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man who was asked by the previous govemment, the
Liberal government, to do a study on sales tax reforma at
the request of Mr. MacEaclien and Mr. Lalonde who
knew that the sales tax had to be changed.

He did refer to the teclinical paper that I released a
montli ago as "a virtuistic triumph, an extraordinary
piece of work, a major contribution to Canadian tax
policy". Now this gets to the point that the Hon.
Member has raised. "We can only look at the existing
sales tax and say it must go. It is a thorough bad tax and,
in fact, the Minister of Finance is being far too moderate
in lis comments about it, in my view. It is a viejous tax,
one that lias no place in a democratie community and I
arn grateful that the glacier is finally beginning to move,
that we are approaching an era of major sales tax
reform."

That says it as eloquently as I can as to why this sales
tax must go.

Mr. Turner (Vancouver Quadra): Mr. Speaker, any
member of the House could quote from liundreds of
briefs that are being amassed before the committee on
finance cliaired by the lion. member for Mississauga
South whicli are unanimously against the tax that was
just praised by the minister.

Some Hon. Members: Hear, hear!

[Translation]

THE PUBLICITY CAMPAIGN-GOVERNMENT POSITON

Right Hon. John N. Ibrner (Leader of the Opposition):
Mr. Speaker, I can understand wliy the Prime Minister
would rather stay quiet and keep some room to manoeu-
vre just in case lie might have to get rid of his current
Minister of Finance. Again my question is directed to tlie
Prime Minister. His Government is waisting millions of
dollar in a publicity campaign whidh it mntends to pay for
by imposing a national sales tax: A tax on learning, a tax
on illness, a tax on cliild education, a tax on staples and a
tax on deatli itself.
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How can the Prime Minister justify sucli a spurious
publicity campaign before the Canadian public?

Right Hon. Brian Mulroney (Prime Minister): Mr.
Speaker, the Leader of the Opposition is concerned
about the Minister of Finance's future. He wonders

wliether I mntend to fire may Minister of Finance. I can
tell you tliat tlie only Minister of Finance ever to, be fired
in tliis House was the Liberal Party critic who was fired
by lis Leader because lie was essentially in favour of the
policies put forward by tlie Minister of Finance.

[English]

Mr. Thrner (Vancouver Quadra): The Prime Minister
takes tlie usual higli road and we will try to follow lis
example.

Here is a Prime Minister wlio lias raised the taxation
31 times since lie was sworn into office. The total amount
of personal income taxes collected hy ahl 10 provincial
governments plus the two territorial governments com-
bined is less tlian the amount contemplated to be
collected by tlie federal government under tliis new sales
tax. It is tlie largest single tax grab in Canadian history,
and the Prime Minister is trying to pretend to tlie
Canadian people that it is really a tax cut.

Why does tlie Prime Minister not recognize that it is s0
flawed tliat it does not respond to lis own criteria for fair
taxation? Wliy does lie flot go back to tlie drawing board
and begin all over again in a spirit that is fair to tlie
people cf Canada?

Mrn Mulroney: Mr. Speaker, just in case there is any
doubt or maystery as to why the member for Etobicoke
Northi, tlie finance critic, was fired by the Leader of the
Opposition-

An Hon. Member: He quit.

Mrn Ganthier: You liad seven or eight ministers who
quit on you, too.

Mr. Mulroney: Tlie member says that lie quit. If lie
quit, or if he were fired, I can say in respect to the
member for Etobicoke Northi that lie is a great loss to the
Liberal party because tliey need sane voices in matters of
finance and taxation.

Some Hon. Members: Hear, hear!

Mr. Mulroney: Last year tlie position of tlie Liberal
party was this, and I quote:

In short, a single-rate value-added tax on the broadest possible
base is a desirable objective-in the contexi of the Canadian tax and
social welfare system, it can be an important source of revenue
without distorting economic decisions and with rather low
administration and compliance cost.

That was tlieir position last year. That is wliat the
Minister of Finance is attempting to do. If they were

September 25, 1989COMMONS DEBATES


