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sewers and under the bridges of our municipalities. Moreover, it
will continue to line its pockets by awarding its own engineers
and contractors all the small infrastructure contracts for the
municipalities.

It is outrageous and unacceptable. So, the members of the
Bloc Quebecois, just like the hon. member for Ahuntsic I am
sure, will denounce the fact that the federal government is
directly encroaching on the management of municipal infra-
structures. One of these days, the federal government will have
to recognize that the best way to achieve efficient management
and to make municipalities accountable is to withdraw from
municipal affairs to avoid overlapping and duplication. As you
know, overlapping and duplication are very costly to manage
and also very costly in lack of efficiency, in confrontation and
other such things.

I do not understand why the federal government, which
should know and should understand this, still gets involved in
areas that are not of its concern.

It is a shame, Madam Speaker. I denounce it today and I hope
that we, as Quebecers, will continue to work hard together so
that this does not happen again, considering how terribly high
the deficit now is. We have a $500 billion deficit and we know
full well that it is due to the fact that the federal government is
constantly interfering in areas that should be under provincial
jurisdiction, that it is due to the centralization of powers in
Ottawa. Canada’s deficit began to grow under the Liberal
government in 1970 and it has become outrageous. It went from
$2 billion in 1970 to about $35 billion in 1984 and now stands at
$45 billion. Nevertheless, the federal government insists on
centralizing everything and it has even come to the point where
it interferes in areas of municipal jurisdiction.
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It is absolutely outrageous and I want to ask my colleague
from Ahuntsic what he thinks of all that. I think he agrees with
me, but I will let him explain in his own words.

The Acting Speaker (Mrs. Maheu): Order. I would ask the
hon. member to address his questions and comments to the
Chair.

The hon. member for Ahuntsic has the floor.

Mr. Daviault: I totally agree with my colleague, Madam
Speaker, but I will not elaborate further on that so the hon.
member for York Centre has enough time to make his interven-
tion.

[English]

Mr. John Harvard (Winnipeg St. James): Madam Speaker,
I want to make a couple of observations and then ask a question
of the hon. member.

The Address

The 35th Parliament is only a week old today and I think a lot
of us on this side of the House are getting a bit tired of the Bloc
members harping on sovereignty. Bloc members should be
mindful of the fact that they have been elected to the opposition
and that the task they fulfil is an important one. They should be
here representing all provinces, not just the province of Quebec.

The hon. gentleman was complaining about certain aspects of
the infrastructure program. He is suggesting that we in the
federal government should just send bags of money to Quebec
City: no accountability, no questions asked, no thought given as
to how the money is going to be spent in the province of Quebec.

Surely those members should get serious. If we are going to be
responsible to all Canadians, if the federal government is going
to be responsible to federal taxpayers, it should take its full
responsibility with respect to expenditures of federal money
under the infrastructure program, whether the money is spent in
the province of Quebec, the province of P.E.I., the province of
Manitoba or anywhere else in the country.

Is this member really serious when he suggests the federal
government should abrogate its responsibilities and not show
any concern whatsoever on how money is spent in the province
of Quebec?

If this member is really preaching sovereignty—and that is
what I hear—perhaps he would like to tell us whether he might
like to forgo the federal share altogether. We are going to see
hundreds of millions of dollars poured into the province of
Quebec under this program. Would he like to forgo this money
and let Quebec go on its own?

[Translation)

Mr. Daviault: I thank the hon. member for his speech. He
made it clear that the notion of accountability was central to the
problem. Every time the federal government gets involved, this
government, which initially was intended to co—ordinate and
equalize, steps directly into provincial areas of jurisdiction.

When looking at the agreement with Ontario released this
morning, I find it as vague as the others in this regard. It states
that the federal-provincial management committee, made up of
two members from the federal side and two members from the
provincial side, will set up unspecified subcommittees, and that
it will be responsible for establishing subcommittees as required
in order to manage the agreement; for delegating to these
subcommittees every power required to carry out their mandate
and for setting every procedure applicable to these meetings and
to all the subcommittees, in particular the rules of conduct of
meetings and of decision-making.
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Once more, accountability will be an excuse for interfering.

Municipalities will be faced with expenditures that will alter
their three—year plans and as a result the problem will not be



