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day care centres will compete for the most efficient delivery of
educational skills for our youth.

In agriculture we will develop more competitive marketing
systems. We will adjust to changes in international trade. We
will become more efficient in areas in which Canada has an

advantage.

Mostly this will deal with the technology of feed additives,
selective breeding and artificial insemination and the use of
environmentally friendly farming practices. Most important,
the new Canada will realize that to empower people is the
ultimate tool, to allow people to control their own economy and
destiny. This is the strength of a new entrepreneurial country.

® (1650)

May I interject to note that this is not the narrow hierarchical
nationalism espoused by those in the Bloc Quebecois, 2 nation-
alism that wants to take our fellow Canadians down the pathway
to the 19th century, where we keep the rural population seques-
tered as a source of cheap labour and food due to their inability
to reach out and participate in the world.

1 am not talking about the dominance of one society over
another. Nothing could be further from the truth. I can remember
when Toronto was a bastion of English elite. No more. The
original English stock is a minority in the city and its society is
better for it. There are signs in Greek, Italian and yes, French.
These are some of the new pathways which Quebec and the rest
of Canada must follow together. These are the pathways to a
healthier standard of living and a content society.

I am not talking about dollars and cents. I believe that this new
spirit of entrepreneurial government will also recognize the new

emerging family values and place greater importance on well
adjusted children.

In conclusion, I want to say that the current economic
restructuring has forced us to rethink who we are and where we
want to go, a new entrepreneurialism where everyone shares in
the success and participation of a new society and a new Canada
in the 21st century. This is our challenge to the way we do
government and the way we deal with one another. This is the
future for Canada and all Canadians from sea to sea to sea.

Ms. Val Meredith (Surrey—White Rock—South Langley):
Madam Speaker, it is my pleasure to rise in the House today to
talk on this unity debate. The comments that I have heard from
members across the floor do cause me some concern. They seem
to feel that if we hide from the problem, if we do not recognize
that this debate is taking place across the country, if we ignore it,
it will go away. It will not go away. It is very important that this
debate take place in this House so that we can be in step with
Canadians across this land.

1 would like to focus my speech this afternoon on that in
which all Canadians hold a great deal of pride. That is the law
and order issue.

Law and order has always been important to all Canadians.
What other country has a national symbol that is a police force?
An example of the importance of law and order can be demon-
strated by the contrast between Canada and the United States
and how these two countries developed and opened the western
frontiers over 100 years ago.

With a few notable exceptions the Canadian west grew up ina
very orderly fashion due in large part to the Northwest Mounted
Police arriving in the west before large scale Buropean settle-
ment.

The success of the Mounties can best be illustrated by the
story of the American cavalry escorting the Sioux back 10
Canada after the Battle of the Little Big Horn. A large, heavily
armed U.S. cavalry escorted thousands of members of the Siou*
tribes where they were met at the border by two Mounties. Whe?
the officer in charge of the cavalry force asked the Mountie$
where the rest of their force was, the answer was: “He’s behin!
the hill cooking our breakfast”.

This little story is an example of how the two countriés

developed different attitudes toward law and order. With Can?
dians there has been an expectation of law and order, a respe’
for it. We frequently compare ourselves with the United Stat
to show that we are not really a violent country. Unfortunat®
compared to other developed countries we seem to have beco®
one.

All Canadians are not happy about it. We are not satisfied tb?
this is where we want to be. Citizens across this country ¢

that same expectation of law and order that we had 100 Y““s ‘

ago. We want respect for law and order to once again be %

integral part of our society.
® (1655)

We want the feeling of security in our homes and 0
streets. We would like to be able to leave our doors unl

without having to worry about being robbed. We would like tf;?

able to stroll through parks of our communities in the eve®
without the threat of being mugged.

We v_zould like to be able to offer assistance to straﬂsmbl:
need without the fear of being assaulted. We would 1ik® -~
ab}e to let our children play in neighbourhood parks .
without the fear of abduction. Students would like to be ab 105
go to school without worrying about their fellow class
carrying guns and knives.

) ol
Canadians would like to be able to do all of these thing® o

we are afraid. For the past 20 years the country not only :.uﬂy

el

have got more violent but it has. I could use 3 whole !
statistics but I am only going to use one.




