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COMMONS DEBATES

December 13, 1995

Oral Questions

Mr. Maurizio Bevilacqua (Parliamentary Secretary to
Minister of Human Resources Development, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, Canadians ought to know what the Reform Party’s plan
will do. Over 800,000 disabled Canadians would have lower
benefits; 600 widows would have lower benefits; and 1.8
million pensioners would have lower benefits than now. That
is not the Liberal way.

[Translation)

RADIO CANADA INTERNATIONAL

Mrs. Suzanne Tremblay (Rimouski—Témiscouata, BQ):
Mr. Speaker, I believe that the people of Canada are entitled to
clear answers to clear questions. Yesterday at 3:20 p.m., RDI
announced the closing of Radio Canada International. It was in
all of this morning’s papers. Can the minister tell us, since he is
so up to date about the CBC, whether it is open or closed?

Hon. Michel Dupuy (Minister of Canadian Heritage,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, Radio Canada International is open until the
end of March, that much is certain. What remains to be decided
is the financial future of the CBC in its entirety, and that future
will be determined by the next federal budget.

Mrs. Suzanne Tremblay (Rimouski—Témiscouata, BQ):
Mr. Speaker, my supplementary question is for the Prime
Minister. Yesterday, all of the staff of Radio Canada Internation-
al got their pink slips. Everybody knows what a pink slip means:
no job after March 31.

Once again, the Minister of Canadian Heritage is shirking his
responsibilities. Does the Prime Minister not consider that, this
time, enough is enough?

Right Hon. Jean Chrétien (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, I am satisfied with the minister’s reply. We will be
receiving the report on CBC’s mandate on January 15.
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The corporation itself decided to let Radio Canada Interna-
tional go. I am very pleased to hear that the Bloc Quebecois
wants us to preserve national institutions such as the CBC, and I
shall take careful note of this.
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[English]

PEARSON INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT

Mr. Jim Gouk (Kootenay West—Revelstoke, Ref.): Mr.
Speaker, the Senate has completed its inquiry into the Pearson
airport contract and there were no surprises.

The truth be damned. It was siege mentality all the way. The
Tories defended writing the contract and the Liberals defended
cancelling it. A glossy bound report bigger than my riding’s
telephone book settles nothing. It just wastes millions more
taxpayer dollars.

My question is for the Minister of Transport. Will he admit
that this process did nothing to bring out the truth and in fairness
to all parties, will he agree to the full judicial inquiry I asked for
over a year ago?

Hon. Douglas Young (Minister of Transport, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, Canadians from coast to coast to coast have made up
their minds on the Pearson deal. It appears that the only people
who are not convinced that the Pearson deal had to be cancelled
in the best interests of Canadian taxpayers and in the best
interests of Canadian travellers are the Conservative members
of the other place and the hon. member who raised the question.

Mr. Jim Gouk (Kootenay West—Revelstoke, Ref.): Mr.
Speaker, the minister keeps saying that the Pearson deal was not
in the public interest and it was not good value for the Canadian
public. One cannot help but wonder if the minister has financial
studies to prove this or if he is just talking through an empty hair
follicle.

Will the minister agrée to prove his claims by tabling a cost
benefit analysis of cancelling the contract, if one exists? Failing
that, will he admit that the latter alternative was true?

Hon. Douglas Young (Minister of Transport, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, the hon. member should read his friends’ majority
report which was produced by the other side. These are the
people with whom he has consorted on a regular basis. I hope not
too much of it has -rubbed off on him.

We understand one thing: the minority report puts out a lot of
facts of which the Canadian people were already aware.

To take up the challenge of the hon. member with respect to
the deal at Pearson, next week we will sign the deal in Toronto
for the transfer of Pearson International Airport to a local
Canadian airport authority. I guarantee him that not only will the
facility which those people are going to build be far superior to
what was proposed by my hon. member’s friends in the rip—off
that he supports, but also the bottom line return to the taxpayers
of Canada will be substantially better than what was suggested
in the original deal.

[Translation)

TOBACCO INDUSTRY

Mrs. Pauline Picard (Drummond, BQ): Mr. Speaker, my
question is for the Minister of Health.

In the fight against smoking, we discover that, in the master
plan tabled on Monday, the government intends to strictly
regulate tobacco industry sponsorship of sporting and cultural
events.

Will the Minister of Health confirm her remarks at the press
conference to the effect that her objective in the plan of action is
to ensure that events as the Festival Just for Laughs, the Jazz
Festival and the Montreal Fireworks Festival, will no longer get
a cent from tobacco companies?



