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military industry in Quebec lost 48 per cent of its total sales, as
well as 11,000 direct jobs. This puts numerous businesses in
high tech sectors such as aerospace and telecommunications in a
precarious situation. These businesses urgently need help to
develop civilian applications for their products.

Take for example the case of the MIL Davie shipyard, in
Lauzon. This company, which specialized in building warships,
is now threatened with closing. In fact, it has already been
forced to lay off 600 workers since the beginning of 1993. If
nothing is done, this shipyard could well be forced to shut down
after it delivers its last ship to the Canadian Navy. Yet, the
company has undertaken a process to enable it to switch from
military to civilian production. Under the circumstances, in
order to survive, MIL Davie in Lauzon desperately needs the
federal contract to build the Magdalen Islands ferry along with
some assistance to design a new multipurpose or smart ship.
This is the exclusive responsibility of the federal government.

Given the current situation, the construction of a high—speed
rail link along the Quebec City—Trois-Riviéres—Windsor corri-
dor is extremely important since this undertaking could have a
considerable impact, from both an economic and technological
standpoint.

In the throne speech, the government pledged to eliminate
overlap and duplication in the different levels of government. In
the industrial sector, the need to streamline programs and
eliminate duplication is particularly glaring.

According to a paper commissioned in September 1991 by the
Treasury Board Secretariat—so it must be accurate—on overlap
and duplication of federal and provincial programs, overlap is,
listen to this, Madam Speaker, a major problem affecting
industrial sector programs. The vast majority of these programs
have not been not legislated, but rather have been established
pursuant to the federal government’s spending power. The
National Research Council, the Federal Business Development
Bank, financial aid programs and business services programs, to
name but a few, fall into this category. And these are facts
contained in a federal government report.
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The situation is serious. In its brief to the Bélanger—Campeau
Commission, the Quebec section of the Canadian Manufacturers
Association wrote: ‘““The confusion caused by this duplication
leads to a massive waste of energy, time and resources and
creates a permanent climate of uncertainty, while industries
expect their government to maintain a stable climate and
establish clear rules so that they can make plans for their
development.”

Madam Speaker, it is not only the waste of public funds,
which is itself a serious problem. Our businesses’ competitive-
ness is being undermined because they must work their way
through a bureaucratic maze. The services that we offer to our
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businesses must be subjected to a program-by—program, in—
depth review. The federal government must understand that
massive decentralization of the main economic levers is in the
national interest of Quebec and Canada is needed and that it
must stop interfering in areas where the provinces are better able
to meet the needs of the population.

In the throne speech, the government also makes a commit-
ment to present legislation to increase the transparency of the
relations between lobbyists and the government. We are waiting
with great interest to see what it will do in this regard.

I cannot conclude this speech without addressing, even if only
for a few minutes, the basic reason for my presence here in this
House. I have been fighting for Quebec’s sovereignty since
1961. I have been both a player and a witness in the evolution,
sometimes difficult, sometimes dramatic, of Quebec’s sover-
eigntist movement for the last 33 years.

I would therefore like to pay tribute not only to those who
have worked behind the scenes but also to the main pioneers
who, from the early 60s, have succeeded in persuading thou-
sands of Quebecers like myself of the merits of Quebec’s
political sovereignty.

I am thinking of Raymond Barbeau, founder of the Laurentian
Alliance, of André D’Allemagne, founding president of the
Rassemblement pour 1’indépendance nationale (R.I.N.), of Mar-
cel Chaput, a former federal civil servant, leader of the R.I.N.
and founder of the Quebec Republican Party, of Pierre Bour-
gault, who became president of the R.I.N. and dissolved his own
party to join, in the best interests of the cause, the Parti
Québécois, newly formed in 1968 by René Lévesque, the great
unifier who made the sovereigntist movement credible.

We must not forget another visionary Quebecer, Marcel
Léger, who died last year. He set up the Quebec Nationalist
Party, for which I ran in the riding of Trois—Riviéres and which
as early as 1984 offered Quebecers, especially sovereigntists, an
alternative to the federalist forces to represent them in Ottawa.
At that time, Quebecers preferred to try once again to renew
Canadian federalism.

The speech from the throne says that the government will
work vigorously to ensure that federalism meets the needs of
Canadians. Madam Speaker, I will not hide my surprise from
you on reading such a statement in 1994, as if it were something
new.

However, Quebecers and Canadians have tried just that for 30
years, to ensure that federalism meets their needs. In the past 30
years, they have set up four royal commissions of inquiry to try
to do that: in 1963, the Laurendeau-Dunton Commission on
Bilingualism and Biculturalism, which already recognized the
existence of *“‘two solitudes™; in 1977, the Pepin-Robarts
Commission on Canadian Unity, hastily set up following the
election of the Parti Québécois in Quebec; in 1981, the McDo-



