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For this reason. honourabie senators, i did not want lu miss
this opportunity. before third reading of the Bill, to express the
views held in Quebec on the subjeet of fisheries. The fishing
industry in Qucbcc is facing hard limes. It is my belief that the
Bill now before us is not going tu soive our problcms. If it docs
help mny fricnds, the honourabie senators from Ncwfoundiand
and the Atlantic Provinces, su be it, and 1 for une will raise nu
objection to the Bill. But it was may duty this morning tu
suggest to the House that this Bill wili fail short of soiving our
probiems.

i arn not asking fromi the sponsor of this Bill, who deiivercd
an excellent speech hast night, an answer to ail of mny ques-
tions. I simply would like him to give his Minister of Fisheries
and Oceans this message fromn a senator from Qucbec whu is
nul happy about this Bill. It wili nul suive our probiems. But Iu
help my fricnds frum the Atlantic area and Newfoundland, I
will support il.

[English]
* (1150)

Hon. Duff Roblin (Deputy Leader of the Opposition): My
honourable friend is indicating that he wishes to speak. If he
ducs su, I vvouud like him lu take precedence because then wc
could aiternate. He cannot close the debate, since therc is nu
closing of the debate on third reading. He can just spcak once.
Is my fricnd going tu spcak?

Hon. Royce Frith (Deputy Leader of the Goveroment):
Senator Petten wiii spcak later.

Senator Roblin: In that case, 1 shahl procecd.
The course of this bill through the house has dernonstratcd

that there arc many senaturs who have a deep knowledge of
and abiding interest in the probiems this bill deais with, and I
listened with much pleasure and intcrest during the debate,
particuiarly on second reading, tu thuse opinions and was
pieased lu note that ai lcast in my party, there wcrc a number
of genuine experts. in the persons of Senators Marshall,
Doody, Phiiiips and Mlacdonald, and now, on the constitutional
issue, my friend Senator Asselin. 1 want il to be cieariy
understood, however, that when I conîribute to this debate, il
is nul because I know anything about fish, because, whilc
subjeets like the Croxx and the sale of whcat abroad attrac. my
primary attention, 1 arn a ncsvcomer lu the fish business.
Someimies 1 cal it; sometimes I catch il, but as lu the
econorniecs of il in western and eastern Canada. 1 arn remark-
ably uninformied.

Nevertheiess, I have sonmeîhing to say about this bill,
regardiess of' what it deais with, because il scems lu mie that ut
prescrnts new principles in respect of government intervention
into the economie sector and mbt the private sectoir that arc,
pcrhaps, worîh noîing and underlining; they mnay, it is tu be
hopcd, bc setting somne new standards by which guvcrnment
economie intervention can bc mcasured. 1 arn onc who has
opposed quite strcnuousiy most of the bail-out operations we
have scen from lime lu time on the grounds that, whiie thcy
inake guod short-run pohities, they make bad iong-run cconom-
les and usually perpetuate îheniseivcs indcfiniteiy into the

future, avoid deaiing with the probiems in question. increase
the cost of living and gcneraliy arc nul a productive way to
deai with change in economnie circumstances. F'lexibiiit\ and
change wiii have to be the kcywords of those who take an
interest in the economnie policy of the country-and 1 have not
seen that point of vievv expressed, as 1 wuuld like to have scen
it, in many of the bail-out operations that we have seen from
time 10 time.

In this bill, there is substantiai new ground that has opcncd,
and 1 arn giad to sec il. 1 feel frc to vote for the legisiation
t ha t is before us now, and one of the reasons why 1 do so is
that the plan incorporated in this bill k market-driven; that ks,
t is intended that the industry from now on wiii respond to the

mnarket pressures and the markct signais which arc the best
indications we have as Io how management shouid proced in
the fishing business or in anything cisc. That secms to mie to be
a principie that we couid wcil enshrinc in most of the activities
that government undertakes in the field of ecunomnie
intervention.

It is made particuiarly clear in the bill that this is a bill
based on ecunomie principles, because il recognizcs that there
are other principies to be considercd in public activities. One of
thcmn is the social prinicipie.

Wc have seen in the activities at Dcvco in Cape Breton what
trouble can arise when the econumie principies and social
requiremients are mixcd up in the same basket. That is one of
the reasuns. 1 think, f'or the seemingiy nevcr-ending series of
deficits that we have down there.

In this bill, it is made perfcîiy cicar that if a guvcrrnmcnt
wishcs to do something under the auspices of this bill that ks
motivated for social reasons-and there miay be pienty of good
social reasons that wouid mutivate governmcnts-they arc not
to be charged against the fishing industry as such or against
these companies in particular. That is the important principle.
This fishing reformi is 10 uperate on economnie principles alone,
and if the Government of Ncwfoundland or the Governiment of
Canada or anyon elsc wants tu keep a plant open for social
reasons or do anything cisc for social reasuns, which, in
thcmnseivcs, miay be weli-grounded, the cost of the social
initiative wiii not bc borne by these cumpanies or by the
fishing industry but by the generai exehequer. 1 think that is a
good îhing to do and a sound principie. Oftentimes, govern-
ments are justificd in having social goals which arc different
fromn economie goals, but i think il is the better part of wisdomi
to sec that thcy are not chargcd against the activities of
econumie concernis.

1 think that this cicar differentiation bctwcen the market-
driven thrust of the fishing business and what may prove, in
the event, to bc desirabie social policies that cost moncy shouid
be compietciy separated. The fishcry should be run on an
economnie basis and the social policies, sxhatcver they may be,
shouid not be charged against it but should indced bc separate-
ly budgeted by the authorities that wish to cmpioy thcm.

The second thing that 1 like about this bill is that it makes
clear from the beginning that the aim is to privatize this
industry once again.
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