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is now being given to this suggestion by the dairy industry
representatives in the country, including those in Quebec.

Another example of adaptation and innovation is with respect
to a series of subsidy programs previously known as the Atlantic
and maritime freight rate subsidy measures which will be
discontinued as a result of the budget, but there will be transi-
tional measures put in place with respect to those programs as
well. That is under the purview of my colleague, the Minister of
Transport.

In addition to all these issue specific funding initiatives, we
have provided for a general $60 million per year adaptation and
rural development fund for Canadian agriculture over all. It will
be used to enhance access to pools of developmental capital, to
enhance human resources in rural Canada, to enhance farm
safety, to enhance rural innovation and infrastructure and to
offset some of the regional implications of transportation re-
form.

Let me deal briefly with that aspect of the opposition motion
today which refers to western grain transportation reform. Here
as well there is a program being put in place to ease the
transition away from 98 years of subsidization. These transition
measures are temporary, as all adjustment measures are. How-
ever, they are also specifically within the parameters of accept-
ability as defined by the Quebec coalition on western grain
transportation. It is interesting that the member from Frontenac
earlier today failed to observe that fact which indicates consis-
tency across the country on the basis of certain principles.

The benefit from transportation reform for western Canada
comes not from any form of ongoing subsidization because the
subsidy will be ended. The western benefit comes from a new
freight rate regime that eliminates discrimination in its structure
against higher valued production, value added processing, di-
versification and economic growth.

The prime difference between our approach in the govern-
ment and that of Bloc members is that, as we have heard today so
far in the debate, they have a tendency to cling to the past. They
seem to be rather intimidated by the future. I do not think, from
what I have seen in my many encounters over the last 17 months
as minister of agriculture, that intimidated point of view is
representative of Quebecers.
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I have just returned from a sales mission, a trade mission with
Canadian agriculture and agri—food representatives throughout
South America. We visited Chile, Argentina and Brazil. In-
cluded in my delegation of private sector representatives was a
broad cross section of agricultural representatives from Quebec.
They were among the most outgoing, the most vigorous, the
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most aggressive in looking for new opportunities and broaden-
ing horizons, pursuing the future with great optimism and
vigour. They did not seem to have this kind of negativism
reflected in the remarks delivered today by the Bloc Quebecois.

For example, they were talking about the opportunities for the
pork industry. They were not worried about any kind of trans-
portation reform in western Canada. They were not worried
about one region winning at the expense of another or one region
losing because of something happening in another region of the
country. What they were looking at together with their Canadian
colleagues from across the country was broadening horizons,
more markets, more trade opportunities, all of us selling more
and doing better in the markets of the world rather than worrying
about one group gaining at the expense of another.

If we have that kind of negative, inward looking defeatist
attitude, we will probably end up being defeated. The secret for
Canada’s future is to broaden our horizons, to look outward, to
take on the world with the confidence that we as Canadians have
in agriculture and agri—food the very best products in the world
to sell.

We have the most productive and efficient farmers in the
world producing those products. We have a vital and vibrant
processing sector. We have the capacity to excel in international
trade and marketing and we do not have to worry about one
market getting smaller because another is getting bigger. We
must expand markets everywhere. We will all do much better in
that new trading environment of the future.

That is the optimism we need to have. With that kind of
attitude Canadians, all of us, within Quebec and outside, can
take on the world and we will win.

[Translation)

Mr. Jean-Guy Chrétien (Frontenac, BQ): Mr. Speaker, I
want to thank heartily the Minister of Agriculture for making the
time in his heavy schedule to participate in this debate on
agriculture today.

On the other hand, I would like to remind the Minister of
Agriculture that there is a new dynamics in Quebec, in Canada
and in this House in particular. I can remember in the years 1968
to 1970 and up to the 1984 federal elections, Quebec was
represented in this House by 74 Liberal members and one
Conservative, in the person of my friend Roch LaSalle. There
was nobody to denounce inequities. That hurt the Minister of
Agriculture.

Mr. Speaker, is it an attempt to set the West against the East?
Is it an attempt to set the Maritimes against Quebec when we,
Bloc members, elected representatives of Quebec, rise in this
House to say, for instance, that Quebec’s share of the $3 billion
budget for agriculture in 1993 was $372 million, or 12.4 per



