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the need for far more expensive treatments involving
surgery or hospitalization.

Bih C-91 is good for Canada's seniors and it is good for
ail Canadians. It will keep the cost of patented medicmnes
in lime. It will encourage the search for new and more
effective medicmnes. It will attract investment and create
jobs in the knowledge-mntensive industrial sector.

Bül C-91 is a balanced piece of legisiation that will
ensure that effective medicines remain available to ail
Canadians who need tliem. It therefore deserves the
support of the memibers of this House and a speedy
passage through Parliament.

Mr. John Harvard (Winnipeg-St. James): Mr. Speak-
er, this government which has now been in power for
eight years has reached many lows, but with Bih C-91
that is now before us, this government lias reached, yes,
yet again, another very, very 10w ini its administration of
this country in the last eight years.

Bih C-91 has been worsened by the government
movmng time allocation, a means of closure. Here we
have an important bit that is going to affect our elderly
people, our seniors, taxpayers, insurance plans of one
kind or another in ail the provinces of the country and
yet this government lias the unmitigated gali, the nerve
to move closure after having only a few hours of debate.
1 consider this a shameful and dastardly act.

'Mis kind of major legislation affects hundreds of
thousands of people, especially the elderly and of course
ail taxpayers in the country, reaching millions of people.
1 really do not thmnk that this governnent lias the
mandate to move this kind of legisiation. It simply does
not have the mandate. Here is a government that is now
begnmig its fifth year »in office. We have a goveriment
that lias been down in the poils at 15 per cent, 16 per
cent and 17 per cent for more than two years and yet this
government believes, or at least it is pretending to
believe, that it lias the night and the mandate to brmng i
and to impose this kind of legislation on Canadians and
again imposing it on elderly people, some of whoin are
the most vulnerabie in our country. I say that this
government does not have the mandate to bring forward
this kind of legisiation. If it had any decency whatsoever
it would hold back this kind of legisiation until after the
next election 50 that the people of Canada could offer
some comment.

But, no. Ibis government shows again its arrogance
and the fact that il is totally and completely out of touch
witli the Canadian people. It also shows that these
people who constitute the current goverfment will do

anything to satisfy their big business friends, especially
their big business friends from the United States. I know
dam well that Canadians are not supporting themn on
this issue. Canadians do not support them.

It is the height of arrogance for the govemrment to
bring forward this kid of legislation so late in the day,
when it is entering its fiftli year. Instead of debating
issues of this kind i the House, we should be out on the
hustings in the midst of an election. campaign.

Let us point out that we have model legisiation that
goes back over 20 years in this country, going back to the
late 1960s. We have, under our compulsory licensing
system, perhaps one of the most advanced forins of
controlling prices of any country in the world and yet this
government is prepared to tear that down.

We know, for example, that if we compare our prices
of drugs with prices in the United States that we are
enjoying a huge advantage. If you compare prices of
brand name drugs in the United States with the prices of
brand name drugs in Canada, we are talking savings on
this side of the border in excess of 30 per cent. However,
if you take into account our generic prices, if you
compare brand name prices in the United States with
prices of generic drugs in Canada, you are not talking
savings on this side of the border of 30 per cent or 40 per
cent or 50 per cent. You are now talking savings of 60 per
cent. 'Mis government is prepared to throw that ail away.

Let me remind you, Mr. Speaker, that the Eastman
commission in 1983 showed that since the iception of
compulsory licensing between the late 1960s and the
early 1980s Canadian taxpayers, because of compulsory
licensing, saved well over $200 million. We are not
talking 1990s prices, we are talking 1960s prices and
1970s prices. Canadians saved well over $200 million. We
are talking in the neiglibourliood of a quarter of a billion
dollars. That is what this govemment wants to tlirow
away. I do flot tliink Canadians want that thrown away at
ail, but this government does.

For a government to bring in this kind of legislation it
lias to have some credibility because it is taking a major
step. People have to believe that the government is doing
the right tlimg. The people of Canada will only believe if
the government lias some kind of track record. Sadly,
this government lias a terrible track record wlien it
comes to keeping promises. It lias talked for eight years
about just getting govemment out of the way, leavig it
to the big boys, leaving it to the marketplace. Out of that
process, out of that neo-conservative economnics, the
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