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negligible gain is not worth the larger price paid, namely
the sellout of our country.

During the election campaign and indeed in the
House since, Members on the opposite side have scoffed
at the suggestion that our social programs are in
jeopardy. Yet, if they are so sure that our neighbours to
the south do not wish to tamper with these programs,
why will they not commit this to writing in the agree-
ment?

Yes, we have heard the argument from the Minister
for International Trade (Mr. Crosbie) that universal
social programs are protected under GATT. However,
pressure from big business will be felt by this Govern-
ment. There will be no need for the U.S. Government to
force an end to our social programs. Big business has
already proven itself capable of forcing the Prime
Minister’s hand.

My riding contains a large number of senior citizens.
These are the people who worked to make Canada what
it is today. They are entitled to a reward for that hard
work and legacy. They are entitled to a secure knowl-
edge that our social programs are not in jeopardy.

We have heard Hon. Members opposite orally
guarantee that seniors are not in jeopardy, but talk is
cheap and broken promises are the motto of this Gov-
ernment and its predecessor. What seniors in my riding
and indeed all Canadians want is a guarantee in writing
placed in the agreement, a few words to ensure peace of
mind, but the Government will not listen.

My Party has proposed that the following be added to
the Bill in order to complete the initiative of the Govern-
ment. Let the Bill clearly and succinctly state “that for
greater certainty, nothing in this Act or in the agree-
ment shall be interpreted so as to affect the continuation
of existing or the establishment of new Canadian social
programs, including the health care system, unemploy-
ment insurance, child care, pensions, minimum wage
law, labour law and maternity benefits”. By adding this
important amendment to the Bill, social programs are
thus removed from the bargaining table and the Canadi-
an social safety net remains intact.

Why will the Government not listen? Its philosophy
is, “Our way and you pay”. The attitude appears to be
that any agreement is better than no agreement at all. |
say to the Prime Minister and his Government, amend
this deal to reflect the initial goal desired, or, since we
have already cast aside all the amendments that were
suggested, at least introduce legislation to protect those

Canadians who will suffer as a result. We have already
seen Canadian companies announce over 1,800 lay-offs
because of this poorly negotiated deal and yet it is not
even in force. What will happen in the future?

This is far more than a commercial document, as the
Prime Minister (Mr. Mulroney) has called it in debates.
Indeed, this is more than just a trade deal. It is a
resource sellout.

The Government has guaranteed that the U.S. will
have access to Canadian oil and gas, even in times of
Canadian shortage. That cannot be disputed because it
is there. Canadians should have the first claim and the
full control over the use and disposition of our own
resources.

Mr. Mayer: They do.

Mr. Wappel: It is in the agreement. The Prime
Minister has bargained this away.

In closing, I would like to thank the Ministers of the
Crown for their spelling lessons of last week. On
Wednesday last, the Minister for International Trade
stated that he would like speedy passage of this Bill, s-p-
e-¢-d-y. On Thursday last, he told us of consistent
decisions, c-0-n-s-i-s-t-e-n-t. During our marathon
session of last Friday, the deputy Government House
Leader told us that the Prime Minister was going to
discuss an interim report, d-i-s-c-u-s-s. Today, I would
like to return the favour by telling the Ministers and this
House what the people of Scarborough West say to this
trade agreement, and that is no, n-o.

Mr. Micheal O’Brien (York North): Madam Speak-
er, I would like to preface my remarks by saying from
the outset that unlike my friend opposite, I am far more
optimistic about the future of Canada. 1 find the
statement of the Hon. Member opposite about saying no
to the Free Trade Agreement somewhat ludicrous given
the current circumstances as I stand here on the day
before Christmas Eve and a few hours before passing
this agreement.

Getting back to optimism, I would like to relate to the
House and to all Canadians some facts about my riding
of York North. It is a pleasure and an honour to speak
to this House and the people of Canada on this historic
occasion. My riding of York North, where I have lived
for the last 32 years, is Canada’s most populous elector-
al district, consisting of four large townships and a
population of nearly 180,000 persons who live in a
unique blend of urban and rural regions.
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For many years, York North has been a bedroom
community to the City of Toronto, but now the people of
York North have begun to employ themselves in their
own communities. Hundreds of burgeoning small
businesses have grown to the point where they now each
employ up to 700 local persons. These businesses have
flourished and prospered within their chosen Canadian
market sectors. They are modern, specialized, market-
driven operations, run by Canadian entreprencurs who
are today seizing more opportunities and creating more
wealth and more jobs than ever before, but they must
continue to grow.

Having achieved success in their own market niche,
the next step is to expand their business plans to include
larger markets. The most sensible target market is the
one that most closely matches their own home market-
place in terms of culture, language, consumer attitudes
and the monetary system. That place is, of course, the
United States, and many independent businessmen in
York North have already taken a decision to explore
U.S. markets. The Free Trade Agreement is responding
to that new direction by removing impediments like
protectionist tariffs and non-tariff barriers that have
hindered necessary growth.

Businessmen in York North have been disappointed in
the past when they found that it is easier to cross the
U.S. border wearing Bermuda shorts and carrying a
tennis racket than it is to venture on a trade mission
wearing a business suit and carrying a briefcase filled
with samples of their companies’ products.

o (1940)

When they arrived at their prospective customer’s
doorstep, many found that although they were present-
ing samples of fine competitive products those products
had become burdened the minute they crossed the U.S.
border. They were not competitive and were not able to
win the sales order because of protectionist tariffs
blocking their success.

That scenario in simple terms, Madam Speaker,
explains the problem from the businessman's perspective
and describes a phenomenom that has come to plague
Canadian enterprise. This is a phenomenom which has
had serious repercussions. Trade barriers have made us
export only the things that others want, like our natural
resources, for example, and has restricted the more
sophisticated products which we prefer to manufacture
and sell. Soon those barriers will be removed. They will
be lifted by the Free Trade Agreement. Our business-
men and their employees will benefit from the free flow

Canada-U.S. Free Trade Agreement

of their goods and services into a market area that
represents up to 10 times the sales opportunity they now
enjoy.

The Free Trade Agreement is a good deal for Canada,
Madam Speaker. It permits Canadian enterprise to take
the next best step for market development and continued
prosperity. Given that the best and the brightest of our
Canadian businessmen and trade specialists were
brought to the endeavour of creating this agreement,
and given the fact that the Canadian people have
decided in favour of the Free Trade Agreement, |
believe it is now time for those opponents of the Free
Trade Agreement who apparently live in a philosophical
dark age, who apparently are not aware of the require-
ments of Canadian enterprise—many of whom sit
opposite in this House—cease their outrageous tirade.
They should now stand aside to let Canadians seize this
new opportunity and begin the journey toward new
wealth, new prosperity, enhanced employment oppor-
tunities and modern skills development. They should
stand aside and allow Canadians, under the Free Trade
Agreement, to build a stronger Canada.

The Free Trade Agreement establishes a set of rules,
rules that work to eliminate foreign political imperatives
that have hitherto been damaging to the free flow of
Canadian exports. It is a commercial agreement cover-
ing trade, and no more than that. It is a crucial agree-
ment for Canada. Over three million Canadian jobs are
linked to export trade, of which two million depend on
our trade with the United States. This country exports
30 per cent of its output. That is more than any other
nation in the world and is why the Free Trade Agree-
ment, a deal with our best friend and nearest neighbour,
is important and valuable to all Canadians.

Industry experts agree that the Free Trade Agree-
ment is good for Canada. It is in the national interest.
For businesses in my riding, it is the next best step to
ensure their future prosperity. The Free Trade Agree-
ment is important to York North enterprises like the
members of the machining and metal working industry.
In an August 1988 editorial in their trade journal,
Canadian Machinery and Metal Working, editor Jim
Barnes expressed his greatest fear about the November
clection. He said referring to the Leader of the Opposi-
tion (Mr. Turner):

If Mr. Turner is elected and delivers on his threat to renege on the

Agreement, the effects on our international reputation as a reliable

trade partner will be catastrophic, completely apart from whatever
we lose by cancelling (the Ag: ) itself.

That is what the experts say, Madam Speaker.
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Even within that Liberal bastion we know so well in
York North, The Toronto Star, economist Richard
Lipsey wrote about free trade:

Consumers of Canada unite. You have nothing to lose but your
high prices.

The Free Trade Agreement achieves four significant
objectives for Canada. It ecliminates the remaining
tariffs over the next four years and reduces non-tariff
barriers. The Free Trade Agreement liberalizes invest-
ment flows between the two countries. The Free Trade
Agreement allows Canadian and American service
industries to compete on favourable terms within the
two countries. It establishes effective and impartial
procedures for the resolution of future trade disputes,
something we have been wanting for years.

The Free Trade Agreement will preserve existing jobs
in York North, especially those which are dependent on
trade. The Agreement will lead to more and better jobs
for York North constituents, paying higher wages,
putting more money in the pockets of more people and
providing more and better priced goods for purchase by
consumers in York North and throughout Canada.

I believe that this agreement is truly about Canada’s
future and today’s youth. With the national debt as high
as it is we all know in this House and in this country
when we have a large debt to pay we have to do one or
both of two things we either decrease our expenses or we
increase our revenues. The Free Trade Agreement will
work toward that imperative, the paying down of the
national debt as we increase revenues for Canadians.

The future prosperity of our nation will some day rest
in the hands of our children. | believe that the Free
Trade Agreement will provide them with the foundation
they need to accomplish great things and, as it should
be, to benefit themselves from their own accomplish-
ments, People create prosperity, not governments. But
government must provide the people with free access to
the markets they need. This Government has done that,
Madam Speaker. This Government has acknowledged
that Canadians are traders, that Canadians are innova-
tors and that Canadians are winners.

For the opportunities that the Free Trade Agreement
provides enterprising Canadians in York North and
Canadians throughout the nation | want to thank the
Prime Minister (Mr. Mulroney) and the Minister for
International Trade (Mr. Crosbie), all their colleagues
and negotiators and this Government. This is the best
next best step for developing our local businesses, our
industries so that the people in York North, formerly

living in bedroom communities can now begin to employ
themselves.

We have all heard the Opposition’s arguments against
the Free Trade Agreement. Time and time again we
have heard the same tiresome chant about water, social
programs and subsidies and about a lot of things not in
the Free Trade Agreement. While the recent past
election was an arduous and emotionally inflamed
affair, 1 am, nonetheless, pleased that the matter has
been given a complete airing.

Never before has an issue been so intensely debated,
and now the people have decided. The people have
decided that if you cannot get along with your closest
neighbour, you cannot get along with anyone. The
people have decided that the time has come to protect
Canada’s economic future and to end the trade war with
the United States. The people have decided that a more
secure access to U.S. markets allows us the confidence
and the opportunities to enrich our manufacturing
industries and increase the amount of processing we do
10 our own raw materials. The people have decided that
Canadians can compete in the U.S. market because
when it comes to export marketing, Canadians are the
best in the world.

We do have industries in this country that do have the
know-how and the record. Some of our industries export
up to 85 per cent and 90 per cent of their output. From
my perspective as a former international trade journal
publisher and from this vantage point in the far corner
of this House, I believe that I have found the true reason
that the two opposition Parties are trying to outdo cach
other in their anti-free trade tirades.

o (1950)

I go back to the commencement of the last election
campaign. As a journalist and publisher, I examined the
machinations of the three Parties going through the
process of attempting to decide what their platform
would be. I believe that my colleagues on this side of the
House also know that the real motivator is fear. Mem-
bers of the opposition fear that the Free Trade Agree-
ment is so good, that it will make Canada so strong, that
Canadians will become so prosperous and thankful that
they will elect a Conservative Government for the next
20 years. That is the real concern of the Opposition.

Representatives of industry, businessmen, and the
people have spoken in favour of free trade, and given
that it is a commercial trade agreement, those are
probably the people to whom we should listen, We
should take it from the hands of parliamentarians and
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give it back to the people who will do that job, the
people in whom we have confidence to do that job. I
believe in their hands, as they have capably shown in the
past, lies the future and prosperity of this country.

I do believe that the debate has ended. Now it is time
for healing and for preparing to lead Canada into the
1990s, and for that we all have a responsibility.

I am sure that each Member in the House wants the
best for his or her constituents, and is willing to work
hard to achieve that end. My goal and pledge is to make
certain that the people of York North have a Member
who, regardless of any partisan views, strives for the
benefit of the people of the riding. As new opportunities
for prosperity unfold, as new quests for learning arise,
and when adjustments are 1o be made, I will bring the
maximum extent of my abilities to their endeavours. |
am sure that all Members will do the same in bringing
Canada into this new and exciting era.

To you, Madam Speaker, to the staff of the House of
Commons, and the Members here, 1 wish you all a
Merry Christmas.

Mr. George 5. Rideout (Moncton): Madam Speaker,
may | take the opportunity to thank the people of
Moncton for the confidence that they have placed in me
by electing me as their representative. Like many other
new Members in the House of Commons, this is our first
opportunity to speak in the Chamber, and I do so with a
great deal of emotion knowing that both my mother and
my father have stood in this House and given a maiden
address.

The issues of their day were also issues of great nation
building. They dealt with such issues as the flag debate,
medicare, and the B and B Commission back in the
1960s, to name a few pieces of legislation going on then.
MNow it is my time and again we are dealing with an
issue of major importance for our country.

The Government's trade legislation and the manner in
which it has been handled since day one of this debate is
indicative of the manner in which the Government has
approached many crucial issues, There has been no
information, no discussion, and little debate in the hope
of quick passage of the legislation.

The people of Moncton were given an opportunity to
speak on the free trade deal. In fact it was their first
opportunity to vote on the deal with the result that T am
very proud to be standing in the House representing the
riding of Moncton.

Canada-U.5. Free Trade Agreement

The bilingual riding of Moncton is a centre for
education, transportation, communication, and manu-
facturing. Its geographic location in the heart of the
Maritimes makes it a natural distribution point into
central Canada, Atlantic Canada and, as we say, the
Boston States, We are also a tourist destination point
with Magnetic Hill and the tidal bore, to name a few of
the many attractions in our area.

The country we know and love as Canada was built on
the twin strengths of agriculture and the railroad
system. Moncton is no exception.

The future prosperity of Canada depends on a fair
and equitable distribution of Canada’s wealth. We must
protect and support our agricultural sector, maintain our
sacial programs, and provide the conditions for strong
economic growth in all regions of Canada. The passage
of the free trade deal jeopardizes these important issues.

The agricultural community has been ignored and
abused by the Government, and its concerns are at the
bottom of the Government's agenda. My view, and that
of the Liberal Party, is that Canadian agricultural
producers have not been taken care of by the Govern-
ment.

The Canadian food processing industry has been
taking a beating under this deal. Its concerns, expressed
over and over, have fallen on deaf ears. The food
processing industry processes raw materials, in this case,
Canadian eggs, Canadian cheese, Canadian meats, and
Canadian fruits and vegetables produced all across
Canada. Under this deal, the processing sector will be
trapped between the Canadian farmers and their
American counterparts,

Canadian supply-management programs have stabil-
ized production, supply, and the price of agricultural
commaodities for our farmers. However, the price we pay
is moderately higher for basic dairy and poultry com-
modities in Canada than it is in the United States. Not
only can American owned plants buy from American
farmers cheaper than they can from Canadian farmers,
certain other structural differences give these firms a
definite advantage.

American owned plants can take advantage of
significant economies of scale. Their plants are large and
the production runs longer. Canadian based plants face
certain climatic difficulty. Canada can be a cold and
harsh land, albeit beautiful. The realities of our climate
lead to a shorter growing season and lower crop yields.
The American sunbelt growing area can deliver year
round supplies of agricultural commodities.




