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The Address

crating resources; fine tuning lines of political authority; and 
promoting alternative measures for sustainable development. 
The Bloc agrees with these principles and supports this consen-

Meanwhile, and this is even worse, agencies in the region 
compete with each other in a way that is unproductive.
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Regional development must also be based on comprehensive 
projects like the high-speed train in the Quebec-Windsor corri­
dor—that cannot be overemphasized. This project would create 
jobs in greater Montreal, at the Bombardier plant in La Pocatière 
and for our Canadian neighbours. This project would have a 
major impact. It would use the potential of our young people 
who are skilled in high-tech fields and would develop an 
expertise which could be exported throughout the world. It 
would also be a major contribution to the conversion of military 
industry.

Geographical isolation is trivial compared to isolation from 
the main decision-making centres. The future of regional devel­
opment in Quebec depends on respecting Quebec’s jurisdiction 
in that field and recognizing the regions’ right to control their 
own development, as the Bélanger-Campeau Commission said.

Federal intervention in regional development is very costly. 
Overlapping jurisdictions require such an expenditure of energy 
that not enough is left to deal with the real problems. By creating 
intermediate structures, too much time is spent administering 
the programs in order to co-ordinate decision making among 
various agencies. Meanwhile, money does not go to the commu­
nity; it stays in the bureaucratic system.

The share of income collected directly by government 
through taxes should diminish as local authorities obtain access 
to revenue sources from these same citizens. The infrastructure 
program is an eloquent example. What a fine effort the govern­
ments seem to be making without putting too much money into 
development!

But do you not think that ideally, the municipalities them­
selves should have the ability to collect taxes and raise the funds 
needed for their development, without asking themselves 
whether the federal Parliament in Ottawa must be involved in 
the decision about a garage or a roadway in the Rivière-du- 
Loup region?

I think it would be much better to decentralize the budgets and 
available funds significantly so that our local elected officials 
can decide on these matters.

In the present federal system, a way to do this would be to give 
Quebec the tax points for the federal investment in this area, 
over $200 million, and to recognize Quebec’s exclusive juris­
diction in this field.

We are in a paradoxical situation, where the federal govern­
ment which has the right to raise taxes never developed the 
proper tools to meet the regions’ needs in support of their 
development.

We gather from the 1993 election campaign that people yearn 
for a way to the future, where only one government will decide

sus.

Regional development means more than just building roads. 
Quebecers know that that is not enough. Progress depends on the 
active participation and creativity of local resources. The gov­
ernment should provide financial support as needed. In this 
respect, research and development are the way of the future for 
the regions. Remote locations are no longer an obstacle to 
attracting high-tech companies.

Haphazard action by the federal government has created 
bizarre situations, as in the case of its policy of closing rural 
post offices, which meant that communities were deprived of 
essential services, while at the same time community futures 
committees were being set up to provide local communities with 
the appropriate development tools. When we consider that 83 
per cent of the employees in these post offices are women, an 
excuse for speeches on employment equity, this is a clear case of 
the left hand not knowing what the right hand is doing.

The Federal Office of Regional Development fails to take the 
comprehensive view of local development. What it does is often 
more like window dressing. Boosting regional economies means 
knowing how to use local human resources. Forestry workers 
who lost their jobs to a machine should be able to go back with 
dignity and help develop that same forest for the benefit of 
future generations. When companies increase productivity, the 
proceeds should be used to create jobs.

Actually, the inefficiency of manpower training programs is 
most apparent in the regions, where it is harder to get a training 
program for a group of workers than to relocate them. I had this 
experience myself on an adjustment committee, when 20 em­
ployees from Bombardier had been laid off and it took at least 
two major political manoeuvres to get these people a training 
program for welding, although the Bombardier plant, well- 
known internationally, was only a few kilometres from the 
training location.

What is there in the Throne Speech that will make life easier 
for a young entrepreneur from Saint-Hubert or Rivière-du- 
Loup who wants to launch a new product? Who can help him? 
The Business Development Centre, the Community Futures 
Committee, the Youth Enterprise Centre, the Corporation de 
développement économique, the tourism corporation, the Feder­
al Office of Regional Development, the Industrial Development 
Corporation, plus two members’ offices. The development 
agencies mean well, but it is a real nightmare for our young 
entrepreneur to find his way through this administrative laby­
rinth. Often, after knocking in vain on all these doors, our young 
entrepreneur has to go back to dreaming about his future.


