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Which will cost taxpayers more?
a) the layoff of CBC employees in order to save us all money, or
b) the citizens' forum on Canada’s future?

The answer is (a). It will actually cost almost twice as much to pay severance 
to former CBC employees as the $27 million it will cost to listen to Canadians pour 
out their hearts on the future of their country.

Next question: on the day both figures were announced, which issue took up 
* more than Half of the daily Commons’ question period? The citizens’ forum, of 

course. There wasn’t a word about the money - saving CBC layoffs actually costing 
us money - nor has there been a word since.

One reason: fear of Brian Mulroney.

You might think that, at 16% in the polls, he’s deader than a bug on a Bricklin 
windshield. You’d be wrong. Mulroney is planning to use national unity to ride 
back into power one more time and the opposition knows it. Ergo, Mulroney must 
not be allowed to build any credibility on die issue. Ergo, any opportunity to attack 
Mulroney - even indirectly, as through the citizens’ forum - must be used.

The other reason the forum is a target is that Canadians have an obsession 
with misplaced parsimony.

Not on everything - we can spend $25 million building Bricklins, then close 
shop and say, well, we tried.

But spending $27 million on the citizens’ forum strikes most of us as crazy. 
Admittedly, it is the most expensive royal commission in Canadian history. But so 

what?

>ber, 181

hepublicati 
/hichithadi 
apparently, t 
nat the covei 
a its appears 
Mghttobeth 
if men prepe 
heir chosen

’eb/March,

j “OldMacWWdœr5isnotsobad,"saysshe,sUppinglàmasliceofprime
Abriefbiogr 
Douglas wl 
Lieutenant < 
Brunswick 
ting’s Coll< 
is Chancell 
.829.

[ The first an 

the college c 
James Som 
made presit 
1820.

Yt_* cre ~ Joffice Traeedv had struck.

.................... |
man v times over I was overioved at first but when I cot home I was tom 
between mV own satisfaction and heartache for little Marvwho it cannothsfJT— - ............ ’ ■ J
there as die child her face streaked th tears “Oh Dadd I toed him
hihut^ahdv She must be comforted InsoiteofmvownnrivaJ

r^XS^-Clhergenay SmaM comfort there

Then insniration I

uS=:Bre=5£«KKK=p ■ y ■■■ •.........

One man wrote to The Toronto Star the other day that that is about the equiva
lent of one CF-18 jet - and God knows we’ve lost enough of them in accidents with
out going through budgetary apoplexy.

People complain that members of the commission are paid $600 a day. Well, 
frankly, some of those same people simply looked the other way when Liberals on 
the former royal commission on the economy were earning $700 and $800 a day 
seven years ago (which is actually up to $1000 a day in today’s dollars).

Our concern with the forum’s spending reflects our abiding conviction that 
, everyone but us is wasting taxpayers’ money.

I was in Saint John when the forum began its public consultations. It was 
surprising the number of seemingly sane, reasonable people who complained that the 
government was spending too much - on other people.

Cut off the ethnic groups, they said. Let them pay to keep their own culture.

Cut off business. If they can’t survive on their own, tough luck.

Scrap bilingualism. Why.if it wasn’t for all that money we were wasting on
I French, we’d eliminate the deficit in no time.
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