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The reason is, of course, that there is less demand for these
flights, and to make a profit, carriers have to raise their rates, as
opposed to busier routes like Montreal-Toronto, where a regular
ticket will cost around $400 for about Uic same distance. The
new tax rate is based on the price and does not take traffic or
distance into account. The govemment assumes there is a
perfect correlation between price and distance, which is flot thc
case. The price is based on two factors- distance and traffic.
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This means that the government is wrong if it thinks that
charging lcss tax on cheap tickets will benefit air transportation
to remote arcas. This policy will tend to bcnefit short-haul,
high-volume flights like Montreal-Toronto, uscd constantly by
business people, and charter fiights.

Remote areas are already facing service cuts due to Uic
prescrit policy of pnivatizing air services. For thc sake of
faimness, people in Uic regions should be offered Uic same
service as people in large urban centres. Regional air traffic
control, firefighting services and weather forecasting will be
mostly phased out or administered from Uic large urban centres.

Air services arc vital to people in thc north, and here I arn
referring to Uic Cree and Uic Inuit for whom air transportation
oftcn provide their sole access to basic services such as food,
health care and postal services. In many regions, especially in
Uic North, tourism is Uic only way they can devclop their
economy and become independent in Uic future.

With Uiis new tax rate, travel will become even more expen-
sive for foreigri tounists, for Uic French and all Uic Europcans
who corne to sec Uic vast expanses of our country, because of Uic
already high cost of a regular ticket, which I mcntioned earlier.
This cost factor will prevent people in Uic North from dcvelop-
ing their economy.

of Transport would have collectied as mnuch money
penalizing people who dependon air transportation.

1 would like to conclude that for people in my ridini
remote riding in Canada, clauses 2, 3 and 4, which i
innocuous, will mean an extra '$10 per trip on the averagi
add this to ail the other difficulties in remote areas, it L
very difficult to control the tools of devclopment. The
ment is siphoning more and more.

The motion presentcd by the Bloc Quebecois woi
clauses 2, 3 and 4 of Bill C-32, and maintain thc sti
instead of hitting remote areas.

Mr. Bernard St-Laurent (Manicouagan): Mr. Speai
C-32 contains a deliberate glitch involving clauses 2, 3
dealing with thc increase in the air transportation fee s
for remote areas. Once again, the Liberal goverrifl
decidcd to pick on people who cari iii afford to, pay, hav
thc guts to be truc pioncers in remote and less populate
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This comes after Bill C-17 and Uic attack on regi
very high unemployment rate, such as my riding of
gan, after Uic fisher adjustment program which, ait
vcry generous, does flot take into, account regional c
tics, cspecially regarding sports fishing which attrai
tourises and is vitally important to us. And now, t
govemrment picks on these same people, striking
component of Uiis region 's economic development,
transportation.

Howcvcr, Uic objective, which is to lessen Uic tac
short-haul flights to small communities, bris not becs
matter of fact, deregulation has had a negative i!fl
transportation to remote areas. These areas have had
Uic cntirc cost of transportation, and fares to, these d
have significantly incrcased over the past few Yci
example, let me give you a few statistics which M4~
draw some comparisons. These examples will hell
undcrstand what Uic problem is with the transportatJ
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i, a ridrng so lnuge it secrus to
igive you an idea, it is 46 per,
coast is 1.200 kilometres long.

part ot ry riaing, DVU Kiiomi
highway systemn, hence to Uic
kilometres along the coast arc

5592 COMMONS DEBAIES


