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CONCURRENCE IN VOTE 30-TRANSPORr

Hon. Arthur C. Eggleton (President of the Treasury Board
and Minister responsible for Infrastructure) moved:

That Vote 30, ini the amount of $330,938,000 under the heading Transport-
Payznents to Via Rail Canada bIc.. lin main estirnates for the fiscal year ending
Match 31, 1995 (less the amoant vote<d in intenim supply). b. concurred in.

Mr. Joe Fontana (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of
Transport): Mr. Speaker, I arn glad the opposition has raised
this matter for debate. As ail members know there are many
pressing issues facing the railway industry and Canada is at a
crossroads with respect to the industry's future.

Before dealing specifically with VIA I would like to put the
rail passenger services into the larger context of the national
transportation system. The hon. Minister of Transport set out a
clear vision for the government's national transportation policy
on June 3 in Thunder Bay.

Obviously transportation is as important now as it was in the
past. We need a realistic achievable vision, and new pantner-
ships to move the Canadian transportation system into the 2lst
century. We should respect the past but by doing s0 we must
meet the challenges of the future.

We believe that the role and structure of crown corporations
such as VIA Rail and CN must be reviewed. Because of the
current uncertainty in the rail sector and concerns over its long
term viability, the Minister of Transport intends to convene a
meeting of industry leaders to discuss the problemas railroads are
facing and to search for solutions.
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We must be pragmatic and focus on what will work. We must
ensure that the common sense realistic needs and affordability
are among the criteria driving Canadian transportation policy of
the future. Passengers must have a multimodal transportation
system that is safe, reliable and affordable. VIA has a role to
play as we put the system in place.

The government is pleased with what the corporation hý
able to accomplish with the introduction of its silver a:
service on the western transcontinental trains. Public re
has been outstanding. With both revenue and traffic incr
on time performance is now at 90 per cent.

VIA has demonstrated that it is capable of meeti
challenge of subsidy reductions. That has been accoml
with the use of better equipment, improved productivitý
quality of on board services.

Recent years have seen VIA management exercising
flexibility and control over the planning, developmie
operation of rail passenger services. With ou: govemmc
trend will continue.

The 1993 budget reduced VIA funding over a thre
period beginning in 1994-95 from $343.4 million to $2:
lion in 1996-97. The recent budget exercise further r
annual funding over the next five years by a total of $9
lion.

As my colleague, the Minister of Finance, has already I
House, Canada has been building up a mountain of de
simply cannot allow this trend to continue. This was the
behind our decîsion to confirm, the VIA funding 1evi
nounced ini the 1993 budget. VIA has met its challer
moving to a more efficient customer oriented company,

ibis government is now asking the corporation to as:
govemment in reducing our national deficit. VIA's ab
meet this challenge is fundamental to its long term viabili
government's decision to confirm VIA's reduced fundini
necessary one and the right one for Canada. We cannot
decision aside and look to the past. In my opinion that w<
the wrong course. Rather we must now look to the fut,
forward building on VIA's successes.

There has been much discussion concernmng the 14
governiment subsidy to passenger rail service. In Pal
comparisons have been made with other modes of publii
portation i Canada: buses, acroplanes and the autel
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