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STATEMENTS BY MEMBERS
[English]

NATIONAL SAFE DRIVING WEEK

Mr. Stan Keyes (Hamilton West, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, as
mentioned yesterday by my colleague, the hon. member for
London East, this is National Safe Driving Week.

As chairman of the House of Commons Standing Committee
on Transport, I am mindful that last year over 40 per cent of
automobile fatalities involved a drunk driver. That startling
statistic underlies the theme of this year’s National Safe Driving
Week, the hidden face of impaired driving.

In addition to supporting public awareness campaigns, sever-
al provinces and territories are either currently implementing
mandatory rehabilitation programs and administrative licence
suspensions or plan to do so in the very near future. These
measures will prohibit those charged with impaired driving
from operating a motor vehicle while awaiting criminal court
proceedings.

Through ongoing initiatives such as National Safe Driving
Week and the strategy to reduce impaired driving I am confident
we will reduce the level of drunkenness, death and injury on our
roads.

[Translation)

AIR TRANSPORTATION

Mr. Maurice Dumas (Argenteuil—Papineau, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, on October 30, the second largest Canadian carrier
stopped flying from Montreal to overseas destinations. Cana-
dian International has decided to concentrate its international
operations in Toronto, thus depriving Montreal of a direct link to
Rome.

It is inconceivable that a major carrier such as Canadian -

International could stop providing international flights from a
city as big as Montreal. This situation shows how flawed the
transport minister’s international route allocation policy is. In
fact, Air Canada offered to provide regular flights between
Rome and Montreal. The minister’s policy, however, prohibits
designating a second carrier for this market.

Through his policy, the minister undermines Montreal’s de-
velopment and helps erode its traditional role as a Canadian
transportation hub. The minister must stop putting Montreal at a
disadvantage by changing his international route allocation
policy and reviewing all routes already allocated.
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[English]

DISTINCT SOCIETY MOTION

Miss Deborah Grey (Beaver River, Ref.): Mr. Speaker,
Canadians from sea to sea do not like the distinct society
motion. A recent poll shows that only 37 per cent of Canadians
outside Quebec support it.

Albertans rejected this notion in the Charlottetown accord.
They reject any concept that promotes the inequality of citizens
or provinces or gives special status to any province.

The arrogance shown by the Liberal Party during the referen-
dum turned to panic and confusion when status quo federalism
was rejected by nearly 50 per cent of Quebecers. The result is
this ill-conceived motion. Surely the members opposite can see
that this motion is ill-advised and it will further embitter and
fracture this nation.

Why are the Liberal members from Alberta mute on this
issue? Why do they not speak out on behalf of Albertans? Can
they not persuade their colleagues and their leader of the
miscalculation of this motion? Too much is at stake to be silent.
Canadians should debate this issue fully and not get closed off in
the House of Commons. No, nervous nellies in the government
invoked closure and are ramming it through. They seem proud of
it.

The people will speak. If they do not get a chance to speak
now, they will speak later in Edmonton East at the ballot box in
1997.

[Translation)

TAXATION

Mr. Gilles Bernier (Beauce, Ind.): Mr. Speaker, after watch-
ing areport on Radio—Canada’s program Enjeux last week, I was
outraged by the extent of tax fraud in the trade of paintings and
works of art.

I have a duty to urge the government to deal a major blow to
tax evasion and to the tax shelters depriving federal coffers of
millions of dollars in revenue.

We must axe bogus donations to museums by the wealthy and
other tax shelters the average citizen cannot benefit from. What
is the government waiting for to make companies availing
themselves of too many tax shelters pay their taxes? And why
not end GST refunds to foreign tourists who make purchases in
Canada?

Those are serious ways to eliminate the deficit without
hurting social programs too much.



