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We have smart, competitive, aggressive, intelligent young
people throughout this country.

He would suggest that the young people of Quebec are
vulnerable, they are susceptible, they are less than knowing of
what kind of program they might get into if they pay allegiance
to the youth corps program. I disagree. I would give them more
credit. The young people of Quebec are very intelligent and they
will decide whether it is a good program or not. It is not
incumbent upon us to suggest that they are not that intelligent.

[Translation]

Mr. Rocheleau: Mr. Speaker, I thank my colleague for her
question. I do not think that we have to wonder if our young
people are intelligent or not; we can take that for granted with
the great performances recently turned in by Quebec youth
internationally in the Olympics. We saw how competent and
intelligent our young people could be.

What gets me, and I refer to something that happened to us in
the past, is everything the federal government could do when
Quebecers were deciding their future. We know how much the
federal government got involved. We had Katimavik with
Senator Jacques Hébert at the time, all that can be done to give
our young people a feeling of belonging to the Canada of today
and tomorrow.

We certainly know what the federal government tried to do in
the 1980 referendum campaign. There was the Council on
Canadian Unity through which the federal government got
involved, although Quebec had a law limiting the *“‘yes” and
“no” sides to $2 million each. The federal government’s
involvement in the 1980 referendum is estimated to have been
between $15 and $20 million. We are expecting a similar kind of
operation when we see the government, as if by chance, come up
with a similar initiative called Youth Canada which seeks to
promote better understanding of Canada.
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I repeat what your colleague, the member for Lachine—Lac—
Saint-Louis, said, a better understanding of Canada. He told us
about the four main projects, the four major thrusts, and I think
that in complete intellectual honesty we can suspect this govern-
ment’s intentions, what it intends to do about the future (of
Quebec) and to make Quebec stay in Confederation, and as we
say in Quebec, what are a few thousand bucks, Mr. Speaker, it
never bothered them.

Mr. Peter Adams (Peterborough): Mr. Speaker, I thank the
hon. member for Trois-Riviéres for his speech.

[English]

He mentioned in it the real problem, le vrai probléme. It
seems that one of the real problems we are facing, the solution to
which will help everyone in Canada and particularly I hope the
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young people to whom he refers, is simply getting the economy
moving.

I know that the member listened to the parliamentary secre-
tary’s remarks earlier about one aspect of the budget which was
the infrastructure program. She stressed the jobs which will be
created and she stressed the value for our economy in the future
of improved infrastructure, as he knows.

There is one aspect which relates to this business of getting
the economy going that she did not stress greatly. That is that
through the infrastructure program which affects Trois—Riviéres
as it does the riding of Peterborough, already capital is being
released, capital which is already there.

I do have a question about this, with respect for the hon.
member for Trois—Riviéres. In my riding for example, there is a
seniors group which has already raised a great deal of money,
some hundreds of thousands of dollars toward a new building.
They are able to move on that building sooner than was the case
before. I believe the flow of those moneys will help stimulate
the economy.

There is also an arts group which has done the same thing. It
has not raised quite as much yet but these are moneys which are
there which will be released into the economy because of the
infrastructure program.

Also in the public sector I would have to say one of the
townships in my riding has money from dump fees. J’ignore
I’expression frangaise de ce terme.

The township is in fact being paid for the discomfort of having
a dump on its property. It has accumulated those fees and it is
going to spend them constructively on local projects with some
jobs and by the way local raw materials, sand and gravel and
things of that type.

Once these projects start, and in my riding we are talking
about scores of construction projects in 17 or 18 townships, in
the city, in the county, in the university and in the college, scores
of these projects all starting when the frost is out of the ground.
Again the wages will be paid, the wages will be spent. This
capital which I have mentioned will flow across the country.

If it scores in Peterborough, I do not know if it scores in the
Trois-Riviéres area, hundreds if not thousands of those projects
will take place and all of them we hope will stimulate the
economy and that will help the young people and all the people
of Canada.

I wonder if the member would care to comment on that point.
from the point of view of what is going to happen in Trois—Ri-
viéres once these projects start.

[Translation]

Mr. Rocheleau: Mr. Speaker, I thank the hon. member for his
question. We in the Bloc Quebecois are not against the infra-
structure program. We are against it being the solution the



