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MacDonald Cartier International (Ottawa), Lester B. Pearson
International (Toronto), Thunder Bay, Regina and Winnipeg
International. The four local airport authorities also have plans
in place, i.e. Vancouver, Calgary, Edmonton and Aéroports de
Montréal, Dorval/Mirabel.

The mitigation plans are designed to ensure that spent glycol
fluids are contained, collected and disposed of in an environ-
mentally acceptable manner.

The effectiveness of the plans are measured by the amounts
collected and from stormwater analysed against the CEPA
guidelines.

It should be noted that copies of the glycol mitigation plans
were submitted to the Standing Committee on Environment and
Sustainable Development.

[English]

Mr. Milliken: I ask, Mr. Speaker, that the remaining ques-
tions be allowed to stand.

The Deputy Speaker: Is that agreed?

Some hon. members: Agreed.

GOVERNMENT ORDERS

[Translation]

FARM IMEPROVEMENT AND MARKETING
COOPERATIVES LOANS ACT

The House resumed consideration of the motion. That Bill
C-75, an act to amend the Farm Improvement and Marketing
Co-operatives Loans Act, be read the second time and referred
to a committee.

Mr. Jean-Guy Chrétien (Frontenac, BQ): Mr. Speaker, I
would like to pick things up exactly where we left off approxi-
mately 67 minutes ago. We were replying to the Parliamentary
Secretary to the Minister of Agriculture on Bill C-75 which will
raise from 1.5 billion to 3 billion dollars the maximum amount
of government guaranteed farm loans.

As I had to split my speech in two, I should perhaps remind
members that the bill before us seeks to amend the Farm
Improvement and Marketing Cooperatives Loans Act. I will
now continue reading my text exactly where I left off at two
o'clock, about 67 minutes ago.

Let us say, for example, that the Quebec Société du finance-
ment agricole keeps a very close watch on the rate of increase of
farmers' indebtedness and that, in so doing, it modifies its
standards and criteria. It would never have the necessary leeway
to implement its decisions because a federal agency would once
again meddle in its affairs and muddle up the initial goal of the
Quebec government. The federal government's eligibility crite-
ria do not necessarily reflect provincial priorities.
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Federal agencies compete with provincial agencies, which
may have stricter criteria, and I must say that the provinces are
in a better position to know the real needs of their citizens. In
any case, they are certainly in a better position than the federal
govemment, which has to enact general policies that must be
realistic and applicable from coast to coast.

The thing that we must remember is that, once again, instead
of eliminating overlapping and giving the provinces their own
tools, the Liberal govemment has decided to keep everything
under its control. By maintaining this overlapping, the federal
govemment gives itself the opportunity to intervene in the
management of our agricultural sector in Quebec.

It should also be emphasized that it is very strange that this act
is administered by the department instead of the Farm Credit
Corporation. Even if the programs are different, the Farm Credit
Corporation already arranges loan guarantees. That is a striking
example of administrative duplication. This is not duplication
between government levels but in fact duplication within the
same government.

We, in the Bloc Quebecois, wish that the government would
give to the provinces the financial resources that belong to them.
As the Prime Minister said earlier in answer to a question from
the Leader of the Opposition, Quebec is not begging but merely
asking for what it is entitled to.

Provinces will thus be able to take over the administration of
programs like the one Bill C-75 deals with. It must be clearly
understood that we are not against the bill as such but we firmly
oppose the overlap and duplication it perpetuates, whether in the
same government, that is the federal government, or between the
federal government and provinces. We believe the bill is rele-
vant but we regret that it maintains duplication.

I would now like to submit some statistics found by our
researchers about FIMCLA or Bill C-75. First I wish to remind
the House that since February 1988 when the above amendments
came into force, over 65 000 loans totalling some $1.5 billion
have been granted under the act.

I should also remind you that the province which benefits the
most from the act is Saskatchewan, followed in second place by
Alberta and third by Quebec. I believe Ontario comes in fourth
place in terms of utilisation of the act but I must remind you the
rural Ontario enjoys a high standard in terms of agriculture and
investment needs. To this day, some 10 loans have been granted
under the act for co-operative projets with a total added value of
$14.2 billion.

In 1994-95 for example, 17,000 loans totalling some $475
million have been granted under the act. Again in 1994-1995,
the average loan is $27,000 and the five-year average is
$22,000.
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In the last 25 years, net losses incurred under the act have
accounted for 1 per cent of all guaranteed loans each and every
year.

11688 April 24, 1995


