public funds and members of this House, 
including those who put on their patent leather shoes to go 
dancing at the Governor General’s ball last evening, will have to 
work hard to eliminate such waste.
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We all know what type of mandates the Tories gave their 
friends who contributed to the election fund. Same solution, 
same procedure. I want them to know we will be on the look-out 
and we will remind the Liberal Party of its commitment in this 
matter. I am eager to see what the price of those consultations 
will be.

It should be noted that the Liberal government has in no way 
committed itself to reform the tax system in an equitable way 
and to challenge tax shelters such as family trusts. It is unaccept­
able that wealthy families be allowed to hide their fortune from 
the tax man while the burden of the middle class is constantly 
increasing. The Bloc Québécois will fight in this place in order 
that any reform of taxation and social programs, in particular 
those for the poorest in our society, is done according to the 
principles of equity.

Let me remind my colleagues across the way that the Auditor 
General’s report is very clear on this. By the way, what were they 
all doing yesterday, in the beautiful city of Ottawa, after the 
Speech from the Throne? They were squandering money. And 
what did the Liberals do, after promising to curtail expenses? 
Dressed in tuxedos and ball gowns, they attended the ball of Her 
Majesty’s representative. While the poor in my riding, in 
Manitoba and in Newfoundland sat in front of their TV set all 
day hoping for something real to come out of the Speech from 
the Throne, they went dancing. These poor people learned 
almost nothing from the speech; they learned though that you 
were going to the ball.
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I must say that I am also extremely concerned by the desire of 
the Liberal government to update, as it says, and to restructure 
social programs. After posturing as the defenders of social 
programs during the last electoral campaign, now the Liberals 
are threatening to do an about face and to slash the social safety 
net protecting Quebecers and Canadians.

Some hon. members: Hear, hear.

Mr. Plamondon: Did the poor people find a cause for hope? 
No! But no expense was too great for the others—caviar, wine, 
champagne; one hundred dollars per person maybe, approxi­


