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[Translation]

PEARSON INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT AGREEMENTS
ACT

The House resumed consideration from April 26 of the motion
that Bill C-22, an act respecting certain agreements concerning
the redevelopment and operation of terminals 1 and 2 at Lester
B. Pearson International Airport, be read the second time and
referred to a committee; and of the amendment; and of the
amendment to the amendment.

Mr. Philippe Paré (Louis—-Hébert): Mr. Speaker, Bill C-22
will be an opportunity for me to demonstrate the unfair treat-
ment given Jean Lesage Airport in my riding, compared with
other Canadian airports.

Since the opening of the 35th Parliament on January 17, we
have on many occasions heard Liberal and Reform Party mem-
bers boast of the advantages of Canadian federalism for Quebec-
ers. In my speech on Bill C-22, I will try to show how different
the real situation is by looking at the problems we have with air
transportation.

First of all, we condemn the centralizing approach of Trans-
port Canada in decisions that affect Quebec. For instance, there
is the story around the selection of Mirabel as a second airport
for Monireal. The result: 20 years of economic disaster. Mirabel
is still finding its feet, Dorval has stagnated, and Toronto has
emerged as the big winner from Transport Canada’s planning
disaster. From 1970 to 1991, Air Canada moved 12 per cent of its
employees from Montreal to Toronto, and from 1977 to 1991,
Montreal lost 22 per cent of its pilots, while the number of pilots
in Toronto increased by 34 per cent. In 1988, Air Canada
transferred its pilot training services to Toronto, and in 1991, 12
management positions were transferred as well.

The centralizing approach of Transport Canada has affected
air traffic control as well.
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Terminal control units have been transferred to regional
control centres. Halifax, Thunder Bay, North Bay, Regina,
Saskatoon and Sault Ste. Marie each lost their radar control
facilities.

The terminal at the airport in Quebec City will be closed in
July 1994, which means that after that date, aside from the seven
regional control centres, only Ottawa and Calgary will be
allowed to maintain their air traffic control units.

Nearly $1 billion has been spent as part of a plan that has
created a number of security problems by making vast areas
extremely vulnerable, in case of a malfunction in regional radars
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or if regional control centres have to be evacuated in an
emergency, and I will get back to this later on.

I would now like to make some comparisons to illustrate how
ignorant Liberal and Reform Party members are when they
claim Quebec is complaining on a full stomach.

The airport in Quebec City was built on 633 hectares of land,
the airport in Halifax on 930 hectares, Winnipeg on 1504
hectares, Toronto on 1714 hectares and Edmonton on 2669
hectares.

Liberal and Reform Party members will have to admit that
Quebecers paid approximately 25 per cent of the cost of these
locations, which are much bigger than the site at Jean Lesage
Airport in Quebec City.

These properties have cost Quebecers a lot of money. Only the
airports in Newfoundland, Charlottetown, Regina, Yellowknife
and Whitehorse are on sites smaller than the location in Quebec
City.

If we compare air terminal areas, Quebec has 12,126 square
metres, Ottawa has 18,044, Winnipeg has 24,834, Halifax has
24,870 and Edmonton 34,374. Liberal and Reform Party mem-
bers will have to admit that Quebecers paid 25 per cent of the
cost of the air terminals in these Canadian cities, while they
have to make do with an area two to three times as small. Once
again, the other provinces have cost Quebec a lot of money.

My Liberal and Reform Party colleagues might want to justify
Transport Canada’s neglect of Quebec, by assuming that the
volume of air traffic at the airport in Quebec City is smaller than
at other Canadian airports.

Here are some more figures to demonstrate the greed of
Transport Canada. What we have here is the increase in trans-
border and international flights from 1988 to 1992: Halifax went
up 12.5 per cent; Winnipeg, 13 per cent; Calgary, 15 per cent;
Quebec City, 179 p. 100.

I did not make this up. These figures are from Transport
Canada.

This was about increases in volume. If we compare the flight
volume in Quebec City with the volume at the other airports I
mentioned, we see that these volumes are comparable. It is
therefore not surprising that, with a comparable flight volume
and an operating area two to three times as small, the quality of
service provided by Transport Canada at Jean Lesage Airport is
very poor. In fact, according to Transport Canada’s own criteria,
the level of service at the airport in Quebec City, rates an F,
which means: system saturated, congestion and unacceptable
delays. So much for the profitable federalism you are trying to
sell Quebecers!

Everyone refers to Jean Lesage Airport as a bush airport.
Considering the millions of dollars invested in other Canadian
airports and especially in Toronto, the situation in Quebec city is



