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and are in serious trouble by any standard. Yet there has been no
substantial, serious or urgent look at the situation.

If we look at the Canada pension plan into which people like
me faithfully and without any free will on the matter paid for so
many years of our working lives, we see that the premiums to
sustain the program have already had to rise. By the most
moderate analysis they will be rising to at least 13 per cent by
the time the next generation is paying our pensions. Some
analysts suggest that the burden on future workers and taxpayers
could be as high as 16 per cent. This off the top payment, even if
it were only 10 per cent, will be in addition to the enormous
yearly interest that will have to be paid on the money that we
borrowed and to the payment for all the other programs we will
be using.

Do we seriously think the taxpayer of the future, in addition to
paying the interest, paying for all the other programs to sustain
society, trying to keep their lives together and building busi-
nesses and professional lives are going to pay an additional 10
per cent, 13 per cent or 16 per cent off the top so that you and I,
Mr. Speaker, can have the Canada pension plan? That is not
going to happen.

The future taxpayer will rise up in revolt and say that we are
the guys that got them into the mess and if we think they are
going to pay that much money off the top of their earnings in
addition to everything else so we can have Canada pension fund
benefits, we can think again; it is not going to happen. I can
scarcely blame them.
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Somebody has to get serious about the situation. Just going
along with it and saying ‘“don’t worry, be happy; it will all work
out” is not good enough.

The future taxpayer will have to pay billions and billions of
dollars every year in interest on what we have borrowed. This
year, for example, we are having to dig into our pockets for at
least $40 billion—and it looks like it will be $44 billion—to pay
interest on money the Liberal and Conservative governments
have borrowed in the last 25 years. In 25 years they have
managed to extract from our economy an obligation for $44
billion, and that is $44 billion that cannot be used for old age
security, Canada pension plan, health care and all other pro-
grams we desperately need.

That interest obligation is rising. The government is going to
think it is doing us all a favour if it only rises by another $5
billion or $6 billion every year due to its feeble stewardship over
the next four years of its mandate.

We cannot continue to impoverish our future by not getting a
grip on the issue today. We simply have to say we cannot
continue to obligate our children to take $40 billion or $50
billion every year out of our economy, out of their hard earned

pay, out of our economic activity, because we did not have the
courage and the good sense to do what is right: to live within our
means and pay our own way.

These programs have to be reorganized so that the people who
really need them can count on them in the future. They have to
be reorganized so that the state does not continue to have this
enormous inefficient and ineffective bureaucratic growth, say-
ing that it is going to look after us when it is abundantly clear
that even at great cost, great inefficiency and great numbers of
bureaucrats and administrative tribunals, it is simply not work-
ing and will not continue to work.

Last of all, we need to ensure these programs will be some-
thing we can continue to count on and pay for into the future.
That is absolutely essential. It is a cruel deception for the
government to tell Canadians it is looking after things, that
everything is all right and that it is going to reward seniors who
have invested in the country by making sure they get the
programs. The government’s inaction is virtually ensuring that
our seniors will not be getting these programs, even in the
foreseeable future as numbers of seniors rise.

I urge the House today not to look just at housekeeping
legislation and a few little administrative changes to help a few
people caught in the bureaucratic jungle. That is good; that is
nice. However the answer is not to tinker with the programs. The
answer is to look at the whole system that we have set up, all the
structure that is not working after a mere 30 years or sometimes
less, and have the courage, the vision and the leadership to get a
grip on the situation and turn it around so that all Canadians can
feel secure and confident that when they need help it will be
there; otherwise the government will keep its hand out of their
pockets and its nose out of their business.

[Translation]

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Kilger): We have now moved to
the next stage of the debate and from now on, pursuant to
Standing Order 74, members will be allowed to make 20-minute
speeches, subject to a 10—minute question and comment period.

Resuming debate. The hon. Parliamentary Secretary to the
Solicitor General.

Mr. Patrick Gagnon (Parliamentary Secretary to Solicitor
General, Lib): Mr. Speaker, I rise in this House today to speak
to the bill before us. I want to emphasize a specific aspect of the
bill, namely the proposed amendments to the Old Age Security
Act, the Canada Pension Plan, and the Unemployment Insurance
Act. These amendments are intended to advance the cause of
social justice in this country.

The proposed enactments would allow the government to
disclose information to the Commissioner of the RCMP for the
sole purpose of facilitating investigations, prosecutions and




