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devastating attack by the previous government which deprived
it of its public television services and cut back its postal and
railway services. Ever since that sombre day when Radio—Cana-
da closed its doors there, that region has hardly had any means
left to voice its concerns, and its protests have gone unanswered.
Everyone knows that we have reached a point where commu-
nications are essential community rights.

The people of Rimouski—Témiscouata have had enough of
cuts, closings, unemployment, welfare, poverty, bankruptcies,
tax increases, not to mention the underground economy, smug-
gling and violence. These proud, courageous and hard—working
people have had enough of a centralizing government which
denies that there are differences and disparities between com-
munities. They have long understood that their future depends
on appropriate and concrete solutions to their problems. They
understand that their sovereignty, Quebec’s sovereignty, is the
key to their future. In the meantime, they will have the opportu-
nity to say yes again like they did the first time in May 1980.
They want the Minister of Canadian Heritage to fairly fulfill his
mandate, a mandate which is to protect the cultural and natural
heritage so that when the new era comes Quebec can find its
heritage untouched. I will now turn briefly to some issues before
the Department of Canadian Heritage, that is amateur sport, the
National Film Board, official languages, Telefilm Canada, the
Canadian Broadcasting Corporation and copyright.

Now that the winter and summer Olympic Games alternate
every second year at the request of American broadcasters and
their sponsors, amateur sport will be on the forefront of current
events and could be widely talked about in a rather bad light, as
we saw recently in the case of Team Canada and figure skating in
the United States.

In the present context of economic austerity, Quebecers want
more than games, in any case something other than a flag war.
They demand, among other things, a review of the athlete status
in order to put an end to dubious practices whereby so—called
amateurs stash away the thousands of dollars they earn while
continuing to receive their amateur sport grant. These grants
should go only to those who really need them.

Moreover, since the main decision centres for participation in
the Olympics are in Toronto and Calgary, Quebec is asking, and
rightly so, for a review of selection procedures in some olympic
sports, to do away with discrimination and inequity toward
Quebec athletes and others.

Over the last four years, Canadian taxpayers have given some
$4 million in grants to Team Canada. Selection of athletes is
entirely left to the various coaches and, according to informa-

tion given in this House by the Minister of Canadian Heritage
himself, Team Canada will reveal the names of athletes selected
“a few days only before the first match”. Why pay for four
years if, on the eve of the Olympic Games, we cannot make
public the names of the 23 players selected?

Team Canada needs more than a token French speaking
assistant coach in charge of relations with the French media. We
have to make sure that people like Mario Lemieux will not be
eliminated because they are ‘“‘not good enough’’; that those like
Alexandre Daigle will not be excluded because they are ‘“‘too
strong—minded”’; that those like Sylvie Fréchette will not be
disregarded because they refuse to train in Calgary; that those
like the Duchesnays—who gave France the gold—will not be
considered “‘too avant—garde”’ by Canadian judges; finally, that
those like Eric Lindros will not be given the red carpet treatment
and selected against the rules.
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Finally, one has only to think about fencing or figure skating
to realize that all amateur sports are not equal. We must
recognize that and adopt a grant policy which will protect those
sports and ensure an equitable distribution of funds.

As far as official languages are concerned, it is essential that
interventions be targeted properly, that they be distinct, that
they fulfill specific needs and that they take into account the
special situation of each of our two solitudes.

Let us not forget that the Bloc Quebecois came to Ottawa to
deal with sovereignty; we are not here to promote bilingualism.
For Quebec, the sole purpose of official languages is the proper
operation of federal parliamentary and judicial institutions.

However, for the francophone and Acadian community of
Canada, the Bloc Quebecois is simply asking for the imple-
mentation of section 23 of the Charter of Rights and Freedoms
entrenched in the Constitution Act of 1982.

[English]

I want to make this clear to all Canadians from one ocean to
the other and to the other, as our colleague from Yukon likes to
say Mr. Speaker, I want you to listen carefully. As you know the
English speaking minority of Quebec has always been well
treated. These people have a complete guarantee that under a
sovereign government in Quebec they will keep all their historic
rights.

As critic for Her Majesty’s Loyal Opposition I want to make
sure that the minority known as la Communauté francophone et
acadienne du Canada receives the same treatment and that its
rights guaranteed by the Constitution are respected without




