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HOUSE OF COMMONS

Tuesday, June 17, 2008

The House met at 10 a.m.

Prayers

ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS

® (1000)
[English]

CANADA-REPUBLIC OF PERU FREE TRADE
AGREEMENT

Mr. Gerald Keddy (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
the Atlantic Canada Opportunities Agency and to the Minister
of International Trade, CPC): Mr. Speaker, under Standing Order
32(2) of the House of Commons I have the pleasure to table, in both
official languages, two treaties. The first one will be the free trade
agreement between Canada and the Republic of Peru.

* % %

CANADA-REPUBLIC OF PERU LABOUR COOPERATION
AGREEMENT

Hon. Jean-Pierre Blackburn (Minister of Labour and Minister
of the Economic Development Agency of Canada for the Regions
of Quebec, CPC): Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to table, in both
official languages, a treaty entitled, “Agreement on Labour
Cooperation Between Canada and the Republic of Peru”, accom-
panied by an explanatory memorandum of this treaty.

[Translation]

I am proud to table this document, which is our labour agreement
with Peru. This agreement has been well received.

% % %
[English]
CANADA-REPUBLIC OF PERU ENVIRONMENT
AGREEMENT

Mr. Gerald Keddy (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
the Atlantic Canada Opportunities Agency and to the Minister
of International Trade, CPC): Mr. Speaker, under Standing Order
32(2) of the House of Commons I have the pleasure to table, in both
official languages, another agreement and treaty entitled, “Agree-
ment on the Environment Between Canada and the Republic of
Peru”. As before, an explanatory memorandum is enclosed with the
agreement.

[Translation]

EMPLOYMENT EQUITY

Hon. Jean-Pierre Blackburn (Minister of Labour and Minister
of the Economic Development Agency of Canada for the Regions
of Quebec, CPC): Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to table, in both
official languages, the 2007 annual report on the Employment Equity
Act.

[English]
CONFLICT OF INTEREST AND ETHICS COMMISSIONER

The Speaker: Pursuant to section 28 of the Conflict of Interest
Code for members of the House of Commons, it is my duty to
present to the House a report of the Conflict of Interest and Ethics
Commissioner entitled, “Response to the Motion Adopted by the
House of Commons on June 5, 2008, for Further Consideration of
the Thibault Inquiry Report”.

INDIAN OIL AND GAS ACT

Hon. Chuck Strahl (Minister of Indian Affairs and Northern
Development, CPC) moved for leave to introduce Bill C-63, An
Act to amend the Indian Oil and Gas Act.

(Motions deemed adopted, bill read the first time and printed)

* % %

COMMITTEES OF THE HOUSE
NATIONAL DEFENCE

Mr. Rick Casson (Lethbridge, CPC): Mr. Speaker, I have the
honour to present, in both official languages, the fourth report of the
Standing Committee on National Defence on Bill C-60, An Act to
amend the National Defence Act (court martial) and to make a
consequential amendment to another Act.

FOREIGN AFFAIRS AND INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT

Mr. Kevin Sorenson (Crowfoot, CPC): Mr. Speaker, I have the
honour to present, in both official languages, the seventh report of
the Standing Committee on Foreign Affairs and International
Development concerning the case of Omar Khadr.



7028

COMMONS DEBATES

June 17, 2008

Routine Proceedings

I also have the honour to present, in both official languages, the
eighth report of the Standing Committee on Foreign Affairs and
International Development recommending that the committee report
to the House of Commons a potential breach of privilege resulting
from the release of information contained in a confidential draft
report prior to its presentation to the House.

I also have the pleasure to present, in both official languages, the
ninth report of the Standing Committee on Foreign Affairs and
International Development recommending that any time the House
stands adjourned during June and July 2008 and the committee has a
report ready, the said report may be deposited with the Clerk of the
House and shall thereupon be deemed to have been presented to the
House.

® (1005)
INDUSTRY, SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY

Mr. James Rajotte (Edmonton—Leduc, CPC): Mr. Speaker, I
have the honour to present, in both official languages, the second
report of the Standing Committee on Industry, Science and
Technology in relation to our study and review of Canada's service
sector.

* % %

MOTOR VEHICLE SAFETY ACT

Hon. Jim Karygiannis (Scarborough—Agincourt, Lib.)
moved for leave to introduce C-568, An Act to amend the Motor
Vehicle Safety Act (speed limiters).

He said: Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to introduce this legislation,
an act to amend the Motor Vehicle Safety Act, speed limiters. I thank
my colleague from Kitchener—Waterloo for seconding the bill.

Each summer we witness carnage on our highways caused by
excessive speed. This legislation would require all vehicles
manufactured after January 1, 2010, to be equipped with speed
limiters so vehicles cannot travel at more than 150 kilometres per
hour.

(Motions deemed adopted, bill read the first time and printed)
[Translation]

Hon. Peter Van Loan: Mr. Speaker, consultations took place with
the parties, and I am expecting unanimous consent for the following
motion: “That, notwithstanding any standing order or usual practices
of this House, Bill C-60, An Act to amend the National Defence Act
(court martial) and to make a consequential amendment to another
Act may be called for debate today; a member from each recognized
party may speak for a maximum of 10 minutes, after which the bill
shall be deemed concurred in at the report stage on division, and
deemed read a third time and passed on division.”

The Speaker: Does the hon. Leader of the Government in the
House of Commons have the unanimous consent of the House to
move this motion?

The hon. member for Wascana has the floor.

[English]

Hon. Ralph Goodale: Just to be clear, Mr. Speaker, is the
government House leader referring to Bill C-60?

The Speaker: Yes. Does the government House leader have
unanimous consent?

Some hon. members: Agreed.

Some hon. members: No.

[Translation]

The Speaker: There is a no. There is no unanimous consent.

* % %

COMMITTEES OF THE HOUSE
PUBLIC SAFETY AND NATIONAL SECURITY

Ms. Johanne Deschamps (Laurentides—Labelle, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, I move that the third report of the Standing Committee on
Public Safety and National Security, presented on Monday, June 2,
be concurred in.

I take a keen interest in today's debate, and I must say I am very
angry, because this is a crucial issue for the economic future of my
riding, Laurentides—Labelle, and it concerns the whole Laurentian
region.

For several months, the people in my region have been
discriminated against by the federal government. I am enormously
concerned about the future of the Mont Tremblant International
Airport in La Macaza and the future of the entire Upper Laurentians
area. The airport's short-term survival is threatened because of the
inaction, laxity and inertia of this Conservative government and the
incompetence of the Minister of Public Safety.

Before I talk further about what I would call unfairness and
discrimination regarding the Mont Tremblant International Airport, [
would like to extend my sincere thanks to my colleague, the member
for Marc-Auréle-Fortin, for his support and solidarity on this issue
and for introducing a motion in the Standing Committee on Public
Safety and National Security that reads as follows:

That the Committee recommend that the Riviere Rouge Mont Tremblant
International Airport (YTM) be recognized as an airport of entry into Canada,
without customs charges being imposed for regular commercial flights, as is the case
with the airports in Montreal and Quebec City.

I would like to say how important, or should I say how urgent, it is
to find a solution to the discrimination by the Canada Border
Services Agency against the Mont Tremblant airport. The imposition
of customs charges on this airport by the agency means that the
airport is the only one in Canada that has to pay customs charges on
its regular flights.

The airport authority is faced with an impasse that could result in
the short-term closure of this important economic development tool.
It will be a real disaster for the Laurentian region if the airport closes.
This Conservative government must realize how hard this region has
been hit by the forestry crisis.

Forestry was—I repeat, was—the main industry in the regional
municipality of Antoine-Labelle. In the past two years, the vast
majority of the sawmills in this area have had to close, leaving some
1,500 people jobless. This is a tragedy for a single-industry region.
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Despite the Bloc Québécois' repeated calls for short-term solutions
to the problems forestry companies face because of factors such as
the softwood lumber crisis and the higher dollar, the Conservatives
have turned a deaf ear, preferring to give priority to their friends in
big oil.

To minimize the negative impact of the forestry crisis, local
elected officials and various stakeholders from the Laurentians
region got down to work and redoubled their efforts to come up with
an economic recovery plan.

Several projects to diversify the economy of my region have
emerged from this plan. Over the years, the Laurentian region has
forged a reputation for itself in becoming Quebec's top year-round
vacation destination. Visitors flow in from around the world to be
charmed by its unique scenery and its tourist attractions. Since the
early 1990s, the town of Mont-Tremblant has shown unprecedented
vitality with the development of the Tremblant tourist area.

The Laurentians boast the highest concentration of downhill ski
centres in North America and are also the destination of choice for
snowmobiling in Quebec. With its nearly 10,000 lakes and rivers, the
region attracts its highest tourist traffic in the summertime.

Numerous hunting and fishing outfitters, national parks and
wildlife preserves, forests, fishing, hunting, the Symphony of
Colours festival in the fall, cross-country skiing, dogsledding, biking
and other activities are all features that attract tourists from abroad.

Each year, thousands of visitors from Europe, Asia and the United
States travel to the Laurentians for a vacation at an outfitter's camp, a
tourist concept which has evolved over the years to meet the
expectations of foreign guests.

Needless to say, the second largest economic sector in the Upper
Laurentians is none other than tourism and the Mont Tremblant
airport is among the most important economic engines driving the
economic vitality of my region.

® (1010)

The Mont Tremblant airport is the key to the Laurentians. It is an
important tool that brings the entire world to our door.

To make it easier to understand this major issue being discussed
today, I would like to provide a brief background on the trials and
tribulations the airport authority has encountered. These difficulties
jeopardize any new agreement with airlines and travel wholesalers
from Europe, the United States and South America that might want
to offer the Laurentians as a travel destination to their clientele.

The airport was created in 2003 by a consortium of municipalities,
CLD, CFDC and private shareholders. It was certified by Transport
Canada for regular commercial flights.

Canada Border Services Agency officially designates the Mont
Tremblant airport as a point of entry to Canada that can clear
international flights.

The authority also receives financial support from Economic
Development Canada for infrastructure in order to meet the agency's
security standards. To date, the airport authority has invested several
thousands of dollars in installing equipment to clear international
passengers.

Routine Proceedings

In July 2007, the Mont Tremblant International Airport signed a
contract with Continental Airlines for daily flights from New York.
In light of that agreement, the airport president is launching a series
of representations with the Canada Border Services Agency and is
also calling on the office of the Minister of Public Safety for a
meeting to discuss the customs charges.

Despite multiple requests, there has been no response and in
December 2007, the day before the first flights from the United
States were due to arrive, the Canada Border Services Agency
bullied the airport president into signing contracts obliging him to
cover the customs charges or no flight could land at the airport. That
is how the Canada Border Services Agency conducts its business:
under a cloud of threats, with no ethics or respect.

It is easy to understand that the authority's hands were tied and
that it had no choice but to sign the agreement so that all the
reservations that had been made well in advance at accommodation
centres and tourist bureaus in the region would not have to be
cancelled. Not signing would have been economic suicide for the
entire region. The contract signed under duress committed the airport
to paying $1,093.68 for every plane that lands on its runways. That
is nothing less than extortion.

The airport authority is obviously unable to pay such steep
amounts, and worries that when these charges are passed along to
customers, they may change their minds about vacationing in the
Laurentians and choose less costly destinations. Passing these
charges along to travellers means that the cost of travel packages
goes up, and therefore fewer people will visit.

In January 2008, we did some research and realized that this
airport is the only one of its kind in Canada paying customs charges
for regular commercial flights.

The Minister of Public Safety informed the president in writing
that the agency does not provide after-hours services without
recovering its costs. He clearly did not understand the president's
requests, since the airport is asking for an exemption from the
charges for regular commercial flights, not those outside regular
hours. The minister also explained that the agency is conducting a
core services review, and that it is examining options. He proposed a
meeting with a representative at his office to discuss the issue.

In February 2008, the Canada Border Services Agency invoices
were piling up. ThePrime Minister's office was contacted to once
again explain how important this airport is to the economy of the
Laurentians and the surrounding regions, that it acts as a gateway to
Quebec, and that tourists arrive every day to spend significant
amounts of money, which obviously results in considerable
economic spinoffs for the government.
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Since December, over 3,500 foreign visitors have flown into the
Mont Tremblant International Airport. Economic spinoffs are
estimated to be over $1 million, and the agency's bill for the most
recent months of operation amounted to $100,000. To date, all
efforts have been in vain, and no concrete solutions have appeared.
The current impasse involving the airport is threatening potential
contracts with other transporters.The airport authority will be facing
the same problem.

I personally asked the Minister of Transport, Infrastructure and
Communities, the lieutenant for Quebec, about the exorbitant
customs charges imposed on the Mont Tremblant International
Airport. I asked him whether he realized that his government's
inaction was causing irreparable harm to the development of the
tourism industry in the Laurentians. The minister refused to answer,
and in the end, his colleague, the Minister of Public Safety, gave me
a stock answer about how the fees are the same across the country.
Actually, he singled out Rigaud, but Rigaud does not have an
international airport. The minister's answer was not really an answer.
That was when I realized that the minister had no concept of the
problem facing the airport.

In April, the airport general manager and I met with Joel Bernard
of the Minister of Public Safety's office. We got the same stock
answer: the agency is reviewing its services; it would be difficult just
now to exempt the Tremblant airport from the customs charges
currently in force; and the minister would not want to set a precedent
in this case.

Nobody is asking the minister to set a precedent. All we want is
fairness. The solution we proposed to the minister is simple and
would solve the airport's problem by changing its service code to
AOE-50, clearance of 50 passengers, just like the Montreal and
Quebec City airport. That would correct the injustice perpetrated
against the Mont Tremblant International Airport.

Once again, we believe that if the minister wants to, he can deal
with this file quickly without setting any precedents for other
Canadian airports.

Only two Quebec airports have that service code, while in Ontario
alone, there are ten or so.

Despite the general manager’s desire to find a practical solution,
the problems mounted. On May 14, 2008 and without any prior
notice, the Canada Border Services Agency seized the airport’s bank
accounts because the airport still could not pay the customs charges.
Unable to continue under the circumstances, the general manager
indicated that he would shut the airport down entirely on May 15 at
midnight. The debt has now risen to $95,000 for the last six months.

I repeat: more than 3,500 people have used the airport, helping
this region maintain a reasonable level of economic activity despite
an unemployment rate of more than 10%.

Does the minister’s inaction and indifference indicate Ottawa’s
deliberate intention to force our airport to close? How can they
explain the fact that Ottawa provides free customs services to about
10 airports in Ontario but only two in Quebec, in Montreal and
Quebec City?

Faced with the threat of closure, the community reacted strongly.
There was an outcry in the media. A number of local decision-
makers came together and even the Minister of Economic
Development, Innovation and Export Trade in the Quebec National
Assembly, Raymond Bachand, contacted the public safety minister
to ask him to intervene quickly. But nothing was done and nothing
changed.

In the meantime, all the elected officials in the region, the county
wardens, mayors and members of Parliament and the National
Assembly, requested a meeting in the offices of the Minister of
Public Safety. Just a few hours before the meeting was to occur, the
minister did an about-face and told us he preferred to keep politics
out of the meeting and just wanted to see the airport manager.
Another fine demonstration of this minister’s lack of transparency.

©(1020)

But now it is time for some political choices to be made. In the
days following the minister’s refusal, a delegation of elected officials
from my riding came to Ottawa anyway in the hope of meeting with
the phantom Minister of Public Safety.

Once again, he declined their invitation. What a lack of respect
for my constituents. The leader of the Bloc Québécois did meet with
them, though, and said he backed them fully. Ever loyal to its values
and convictions, at least the Bloc is still defending the interests of
Quebec and its regions. That is why we introduced this motion
condemning the minister's scandalous lack of action regarding our
airport.

This motion condemns the contempt and arrogance the
government shows for Quebec, the regions of Quebec and my
riding. Is this simply the result of an incompetent bureaucracy,
without clear political direction, flying by the seat of its pants when
it has to make decisions? It is impossible to know because the
government refuses any and all meetings with the elected officials of
my region.

Even the Minister of Transport, Infrastructure and Communities
and the Conservatives’ Quebec lieutenant refused to meet with them,
on two occasions. On May 26, in response to these repeated refusals,
I again put my question to the Minister of Public Safety, to get him
finally to take the problems caused by the unfair customs charges at
the airport seriously.

Once again, I got an unacceptable and incoherent answer from the
minister, suggesting that options were being studied and that the
code assigned to the Mont Tremblant International Airport was
similar to the code for 200 airports in Canada. He even claimed that
his department had acted speedily on this issue. I am still trying to
find out what he was talking about and what actions have in fact
been taken by his department in this matter. Nothing! There have
been nothing but vague replies full of falsehoods.

The Mont Tremblant International Airport is unique in its class. It
is an airport used mainly for tourism. It is the only airport that pays
customs charges for regular commercial flights in Canada, period.
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If the government does not want to contribute to economic
development in the Laurentians, that is its political choice; but for
the government to impede that development by sticking spokes in
the wheels is unacceptable. In the face of this blatant injustice, every
politician in Quebec supports what we are calling for, and the three
opposition parties in Ottawa supported the motion to resolve this
imbroglio.

The current impasse involving the airport is threatening potential
contracts with other carriers from Europe and Mexico, which are
currently negotiating with the airport authority. The authority finds
itself handcuffed and held hostage, caught in a vicious circle. As
long as the $1,100 fee is charged every time a plane lands, it will be
impossible to sign any new commercial agreements. The airport is
unable to bear those costs.

Since the Conservatives came to power over 24 months ago, we
have witnessed the serious damage and setbacks the regions of
Quebec have suffered, all because of their incompetence and a
profound lack of leadership and vision. Yes, sir!

They are so blinded by their ultra-conservative right-wing
ideology and their obsession with national security that they are
paralyzing the entire machinery of the government. The minister
keeps saying that options are being studied, when designating the
Mont Tremblant International Airport AOE-50 is obviously the
fastest and most effective solution to the problem.

Will the Minister of Public Safety have the courage and the
backbone to stand up and finally make a decision that will get us out
of this quagmire? Is he finally going to pull his head out of his
ideological straitjacket and realize that every region of Canada has
its own particular character and that not everybody lives off oil?

My region until recently lived off the forestry industry, and I
would note in passing that it has not received the assistance that was
expected from the federal government in connection with the crisis
in recent years.

®(1025)

It now relies in large part on the tourism and agri-food industries.
The Mont Tremblant airport is the cornerstone of what has become
essential diversification, given this government’s mismanagement of
the forestry crisis.

My final point is that these great politicians with their dubious
principles should take careful note of the fact that we will not be
abandoning our demands and we will be doing everything possible
to remedy the situation.

Ms. Louise Thibault (Rimouski-Neigette—Témiscouata—Les
Basques, Ind.): Mr. Speaker, I would like to hear my hon. colleague
explain what she means—and I believe her—when she said, if I
understood correctly, that the Mont Tremblant airport is the only
airport required to pay these unfair customs charges. So the people
watching may understand—and not for the benefit of the party
across the floor, since it has little respect for anything, least of all
members who are speaking—I would like her to explain this. It is
important for those watching us.

©(1030)

Ms. Johanne Deschamps: Mr. Speaker, I thank my hon.
colleague for her very relevant question.

Routine Proceedings

The Canada Border Services Agency recognizes the Mont
Tremblant airport as an airport of entry that can receive international
commercial flights. Quebec City and Montreal share the same status.
Because such certification from the Canada Border Services Agency
was urgently needed, a contract between the agency and the Mont
Tremblant airport was negotiated surreptitiously and under pressure.
However, the airport is being forced to pay customs charges for
regular flights during the day, unlike all other Canadian airports,
which do not pay for such regular daytime flights.

I am repeating this because the minister does not seem to
understand it. We have raised the issue and pointed this out several
times. Every time, the reply is nonsense. I would like to take the time
to explain it. It is important that the government fully understand that
forcing this airport to pay such charges puts the brakes on its
economic development and on any future agreements. We have
really reached an impasse.

* % %

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Andrew Scheer): Before resuming
debate, I have the honour of informing the House that a message has
been received from the Senate informing this House that the Senate
has passed the following public bill, to which the concurrence of the
House is desired: Bill S-210, An Act to amend the Criminal Code
(suicide bombings).

The hon. Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Public Safety
has the floor as we resume debate.

% % %
[English]
COMMITTEES OF THE HOUSE
PUBLIC SAFETY AND NATIONAL SECURITY

The House resumed consideration of the motion.

Mr. Dave MacKenzie (Parliamentary Secretary to the
Minister of Public Safety, CPC): Mr. Speaker, the economic
prosperity of all regions of Canada is important to our government.
The Canada Border Services Agency has a mandate to always
balance the need to facilitate the movement of legitimate trade and
travellers with the need to support national security and public safety
priorities.

This dual role of facilitation and security creates significant
demands and pressures on both resources and overall servicing
capacity and requires a constant balancing act. Efficient borders
support trade and tourism; safe and secure borders keep criminals
and other dangerous elements out.

I would like to remind the House at this point that the Mont
Tremblant airport authority signed a cost recovery agreement with
the CBSA. Prior to signing the agreement, CBSA informed the Mont
Tremblant airport of all the costs associated with the services.
Although the contract with Mont Tremblant airport expired at the
end of March, CBSA continued to provide services until April 6,
2008, to ensure continued service during the airport's important
tourist season.
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The Office of the Minister of Public Safety has met a number of
times with representatives of the Mont Tremblant airport. The
government is hopeful that a resolution can be found. There are
different options the government is currently looking at to help the
airport.

As 1 have mentioned already, the economic prosperity of all
regions of Canada is important to our government. In fact, we have
delivered $47.5 million in infrastructure investment to the Mont
Tremblant region.

We have proven our support. The Liberals did not deliver. The
Bloc will never be able to deliver.

Our government also recognizes that the development of these
small airports contributes to economic prosperity. We are committed
to address the 13 years of Liberal neglect.

This is why the Minister of Public Safety has launched an initial
internal core review of the services that CBSA is providing at
airports across the country. The first phase of this initial review was
completed in the fall of 2007.

As a result, our government granted expanded customs service, 24
hours a day, 7 days a week, to Macdonald-Cartier International
Airport in Ottawa and the Halifax Robert L. Stanfield International
Airport. An overall final review is ongoing and further options are
being considered.

The Minister of Public Safety has also directed CBSA to meet
with the Canadian Airports Council to examine the level of services
provided at airports across the country and to discuss options to cost
recovery. He is looking forward to receiving potential options
stemming from these discussions.

Our government wants to see all regions of Canada prosper,
including that of Mont Tremblant, and will continue to work to
develop options to address core service delivery.

® (1035)

Hon. Roy Cullen (Etobicoke North, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, [
appreciated the parliamentary secretary's comments.

In fact, the review of cost recovery within the Canada Border
Services Agency started under our government and was getting close
to being finalized when the election was called and the new
government came to power. It has been in power for over two years
now, but on this side of the House we are still waiting for a new cost
recovery policy.

If I may, just by way of background, I will highlight what my
understanding is of the circumstances. In the mid-1990s, our
government decided to grandfather the services provided by the
customs portion of the Canada Customs and Revenue Agency, which
ultimately became part of the Canada Border Services Agency. All
existing services provided by customs operations would be grand-
fathered and any new operations would have to be on a cost recovery
basis.

That applied to any new airports and any new ports. The port in
Prince Rupert is a good example. It came on stream later and was
presented with the option that the customs presence it would need in
order to clear goods coming in would be on a cost recovery basis. It

was difficult to establish how it was going to compete with the Port
of Vancouver when the Port of Vancouver's services had been
grandfathered and those of the Port of Prince Rupert would be on
cost recovery basis.

I suspect, and I am wondering if the parliamentary secretary could
confirm it, that the Tremblant services were part of a new suite of
services that were on a total cost recovery basis.

It seems to me, and I think the parliamentary secretary alluded to
this, that the department is looking at core services and non-core
services as being the more rational way of deciding what is on a cost
recovered basis and what is part of core government services. I am
wondering how that review is coming along and when the
department, the minister and the parliamentary secretary will be
able to brief Parliament on the new approach to cost recovery as it
relates to customs.

Mr. Dave MacKenzie: Mr. Speaker, I would like to thank my
colleague for making it perfectly clear, which is opposite to what the
Bloc did, that it was not this government that made this change. It
was changed a long time ago. It was changed for the purposes of cost
recovery. That is simply what is going on with Mont Tremblant. It is
purely in that vein.

The core services review of which my friend just spoke is
certainly ongoing. I am of the opinion that there will be updates on
that very shortly, although I am not certain of the exact date.

This process, as he indicated, has taken some time. It is meant to
be thorough. Hopefully we will address many concerns expressed
with respect to the core services review of airports and those things
that the Canada Border Services Agency is responsible for. It is
absolutely true that it is on a cost recovery basis for CBSA people to
attend at airports on international flights.

[Translation]

Mr. Serge Ménard (Marc-Auréle-Fortin, BQ): Mr. Speaker,
could the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Public Safety
clearly explain to the people of Mont Tremblant why this is the only
airport in Canada with regular commercial flights during normal
hours of operation that must pay customs charges?

[English]

Mr. Dave MacKenzie: Mr. Speaker, I do not believe the
member's statement is totally accurate. These are charter flights that
come into the resort area. It is an area that is important to us. It is
important from the perspective of the Mont Tremblant area. These
are not regularly scheduled flights, to the best of my knowledge.
They are charter flights that come in at different times. The CBSA
people have to attend when the planes are coming in. They cannot be
stationed there on an eight hour a day basis.

© (1040)

[Translation]

Mr. Thierry St-Cyr (Jeanne-Le Ber, BQ): Mr. Speaker, I am
somewhat surprised by the answer given. In fact, everyone knows
that there are regular commercial flights during normal hours of
operation at the Mont Tremblant International Airport. The entire
community, all tour operators and all airlines advertise them and
recognize them as such.
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Am I to understand that we need only prove that these are regular
flights for the parliamentary secretary to undertake, on behalf of his
government, to abolish the charges in question? Is that what we are
to infer from his answer?

[English]
Mr. Dave MacKenzie: Mr. Speaker, my understanding was that

the international flights are charter flights. There are other flights in
and out of the airport, but not necessarily international flights.

[Translation]

Some hon. members: No, no, they are regular flights.
[English]
Mr. Dave MacKenzie: If I have the wrong information, I am

more than happy to get that information. I will share it with my
colleague.

Hon. Roy Cullen: Mr. Speaker, I would encourage the
parliamentary secretary to try to accelerate the review of this cost
recovery policy, because it is creating a lot of anomalies and
situations where there is unfair competition.

I can recall that courier companies were set up at various airports,
for which there have to be customs services either 24/7 or very early
in the morning. As the shipments come in, they have to be processed
through customs.

There was an anomaly. A new courier company would come in
and its services would be on a cost recovery basis, while the other
courier services would be part of grandfathered core services. This
creates some competitive issues.

Issues also arose at the Detroit-Windsor border, where there were
opportunities to move more trucks on a ferry, but because of this cost
recovery policy, the customs services were going to be on a cost
recovered basis. That did not help in terms of the business case of
moving more trucks across the river on a ferry to take some of the
congestion off the Windsor-Detroit bridge.

I think it is a matter of some urgency now. I am surprised, frankly,
that solutions have not been forthcoming. It was our Liberal
government that brought in the grandfathering policy. That was done
in the mid-1990s out of a need to deal with a $42 billion deficit.

Is it the most sound policy given today's circumstances? No, it is
not. That is why our government started that review. We were close
to seeing some resolution, but then the writ was dropped and there
was an election.

However, the Conservative government has had more than two
years now. I plead with the parliamentary secretary to get the Canada
Border Services Agency to come up with some solutions to this
problem as soon as possible.

Mr. Dave MacKenzie: Mr. Speaker, my colleague makes quite a
point that the Liberals changed the policy in the mid-1990s. They
had 10 years. It is the same Liberal story: “We're almost going to get
it fixed”. In that 10-year period, they obviously recognized that they
had created some anomalies, as he suggests. They did not fix it
during that time.

The Minister of Public Safety has asked for that review to take
place. We have only been in power for a little over two years. |
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understand the need to urgently address it, which it will be done, but
I would hope that he would have as much patience to see us get
through it as he did not have when they were in power for 10 years
and never fixed the problem. They created it, then were almost ready
to fix it, and the writ was dropped and the parties changed.

With all due respect, if he is prepared to wait a bit longer, I think
that solutions are at hand and the matter will be addressed.

[Translation]

Ms. Johanne Deschamps: Mr. Speaker, [ am very pleased to have
a moment for a few final comments on this matter because I am
speaking about a problem in my region. Since coming to power, the
current government has blamed the previous government whenever
it has been criticized for its inaction, inertia and inability to take
tangible action.

We are going back and forth. The Conservatives are unwilling to
take a firm stand and implement the necessary measures. The
Minister of Public Safety has the authority to take immediate action
in this matter. If he had some political will, the problem would have
been solved a long time ago. Instead, we—

® (1045)
[English]

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Andrew Scheer): Order, please. I will
allow the hon. parliamentary secretary just a few seconds to respond.

Mr. Dave MacKenzie: Mr. Speaker, if the hon. member listened
to my colleague across the floor talk about how this changed 10
years ago, she would probably understand. We have put $43.5
million into infrastructure in the Mont Tremblant area. She talks as if
we had completely ignored the area. That is absolutely not true. As
usual, all the Bloc can do is bark anyways.

[Translation]

Mr. Marcel Proulx (Hull—Aylmer, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, Mont
Tremblant and its ski resort are the region’s economic driver. Indeed,
deeply affected by the forestry crisis, this region of Quebec is
counting on its tourism industry for its survival. All stakeholders
joined hands to find a solution, and they found it. They chose to
diversify their economy with tourism development.

The tourism industry is now firmly established in this region. The
Mont Tremblant Ski Resort attracts international visitors, particularly
Americans. This year, we learned that, while Canadians were getting
warmed up in Mexico, Mexicans were coming here to experience
winter and ski at Mont Tremblant.

Also, the region has an airport providing fast and easy access for
foreign tourists. Mont Tremblant International Airport, the third
largest in Quebec, is a major economic development tool for the
Hautes-Laurentides region.

It was under the Liberals in 2004, more specifically under the
then Minister of Transport, the hon. Jean Lapierre, that the Mont
Tremblant airport really got under way. As early as 2002, the
stakeholders in the file had collectively decided to acquire an airport
by rehabilitating the old military airport of La Macaza, located in the
region’s geographic centre.
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Still under the then Minister of Transport, the hon. Jean Lapierre,
a company was formed: the Aéroport international de Mont-
Tremblant inc. This company includes the municipalities around
the airport, the CLD and CFDC development agencies, the
municipality of Antoine-Labelle, and also a few small shareholders
from the private sector.

The community’s involvement and its motivation to develop the
economy of this sector are not new. The decision by the Canada
Border Services Agency makes this an even harder pill to swallow. It
is actually indigestible.

I would like to tell you about some of the action taken by the
partners in recent years: they have restored the runways; they have
built a superb terminal; they got certification from Transport Canada
to allow the operation of regular commercial flights; they got an air
security designation from the federal government; they got a
designation from the Canada Customs Agency recognizing it as an
airport of entry to Canada; they got financial support from Canada
Economic Development for Quebec Regions so that infrastructures
could be put in place; and from CATSA they got the implementation
and operation of a security checkpoint with X-ray equipment—
entirely at their own expense.

The people of the community have done their job and they have
done it well.

To digress, if I may, CATSA agreed to provide services for free.
Unlike the Minister of Public Safety, this authority understood that
the Mont-Tremblant airport is an international airport.

Despite all the goodwill of stakeholders, the appreciation of the
Canadian dollar has deeply affected the regional economy. And now,
this government wants to make things even worse.

The Canada Border Services Agency is demanding that the Mont-
Tremblant airport pay for customs services for international
passengers. It is the only airport in Canada that has to pay for these
passengers.

In 2006, the daily cost of customs services was $374. It stands
now at over $1,100, and it is an unbearable financial burden.

The Minister of Public Safety does not want to do anything to
help this area that got together in response to the severe impact of the
forestry crisis. We do not need anybody to make the situation even
more difficult. But that is exactly what the government is doing. It
will not listen. It does not want to understand that Mont-Tremblant
will be less appealing as a tourist attraction if it loses its airport.

I want to remind all my colleagues that the Mont-Tremblant
airport is the only airport with regular commercial flights in Canada
that has to pay for customs services. When private jets from New
York or San Francisco land there, customs clearance charges will
apply. But if there are charges for commercial flights, they will have
to be paid by the airport, because it would be irresponsible to try to
pass them on to passengers or carriers.

©(1050)

These customs charges would have a considerable negative impact
on tourist visits to the region.

Approaches have been made to the Minister of the Economic
Development Agency of Canada for the Regions of Quebec. I have
consulted the website of the Economic Development Agency of
Canada for the Regions of Quebec, and there I found out about the
program they call Community Diversification. Do you know what
one of that program's objectives is? I quote: increase communities'
capability to attract tourists and skilled individuals. How can the
minister encourage communities to develop their tourism sector
while his government is knocking the feet out from under that very
same sector?

Is this government aware of the extent of the loss this represents in
terms of economic spinoffs if the Tremblant airport is forced to
close? Yes, the Mont Tremblant airport may have to contemplate
closing down if the Minister of Public Safety refuses to resolve the
problem of the Canada Border Service Agency custom charges.

The Mont Tremblant airport is an essential component of the
region's tourism-based economy. You only have to look at all the
revenues generated by visitors using the Mont-Tremblant airport, all
the related jobs, all the related income tax, all the sales tax collected
on tourism dollars, compared amount to what the Canada Border
Service Agency is demanding, to realize that the decision to make
the airport pay custom charges makes no sense. It is a bad decision,
and very close to being a ridiculous one.

The Mont Tremblant airport is developing in the same way the
Vail-Eagle airport in Colorado did. There are a number of parallels
between the two. Both service major ski destinations and so their
specialty is tourist travel. This type of development forges a
synergistic partnership between tourism companies. The partners in
developing the airport, the ones who created the program then
played the role of catalysts, attracting the attention of consultants,
churning up interest by hotels and seeking the support of
surrounding municipalities.

Traffic at the Vail Colorado airport increased rapidly, and the
figures for the first year of operations at Mont Tremblant are similar
to the ones for Vail in 1989-90. In 1989-90, Vail handled 5,956
passengers. In 1997-1998, this figure rose to 172,634, an amazing
jump. If Mont Tremblant airport progresses at the same rate, the
regional economy will be really healthy as a result.

Airport status is a complex thing, it must be understood, and has
not got any less complex under the Conservatives. Many people are
calling for a thorough review of airport policies, but the Mont
Tremblant airport cannot wait for its status to be reviewed.

Mont Tremblant International Airport has two separate contracts
with the agency, one for 15-passenger aircraft and the other for 50-
passenger aircraft. The proposal is to continue to pay customs
charges for small planes and to ask for a revision of its status for
large planes from recovery to non-recovery.

To clarify; they are seeking to have the customs charges dropped
for commercial aircraft only. Some other airports in Canada are
calling for changes to the number of hours allowed. This is not the
case for the Mont Tremblant airport.
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I was told that a change of status application had already been
submitted. That application is based on the fact that: first, the airport
has already accommodated over 100 flights with 50 passengers;
second, its infrastructure complies with the agency's requirements;
third, the return of American carrier Continental Airlines has been
confirmed, and two new carriers, namely American Airlines and
Mexicana, may also begin to provide service there; fourth, tax
revenues alone far exceed the costs generated by the agency, and;
fifth, Quebec is lagging far behind Ontario, in terms of the number of
airports that can accommodate aircraft with 50 passengers.

We are convinced that stakeholders involved in the Mont
Tremblant airport issue have made very significant progress, both
for the airport and the Upper Laurentians.

Not only is the decision to charge compensation fees at Mont
Tremblant airport bad, it is also unfair.

©(1055)

It is unfair to all stakeholders who got together to save their
region's economy. It is also unfair to employees of that airport and to
their families, because they are adversely affected by it.

The Mont Tremblant airport is experiencing a major boom. It
handled over 1,000 commercial flights over the past year. In fact, the
number of flights has doubled every year since 2004.

Since last winter, Continental Airlines has had a daily service
between Mont Tremblant and Newark, close to New York City. Let
us not forget that the contract with Continental Airlines was signed
before customs charges were imposed. While it is true that
stakeholders at the airport signed this agreement, it must be realized
that they did it with a loaded gun to their head. They had no choice.

This new requirement by border services is jeopardizing the
signing of other contracts with carriers from other countries. The
Conservatives threatened to seize the airport's bank accounts to pay
customs charges. They jeopardized the airport's survival. With the
unanimous support of the Quebec National Assembly, the Quebec
minister of economic development, innovation and export had to
plead with his federal counterparts to have Revenue Canada lift the
order for seizure. Is this the Conservative government's idea of
economic development?

The Standing Committee on Public Safety and National Security
has studied the issue and tabled its third report, which contains the
following recommendation:

That the Committee recommend that the Riviere Rouge Mont Tremblant

International Airport (YTM) be recognized as an airport of entry into Canada,

without customs charges being imposed for regular commercial flights, as is the case
with the airports in Montreal and Quebec City.

Elected representatives from the Laurentian region at all levels of
government strongly support the Mont Tremblant International
Airport in asking Ottawa to exempt this airport from paying customs
charges. My colleagues will agree with me that the site and facilities
at Mont Tremblant are exceptional. This destination attracts a
prestige clientele and has found its place again as a high profile
international tourism destination.

Recognizing Mont Tremblant as such an exceptional destination,
the Government of Quebec has announced that it would open a
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casino on the site. Is the federal government pulling the rug out from
under its provincial counterpart by maintaining its decision to have
the Mont Tremblant airport pay customs charges?

The Conservatives are showing once again that they have
abandoned the regions of Quebec. In a region affected by the
forestry crisis, the Mont Tremblant airport is an essential economic
driver, particularly for the tourism sector.

The economic survival of that region is based on international
tourism, and future infrastructures must meet the expectations of that
clientele. It all depends on the airport being able to survive. Without
the airport, there is no salvation.

Therefore, I am asking all my colleagues to support the third
report of the Standing Committee on Public Safety and National
Security. The decision to have the Mont Tremblant airport pay
customs charges is unfair and a serious threat to the economy of the
entire region. Good common sense must prevail. The Minister of
Public Safety must cancel the decision to impose customs charges to
the Mont Tremblant airport.

E
[English]

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE

Mr. Laurie Hawn (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
National Defence, CPC): Mr. Speaker, I rise on a point of order.
After consultation, I think if you seek it, you will find unanimous
consent for the following motion. I move:

That, notwithstanding any Standing Order or usual practice of the House, in relation
to Bill C-60, An Act to amend the National Defence Act (court martial) and to make
a consequential amendment to another Act, the bill may be called for debate today; a
Member from each recognized party and an independent member may speak for a
period not exceeding 10 minutes, after which time the Bill shall be deemed concurred
in at the report stage on division and deemed read a third time and passed on division.

® (1100)

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Andrew Scheer): Does the hon.
member have the unanimous consent of the House to move the
motion?

Some hon. members: Agreed.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Andrew Scheer): The House has
heard the terms of the motion. Is it the pleasure of the House to adopt
the motion?

Some hon. members: Agreed.

(Motion agreed to)

% % %
[Translation]

COMMITTEES OF THE HOUSE
PUBLIC SAFETY AND NATIONAL SECURITY

The House resumed consideration of the motion.

Ms. Louise Thibault (Rimouski-Neigette—Témiscouata—Les
Basques, Ind.): Mr. Speaker, I thank my colleague for his speech. I
will be brief, because I am certain that my colleague, the member for
the riding most specifically affected, will have questions.
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Our colleague has talked about common sense, and of course
economic development. We know that the tourist season in
Mont Tremblant is as busy in summer as it is in winter.

I would draw an analogy here. Does my colleague have the
impression that if the member responsible for the Banff and Lake
Louise region were having this problem, it would be solved very
quickly, or would have been solved a long time ago now?

Mr. Marcel Proulx (Hull—Aylmer, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I would
like to thank my colleague for her question, which is entirely on
point. I am persuaded that if we had this kind of situation in Lake
Louise or Banff or Jasper, the decisions would have been made very
quickly. However, the situation in those regions is very different,
since the distances between major centres where there are
international airports are much shorter than between the international
airports, such as Pierre Elliott Trudeau International Airport in
Montreal, and Mont Tremblant International Airport.

My colleague is perfectly correct: tourism in the Upper
Laurentians is not simply a matter of skiers who go to
Mont Tremblant during the winter. It is much more than that. A
lot of tourists travel there in other seasons. I am referring to two
other possibilities: fishing season, fishing being hugely popular in
this region of Quebec, and also hunting season, hunting being also
very popular. As well, the Americans are great fans of those sports,
as you know. There is therefore a need for rapid, economical and
easy transportation to get to the region. Getting there from
Mont Tremblant International Airport is very easy and simple. The
distances are short for getting to the mountain, to ski, or the lakes, to
fish, or the woods, to hunt.

I also referred in my speech to the fact that it is impossible at
present to compare the number of airports in Ontario where
commercial flights with around 50 passengers can land and the
number of such airports in Quebec. In fact, in Ontario, the number of
airports is very high as compared to Quebec. In Quebec, at present
there are only two places where it can be done, with the support of
border services: Montreal and Quebec City. In Ontario, there are
many more places.

In reply to my colleague’s question, I would say I am convinced
that if the situation existed in Alberta or elsewhere the response
would have been a lot faster.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Andrew Scheer): Questions and
comments. [ will now recognize the hon. member for Laurentides—
Labelle. I hope she realizes that, when the Speaker rises, she has to
sit down.

Ms. Johanne Deschamps (Laurentides—Labelle, BQ): I
apologize, Mr. Speaker. It goes to show just how passionate I am
about this. Please understand also that I am putting all my heart into
it because the future of my region is at stake.

I would like to comment on what the member for Hull—Aylmer
has drawn attention to. He referred to regional economic
diversification programs on Transport Canada's Internet site.

Mr. Marecel Proulx: Canada Economic Development actually.

Ms. Johanne Deschamps: Thank you. I find it passing strange
that the government would publicize such programs through the
Internet or what not.

In a telephone conference with people at the office of the Minister
of Public Safety, a staff member interjected vigorously, telling me
that they were not there to look after economic development. The
attitude and mindset of the Conservative government running our
country are pretty clear. It makes me wonder if there is anyone able
to take charge in that government, if anyone has enough leadership
to ever decide to take action. No need for a three or four year long in-
depth study.

We are talking about a specific case or situation requiring that we
take the time to look for solutions. We have been hearing the same
old tune for over two years, while the government stubbornly refuses
to understand what the problem is regarding the airport and that the
economy of our region is in jeopardy. I think that would be enough
to spur into action any government with any real desire to see its
wonderful country work and prosper.

®(1105)

Mr. Marcel Proulx: Mr. Speaker, I thank my colleague, the
member for Laurentides—Labelle, who I am sure is very familiar
with this issue since she is from that region.

She is completely right. I mentioned two things in my speech that
had to do with Canada Economic Development for Quebec Regions.
First, in the past, the airport has received financial support from
Economic Development Canada to structure itself. Second, as I said,
the website for Canada Economic Development for Quebec Regions
talks about community diversification and increasing communities'
ability to attract tourists and skilled individuals.

However, we should note that Canada Economic Development for
Quebec Regions has its own minister, while the department
responsible for customs, the Department of Public Safety, has a
different minister. I get the impression that these two ministers do not
talk, meet or discuss things very often. Otherwise, it would make
sense for the Minister of the Economic Development Agency of
Canada for the Regions of Quebec to ask his colleague to bail him
out and help save one of the most beautiful regions in Quebec. I
would not say it is the most beautiful, because that title surely
belongs to the area around my riding of Hull—Aylmer.

Jokes aside, the region of the Laurentians and Upper Laurentians
is known around the world. People go there to ski, fish and hunt. It is
an extraordinary region. Because the Conservative government
refuses to act—which I assume is related to its duplicity—the region
could end up paying a deadly economic price.

I implore the Conservative government with all my heart to take a
close look at this issue. I assume that our colleague from Economic
Development Canada could point out the Upper Laurentians to the
Minister of Public Safety on a map, using Google or whatever else it
takes, and show him where he could find the Mont Tremblant ski
resort and the Mont Tremblant airport, so that the Minister of Public
Safety can incorporate these words into his everyday vocabulary.
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Mr. Thomas Mulcair (Outremont, NDP): Mr. Speaker, | am
pleased to address this important motion on the third report of the
Standing Committee on Public Safety and National Security, which
reads as follows:

Pursuant to Standing Order 108(2), your Committee has considered a motion in
the name of the member for Marc-Auréle-Fortin and has agreed to report the
following:

That the Committee recommend that the Riviére Rouge Mont Tremblant
International Airport (YTM) be recognized as an airport of entry into Canada,
without customs charges being imposed for regular commercial flights, as is the case
with the airports in Montreal and Quebec City.

A number of things that just took place in this debate deserve an
immediate comment.

It is clear that the Conservative government asks members to talk
about a bill without being at all prepared to do so, without checking
the facts. That is amazing. The very wording of the report explains
what the issue is all about. Regular commercial flights are being
targeted. The government's spokesperson—the Conservatives have
such contempt that they do not even send a minister—claims that
this is not the case. It is incredible to be here and to see that, despite
all the resources at its disposal, the government would delegate
someone to utter such nonsense, to make such foolish remarks in this
House.

The issue before us today is simply a matter of regional economic
development. However, it is as if the very notion of regional
economic development, particularly in Quebec, is anathema to the
Conservative government. One just has to look at the contemptuous
attitude displayed by the minister, who is showing off and travelling
in Quebec, just like Maurice Duplessis, as a Quebec minister
recently pointed out, to distribute his little envelopes of taxpayers'
money for projects that he, alone, decides to support.

Shortly after the holidays, I was in Rimouski and I revisited a
centre that I had had the pleasure of visiting before, when I was
Quebec's minister of sustainable development, environment and
parks. I am referring to Rimouski's marine biotechnology research
centre. That centre is truly one of those regional economic
development gems that Quebec seems to have a knack for creating.
And it is because it is so successful that the Conservatives want to
destroy it.

It is a little as though Mont Tremblant were starting to get a bit
embarrassing. It is too successful, so the government is going to start
putting obstacles in its way. That is what is happening here today.
There is no real reason for this sort of discrimination against Mont
Tremblant airport, aside from the fact that the government gives
preference to other airports in Canada, where such rules do not
apply. That is how the Conservatives discriminate against Quebec,
and I for one have had just about enough of it.

With their questions and comments, the Conservatives are trying
once again to tell us that their problems are the Liberals' fault, but
enough is enough. They have been in power for two and a half years,
even though they have a minority government. It is about time they
stepped up to the plate for the good of everyone.

Routine Proceedings

Under our Constitution, aeronautics and customs are federal
responsibilities. When it comes to customs, the government should
at least apply the same rules everywhere.

The motion is very clear. The Riviére Rouge international airport
should be treated like other international airports, meaning as an
airport of entry, with no customs charges on regular commercial
flights. What is the problem? This is how all other airports are
treated. The Bloc member responsible for this issue made that point.
The member who represents the riding could not have been clearer.

This is not an answer. It is ridiculous for the Conservatives to keep
rising and blaming the Liberals. Certainly, the Liberals are
incompetent. That is why they are no longer in government. But
the Conservatives have to start shouldering their responsibilities
when it comes to this international airport.

When I talk with Americans, to give them an idea of the size of
Quebec, I like to remind them that Quebec is two and a half times the
size of Texas. It is an image they can grasp quite quickly. When I talk
with Europeans, I like to tell them that Quebec is three times the size
of France, which has the largest area of any European country. It is a
striking image that also reminds us, given our population, that
Quebec is a huge land mass that we need to develop in, of course, a
sustainable and viable way.

o (1115)

Tourism is the one thing we have to bring people to a region. We
are doing all we can to have protected areas, national parks and so
on. We have wonderful resorts and people come here from all over
the world.

Let us not forget that tourism is the number one industry in
Quebec. Over the years, as my colleagues explained, we have
succeeded in investing considerable amounts of money in this airport
to ensure that any regional economic development initiative takes
into account not only the environment but also various socio-
economic aspects, and it pays off. Jobs have been created; it works.
Governments at all levels have been involved in this file for years
and it is now producing results and generating spinoffs in
neighbouring regions.

So why such a relentless attitude on the part of the Conservatives?
They are always there to throw obstacles in the way of any initiative
that has to do with regional economic development in Quebec. We
have to wonder.

Since we are on the subject of air transportation and small airports,
it is important to remind members of what is happening at the
Mascouche airport. This issue will soon be coming back to the
House since the federal government's commitment to that airport will
end in 2011. In fact, it even seems that if the city of Mascouche is
able to repay its debt to the federal government, that airport could
disappear even sooner. However, the threat that is already hanging
over the second largest uncontrolled airport in Canada, after
Buttonville, in Ontario, is a hindrance to development.



7038

COMMONS DEBATES

June 17, 2008

Routine Proceedings

In Mascouche, five flying schools generate 75 permanent jobs.
But there is more: in terms of regional economic activity for tourism
in the greater Montreal area, that airport is crucial. Recently, legal
proceedings between the city and the Government of Quebec have
been initiated to determine who has a right of release. It is a
complicated matter and I will not get into the details of what is
before the courts.

Nonetheless, this proves the extent to which the government must
assume its responsibility to ensure that this part of our infrastructure
is maintained and preserved. The federal government must intervene
to ensure the survival of the Mascouche airport and ensure that the
Riviére Rouge international airport in the Upper Laurentians is
treated the same as other Canadian airports. The current situation
makes no sense.

I will read an excerpt from a letter from Gilles Lapierre, president
of Aviateurs et pilotes de brousse du Québec:

The Mascouche airport is the largest uncontrolled airport in Quebec and the
second largest in Canada. It accommodates 15 aviation related businesses, including
5 flight schools, and employs 75 people. Its geographic location makes it a leading
private and commercial aviation training centre and it is recognized as the place
where pilots from the metropolitan area cut their teeth. It is also a strategic centre for
volunteer search and rescue operators and for transporting the sick, the injured and
organs to local health institutions, including the Lachenaie hospital centre currently
being built [the construction is now completed] and it is used as an alternate airport
for Dorval and Mirabel...

This is another airport matter that will soon be studied in this
House. Nonetheless, if the government keeps on serving up people
who do not have even have ministerial responsibility to replace
ministers in matters such as this, we will end up with the same result
and will have to find a solution here in this House. We will be forced
to stand up and ask questions to figure out what is at stake. Is there
anyone on board who knows how to fly a plane?

I want to make it clear that although this is a minority government,
it still has responsibilities. We have a Minister of Transport. He is the
tiberminister for everything that moves in Quebec. I am anxious to
see what the Minister of Transport, Infrastructure and Communities
will do to save the Mascouche airport. It is not the municipality's
fault. I am not criticizing Mayor Marcotte, whom I have had the
pleasure of knowing over the years. He does his job as mayor and
has his own strictly local concerns, and that is normal. He tries to do
his best with his own priorities.

Nonetheless, the federal government must have a broader vision
and look from a higher vantage point at regional economic
development and infrastructure such as airports, like the Riviere
Rouge airport at issue today, or the one I just mentioned, closer to
Montreal in the Mascouche area.
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We are very disappointed in the federal government's attitude
towards this infrastructure and towards economic development in
Quebec in general. What we are discussing today is only the tip of
the iceberg.

I had the chance to play a part in the development of this airport
when I sat in the Quebec cabinet. I know the Laurentians well—my
family hails from that region—and I appreciate the area, which has
always struck me as important given geopolitics and economic
development in Quebec.

It is sad that no one in this government's cabinet, which boasts
about supporting the recognition of the Quebec nation, can make
their colleagues understand occasionally that they will be severely
criticized the next day in the House of Commons because they were
asleep at the switch again. They should be wondering if there is
anything they can do to help the airport.

Previous federal governments, the Quebec government and
municipalities went to great effort to build an airport at Mont-
Tremblant, this important site for developing tourism and therefore
regional economy in the Upper Laurentians, and that effort is
beginning to pay off.

Could the government do something intelligent? Apparently not.
They send in someone who is not even the minister responsible for
this file with explanations obviously prepared by junior employees,
who did not even have the intelligence or common sense to study the
file and learn what it is about.

The answer I heard earlier was shocking. It was absolutely
shocking to hear a Conservative representative say earlier that we are
not talking about regularly scheduled flights. The Bloc members
were quick to correct him. Let him rest his mind for a moment. I will
read the recommendation to him once again so that he will
understand:

[English]
That the Committee recommend that the Riviére Rouge Mont Tremblant

International Airport (YTM) be recognized as an airport of entry into Canada,
without customs charges being imposed for regular commercial flights—

[Translation]

Did the member understand that?
[English]

“for regular commercial flights”.

[Translation]

That is what we want. Our colleague should not start talking
about something else. He should not just repeat what he has in his
papers prepared by department officials. He should take three
seconds to read the official document from the committee that he has
right in front of him and try to understand what we are saying.
Maybe then he will see how shocking it is for us, who have been
trying for years to prioritize regional development all across Quebec
and in the rest of Canada too, to hear someone in the House simply
ignore the clear wording of the resolution before us, talk about
something completely different, and blame the Liberals and the
previous government. He should stand up and start assuming his
responsibilities.

While on the subject of assuming responsibilities, I want to extent
an invitation to the Liberals. I just listened to my colleague from a
riding in the Outaouais region imploring the government from the
very bottom of his heart. For 20 minutes he bent our ears about the
“aréoport”. The document I have in front of me, though, is about an
“aéroport”. Maybe he was talking about something else, but in my
document the é comes before the ». He went on for 20 minutes about
the “aréoport” but should just learn instead to stop begging the
Conservatives. He should just stand up and vote with us to defeat
this Conservative government.
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As usual, his are empty words. The Liberals are incapable of
standing up straight. They do not actually believe in anything. They
rise here in the House, they make fine speeches in favour of regional
economic development, and they ask questions about the cuts
currently being made to institutes like the Marine Biotechnology
Research Centre in Rimouski. But the only concrete thing they are
capable of doing is cutting back and imposing rules and restrictions
on facilities and infrastructure in Quebec that do not exist in the rest
of Canada.

That is really what we are talking about today. When it comes to
Quebec, the Conservatives impose restrictions and additional costs
that do not apply in the rest of Canada for similar things under
similar circumstances.

Instead of reading us papers prepared by his staff, instead of
pretending the Bloc members are wrong to say these are regular
flights, can the hon. member just take two minutes to read the
resolution before us? The report could hardly be clearer. All people
want is equal treatment for the Riviére-Rouge airport in comparison
with what is done in other jurisdictions in Canada. The wording
could hardly be any clearer in this regard.

Although the Conservative government still tries to make us
believe it is interested in Quebec and the development of Quebec,
everything it does proves just the opposite. People often say in
English:

[English]
“You can talk the talk but can you walk the walk”.

[Translation]

The Quebec version of this is even more colourful and much
better: “Il faut que les bottines suivent les babines”. The
Conservatives need to start not just talking the talk but walking
the walk when it comes to regional economic development.
® (1125)

[English]

Mr. Dave MacKenzie (Parliamentary Secretary to the
Minister of Public Safety, CPC): Mr. Speaker, I know the new
member for Outremont was a wonderful member in Quebec and
accomplished all kinds of great things but, unfortunately, he is with
the NDP and will only have the opportunity to run off, as he has
done this morning.

The member suggests that we have ignored Quebec. I am
wondering if the new member is fully aware of the $43.5 million we
put into infrastructure in Mont Tremblant and whether he is as fully
aware, as he thinks he is, of the other 14 airports in Canada that are
paying the same types of fees as are being paid at Mont Tremblant.

[Translation]

Mr. Thomas Mulcair: Mr. Speaker, it would probably be best for
me to answer my knowledgeable colleague in English.

[English]

What the member has just said is completely false. It is not borne
out by the facts.

First, as has been amply demonstrated by the Bloc and the NDP
who have moved this motion, Mont Tremblant is the only airport in
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Canada to have such fees imposed on regular commercial flights, full
stop.

Second, I know it is difficult and maybe the member has trouble
so I will read the motion for him again. It states:
That the Committee recommend that the Riviere Rouge Mont Tremblant

International Airport...be recognized as an airport of entry into Canada, without
customs charges being imposed for regular commercial flights....

That is the condition in the text, nothing else. Therefore, would he
please stop embroidering and inventing and read the text and then
come to a decision. The rest of it is of no interest to us or anyone else
in the region.

[Translation]

Ms. Johanne Deschamps (Laurentides—Labelle, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, I would like to thank the member for Outremont for arguing
on behalf of my region. After calling a number of things into
question in his speech, he mentioned the Minister of Transport,
Infrastructure and Communities, the Quebec lieutenant, whose
riding, it just so happens, abuts mine. His riding surely benefits
from the economic spinoff of tourists coming to the region.

The member was wondering what the minister planned to do.
Here is a hint. As I pointed out twice in my speech, we asked for a
meeting with the minister, the Quebec lieutenant, to come up with
solutions and ask him to put pressure on the Conservative
government. Twice, we were told that his agenda was full and that
he did not have time to meet with us. That happened with other
ministers from other departments that are involved too. We
repeatedly asked them for meetings with elected officials from my
region. We were not asking for a social gathering. People needed a
meeting about this issue as quickly as possible.

It is clear that the Conservative government does not really know
how to govern. It understands neither good governance nor ethics.
How can the government turn down requests to meet with its
citizens?

Several of the people who are now members of the House of
Commons have been active at other levels of government, such as at
the National Assembly of Quebec. I myself worked for a Quebec
member. When a group asks for a meeting to discuss an important
issue or file, it is the minister's duty to meet with that group. That is
what being polite and ethical means. Those of us who get elected,
who represent our country, who represent the people of our riding
and who have a seat in a legislative body have an obligation to
respond to the people. This government has an obligation to deal
with the people. Their position on this is absurd.

I do not know what the member for Outremont thinks of this. He
was once a member of the National Assembly, so can he comment
on this?

® (1130)

Mr. Thomas Mulcair: Mr. Speaker, I thank my colleague who
just asked this question.

Sometimes, I receive many requests for meetings. The only time a
member of Parliament or minister, whatever his or her responsi-
bilities are, will bluntly refuse such meetings is when the matter is
already settled and it is not of any interest any more.
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This is the clear message being sent by our iiberminister, our great
Conservative potentate for Quebec. He is telling us very clearly that
he is not interested at all in what happens with the Riviére Rouge
airport. It is a shame.

I took great care to mention the Mascouche airport, thinking that
it must be on his radar screen, but I am not even sure it is. Once
again, this is on the northern fringe. We are talking about the only
airport between Mascouche and Riviere Rouge, with the exception
of Mirabel, with all the turmoil it has experienced, and a very small
airport for parachutists near Saint-Jérome. It is really the only
infrastructure of any importance. Others have been lost over the
years in the greater Montreal area, and the loss of this airport will be
a real problem. The Les Ceédres airport, on the other side, much
further away to the west, would be of no interest whatsoever.

People are not sure they want to invest because of this uncertainty
in economic development issues. A lot of things depend on the
available systems and infrastructure. If they are nonexistent or if
there is too much uncertainty, investments are not made and jobs are
not created. This shows the silliness of the Conservatives in an issue
such as this one. It is really distressing, because in this motion, we
are only asking for fair treatment, the same treatment other, similar
airports get elsewhere in Canada.

Mr. Thierry St-Cyr (Jeanne-Le Ber, BQ): Mr. Speaker, I really
liked the remarks of our NDP colleague. We appreciate his party’s
support. The hon. member drew a parallel with the recognition of the
Quebec nation, and I am pleased with that, because a nation also
needs economic development.

The Bloc has introduced a number of bills concerning the Quebec
nation, and the NDP supported the last one, which provides that the
French language charter should apply to jobs under federal
jurisdiction in Quebec. We appreciate this support.

We also have another bill to exempt Quebec from Canadian
multiculturalism. I presume the NDP will support us once more. I
would like to highlight the fact that Mr. Julius Gray gave us his
support today for this piece of legislation. I hope the NDP will be on
board.

I have a question about commercial flights. Are these flights
commercial or are they not? A little earlier, I asked the parliamentary
secretary whether this was the basis of his position or whether he
thought these are not really regular commercial flights. The motion
has been read several times by the member for Outremont, and it
appears to me that it emphasizes clearly that it deals only with
regular commercial flights.

Does the hon. member think that, if the Conservative position
were right—and we do not agree that it is—the Conservatives could
very well support the motion, thinking that it does not commit them
to anything, since it is not true? Does he agree with this
interpretation?

® (1135)

Mr. Thomas Mulcair: Mr. Speaker, the hon. member for Jeanne-
Le Ber is quite right. That is exactly it.

I would remind the House that the third report states:

Pursuant to Standing Order 108(2), your committee has considered a motion in
the name of the member for Marc-Aur¢le-Fortin...and has agreed to report the
following:

That the committee recommend that the Riviere Rouge Mont Tremblant
International Airport (YTM) be recognized as an airport of entry into Canada,
without customs charges being imposed for regular commercial flights...

If it is not a matter of regular commercial flights, there is no
problem; it does not cost the government a single cent. However, if
regular commercial flights are involved, we are merely seeking the
same treatment as everywhere else in Canada. Is that clear enough?

It is now up to the Conservatives to explain to us why, from their
perspective, this airport should be treated differently from every
other airport in Canada in similar situations and circumstances. That
is the question.

Mr. Thierry St-Cyr (Jeanne-Le Ber, BQ): Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to rise to speak to the motion before us today. I would like to
begin by emphasizing how beautiful the region served by the Mont
Tremblant International Airport is. I am very familiar with the area. I
am not from that region exactly, but I spent some time in my youth in
Saint-Donat, which is nearby. Furthermore, a new road was built a
few years ago to link the towns of Saint-Donat, Lac-Supérieur,
Mont-Tremblant and others. Thus, we feel a little closer to the people
of the Mont Tremblant area, not geographically, but at least in our
hearts and in our minds. People from around the world are investing
in Mont Tremblant, but more than anything, many people come to
relax, to have fun, and to enjoy the magnificent scenery and fantastic
tourist attractions.

This corner of our country, of Quebec and even of Canada we
could say, has been popular for quite some time. For many years,
people mostly from Quebec and the surrounding area have been
skiing at Mont Tremblant, enjoying activities in the Mont Tremblant
national park and visiting the village's fantastic restaurants. The
area's reputation is growing. Residents of the Laurentians and the
Lanaudiére area have been going there for decades. Then it was
discovered by Montrealers, followed by people from Quebec City
and many other parts of Quebec. People are travelling from further
afield: from the United States, the east coast and even the west coast.
How do we get all these people to this fantastic and magnificent
region? It takes an air link, that much is rather obvious.

The issue came to the forefront very quickly and led to several
developments. People in this community took charge and developed
a quality international airport providing regular commercial flights
which, interestingly enough, make it possible for travellers from
anywhere in the United States, via certain cities, to fly directly to
Mont Tremblant. They do not have to land in Montreal and then
travel 1.5 hours by land, if there is little traffic which, unfortunately,
is not very often the case in Montreal. The situation could deteriorate
in the next few years with the repairs, construction and increased
road traffic in future.
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This international airport, which allows American tourists to fly
directly to Mont Tremblant without going through Montreal, is a
necessity. The number of passengers, the fact that we can establish
regular commercial flights and the economics of this relationship
prove that there is a demand and that we have to provide this service.
I would like to point out how vital this airport is to the economic
development of the region. If the airport were to close, or if unfair or
disproportionate conditions were imposed that crippled its opera-
tions, the entire region would be affected.

My colleague from Abitibi—Témiscamingue will certainly agree
since this airport also serves more remote regions like Abitibi. [
know that because I have talked to people who use it frequently.
When leaving the Abitibi region and having to drive through the
Laurentian national park, one has already been on the road long
enough without having to go all the way to Montreal, especially with
all the traffic.

® (1140)

It is an essential economic development tool for a region that has
been severely affected by the forestry crisis. Again, it must be said
that, in both cases, it is largely due to the incompetence or even the
powerlessness of this government. I do not like to use the word
“powerlessness” because the government has the ability to do things.
If the government really were powerless and could not take action,
we could say that it is not its fault since there is nothing it could do.
But that is not so. The reality is that it has decided not to take action
for reasons that are purely ideological. This is true for both the
forestry crisis and the Mont Tremblant airport.

During the forestry crisis, the Bloc Quebecois called for a series of
measures to help this industry, be it through refundable tax credits
for research or through forward averaging. Concrete measures
needed to be taken to help these people get through these difficult
times and this government did not answer the call.

Long before that, there was the softwood lumber agreement,
which was greatly unfavourable to Quebec and the forestry sector.
The agreement was signed and supported by the Bloc Québécois,
because our forestry companies were in such a tight spot that there
was no other solution but to sign this agreement. Need we be
reminded that this agreement was not satisfactory to Quebec and that
we could have got much more if we had stood up for ourselves. If
the Conservative government—and even the Liberal government
before it—had agreed to offer loan guarantees to the companies in
question so as to ensure them the liquidity they required to meet their
needs, we would not have ended up in this situation. The forestry
companies would have been in much better shape financially and we
could have continued the legal battle with the United States much
longer. We could have won that battle. We would have been in a
position of power to negotiate a better agreement. The Conserva-
tives, just like the Liberals before them, did not do it. So we ended
up with an agreement that we had to accept reluctantly and that
weakened our forestry industry.

What we can see is that there was a series of actions, by both the
Liberals in their day and the Conservatives of today, that weakened
the forestry industry and that by extension weakened the people of
the Mont Tremblant region and the Laurentians in general.
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What does that lead us to conclude? First of all, these people
pulled themselves together to develop and maintain their forest
industry. They did not give up. They are very combative and
vigorous people. They also realized that they had to diversify their
economy and compensate with other sources of economic activity.
Tourism, thanks to the amazing natural setting of this region, the
proverbial and legendary hospitality and the welcome extended by
these communities, turns out to be a golden economic opportunity to
try to make up for the effects of the forestry crisis caused by the
negligence of the current government and the previous one.

What is happening? There was plenty of talk about it this
morning. We have an airport, which is an economic development
driver that attracts tourists—as I said a little earlier in my speech—
from Quebec and the United States. People only have to connect to
one airport in the United States for access to the rest of that country,
and from there they can fly directly to Mont Tremblant.

This is a tool that works well, but there is a problem because the
government is imposing unfair and inequitable treatment on it by
requiring fees to cover customs services at this airport when it
receives regular commercial flights.

® (1145)

It is the only airport in Canada that finds itself in that situation. It
is surprising that, when the hon. member for Outremont, or some
Bloc Québécois members pointed this out, namely that it is the only
airport in Canada in that situation, some Conservative members said
that it is not true, that it is not the reality, that it is not the case. We
even heard the parliamentary secretary treat a colleague in such a
way that I cannot provide details. But the fact is that we heard the
parliamentary secretary strongly dispute that statement.

Yet, these Conservative members cannot even name one other
airport that is in the same situation. They say it is not true, that there
are other ones, but they are not telling us which ones. Is it a state
secret? If the information is public in the case of the La Macaza
airport, why would it not also be public in the case of other airports?
Come on. This is ridiculous.

If the Conservatives know about another Canadian airport that
must pay custom charges for regular commercial flights during
normal business hours, then let them tell us. Otherwise, as the old
saying goes, they should forever hold their peace and stop bothering
us and denying the obvious, namely that the Mont Tremblant airport
is the only one in that situation.

This is so true that the only time a Conservative member rose in
this House to name another airport, he mentioned the Rigaud airport.
Of course, this is a bit ridiculous, because there are no international
flights landing in Rigaud. In fact, there is not even an airport in
Rigaud. This shows the amateurism displayed by the government
regarding this issue. It shows how unimportant this issue is to the
government. In fact, no one is able to answer questions on this issue.
No one in the government felt that it might be a good thing to have
something intelligent to say about this issue.
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This morning, we were told that our motion would not be
supported, because there are no regular commercial flights at
La Macaza, at Mont Tremblant. However, I remind hon. members
that the motion refers specifically to regular flights. Perhaps, if we
repeat it, the government will understand that we must vote on the
wording of the motion before us:

That the Committee recommend that the Riviére Rouge Mont Tremblant
International Airport (YTM) be recognized as an airport of entry into Canada,

without customs charges being imposed for regular commercial flights, as is the case
with the airports in Montreal and Quebec City.

This morning, when we received the committee’s motion and my
colleague tabled it in this House for adoption, no one on the
government side realized that it involved regular commercial flights.
They said that there are no regular flights to Mont Tremblant.
Consequently, the government could very well implement this
recommendation, since it would not have any impact. Why is it
refusing to support this motion, which applies only to regular
commercial flights? The reason is that it knows we are right. It
knows that there in fact regular commercial flights and that Mont
Tremblant is the only airport in Canada that is in this situation.

We want a clear statement from the government that this is not an
issue; that it is not going to put money into that airport; that the
problems are ours to deal with; that all we have to do is pay, and that
is the end of it.

We have reason to wonder about the way the government is
handling this issue. Municipal councillors, elected representatives at
all levels of government and all economic players are being ignored.
The government does not even bother to acknowledge their
inquiries, answer their questions or meet with them.

® (1150)

The airport was literally forced to sign a contract to pay these
customs charges a few days before its first international flights
landed. They came into the office like some sort of bullies and
demanded that airport officials sign; if they did not, they would no
longer be allowed to land planes on their runways. That amounts to
extortion and is not a normal way of doing business. They seize bank
accounts and operate as if the people at the Mont Tremblant airport
were common criminals they are afraid will skip out on them.

I would like to reassure the government that it has nothing to
worry about: they are not about to pack up the airport during the
night and move it to Barbados. They are not going anywhere; they
are staying where they are. If there are problems, it is pretty easy to
find the people who run the airport. There is no need to treat them
like criminals or take such radical action.

The reality is that the Conservatives are not all sensitive to the
concerns of Quebeckers and the situation in Quebec, despite the fact
that there are MPs from Quebec in the Conservative caucus. Those
people are never there. They did not speak up in this House today
and they will probably not speak up. If they do, it will obviously not
be in defence of Quebec, but in defence of the government.

I often say that the main difference between a Bloc Québécois
MP and a Conservative MP from Quebec is that the Bloc MP is there
to defend Quebeckers to the government while the Conservative MP
is there to defend the government to Quebeckers. The role of a
Conservative MP from Quebec is to say how kind the federal

government is and that it does wonderful things and hands out
goodies. Conservative MPs from Quebec neglect to say that when
the time comes to take real action that will help us develop and grow
as a nation, the Conservative government is nowhere to be seen. We
saw evidence of this recently in the case of economic development
funding for not-for-profit organizations.

There is a model that everyone across the board supports in
Quebec. From labour to management to every member of every
party at the National Assembly and municipal officials, everyone
supports it. There are only ten Quebeckers who disagree, namely the
Minister of Labour and his nine Conservative colleagues from
Quebec. These ten individuals are the only Quebeckers holding that
view. There is ten of them and seven million of us, and they are
interfering with how we want to do things. They claim that they can
do what they want because it is their money. If they are going to do
harm, they should give the money to the Quebec government, which
will make proper use of it. It is not because we have the power to do
something stupid that we should do it or that it is the intelligent thing
to do.

This gives an idea of how insensitive this government is to
Quebec's demands. In the medium and short term, as Quebeckers,
we have to ask ourselves how come, under whatever government, be
it Conservative or Liberal, Quebeckers are never able to fully
implement their development model or make any of the choices they
would like to make. They always have to beg permission from
Ottawa, whose priorities are different from ours and which often acts
in a totally paternalistic way, as we have seen on the part of the
Minister of Labour.

The reason for this is that we are part of a country in which we are
a minority. Obviously, the only efficient and durable solution for
Quebeckers is to achieve sovereignty and become an independent
country. All these futile discussions and epic battles against the
federal government are nothing but a waste of energy that
Quebeckers could be using instead to build a stronger society. As
a sovereign nation with full control over our taxes and the ability to
pass all our own legislation and speak for ourselves on the
international scene, we would not have to constantly beg Ottawa
for these services...

® (1155)

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Royal Galipeau): It is with regret that
I must interrupt the hon. member.

The hon. member for Laurentides—Labelle has the floor.

Ms. Johanne Deschamps (Laurentides—Labelle, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, I would like to thank my colleague for Jeanne-Le Ber for
his wonderful presentation, which, among other things, was about
my region and the problems faced by my airport, the Mont
Tremblant airport. I would also like him to comment on the
statement made previously by the Parliamentary Secretary to the
invisible Minister of Public Safety. Earlier, he was full of praise for
the thousands of dollars that the government invested in the
infrastructure of Tremblant's international airport.



June 17, 2008

COMMONS DEBATES

7043

Was that a favour? A gift? Was the Tremblant airport the one and
only airport to receive funding? Did it receive this money in the form
of subsidies? I think it did. I do not think that they did the Mont
Tremblant airport a special favour. Logic tells me that after having
invested so much money, as the parliamentary secretary pointed out,
it would be smart to keep supporting this airport. Will we face yet
another scandal?

We invested in a Montreal airport, and one day they simply
decided to shut it down, even though the money belonged to
taxpayers. If the government is really serious and has been boasting
about providing the airport with funding for infrastructure, in my
opinion, they should be consistent.

Mr. Thierry St-Cyr: Mr. Speaker, in fact there is something
utterly inconsistent in this government policy. Let us say on the one
hand that it is obviously not a gift. The Conservatives often portray
the spending of our tax dollars as a gift. We often hear the Minister
of Labour say that he has allocated and handed over x amount of
money to such and such an organization and so forth.

The Minister of Labour needs to understand that it is not his
money. I doubt he is earning enough as a minister to go around
distributing millions of dollars out of his own pocket. The money
obviously comes from Quebec taxpayers. The least the federal
government could do is invest in Quebec infrastructures.

When the time comes to invest in structural initiatives, Quebec
never gets its fair share of federal spending. Research centres are one
example that springs to mind. If we look at the National Capital
Region alone, there are dozens of centres—I cannot recall the exact
number—but for purposes of comparison, the number is irrelevant.
There are dozens of research centres on the Ottawa side, the Ontario
side, but none on the Quebec side, not one research centre.

If we look at investment in different fields of research, fields that
have productive benefits, Quebec is severely under-represented
relative to its population and the taxes it sends to Ottawa.

In Mont Tremblant, there is investment in infrastructure. Great.
That is a good thing, and there is nothing to criticize on that front.
But the government must be consistent. If it believes in that airport,
it cannot penalize it by treating it unfairly, by treating it in a way that
is special but negative, extremely negative. The government should
not freeze bank accounts or threaten to close such an important
airport.

My colleague drew a very interesting parallel with Mirabel
Airport, because Mirabel Airport was also something of a
questionable political decision in its day. The subsequent decisions
were equally questionable, that is, transferring everything to Dorval,
which will soon reach its saturation point.

Our impression is that the federal government, Liberal or
Conservative, favours Toronto as the hub of Canada’s airport system,
to the exclusion of everyone else. In terms of airport policy, this
government’s only thought is to support Toronto.

As for the rest, in Quebec, the decisions on Dorval and Mirabel
were a fiasco across the board. We see it now, too, in the case of the
Mont Tremblant airport. It is yet another discriminatory decision that
is not in Quebec’s interest.
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I hope that during the question and comments period the
Conservatives will be able to tell me the name of this famous other
airport that is being treated the same way, that is, getting regular
commercial flights and having to pay charges.

® (1200)

Mr. Massimo Pacetti (Saint-Léonard—Saint-Michel, Lib.):
Mr. Speaker, my question is for the member for Jeanne-Le Ber, and it
has two parts.

At the end of his speech, he talked about how Quebec should
separate and exercise its own powers. The results of a study have just
been released showing that Quebeckers are already paying $300
million for a revenue department, when there already is one in the
Canadian government.

That means that $300 million is already being wasted in Quebec
because of duplication by a provincial revenue department, and there
is already a department called Transport Canada that is responsible
for airports. Does my colleague think that in this particular case
Quebec should be responsible for its airports? What additional costs
would that mean for the citizens of Quebec? What would all the
people at Transport Canada who are currently working in Quebec
do? While we are on the subject, is Mont Tremblant under Quebec’s
jurisdiction or Canada’s?

Mr. Thierry St-Cyr: Mr. Speaker, I am pleased because I will
probably have some good quotations next time I want to promote
sovereignty. My colleague has shown very clearly that in fact, in
terms of duplication, money is being wasted in Quebec and Canada
because two governments are providing the same services or
carrying out the same activities. There has been a lot of talk about
income tax, which accounts for $300 million, but there is much more
than that.

At the time of the Bélanger-Campeau Commission, the figure $3
billion was talked about, if memory serves. But let us assume that the
figure is only $1 billion. If we consider the fact that since then, the
federal government has interfered even more in matters under
Quebec’s jurisdiction and so has expanded the number of
duplications, we might think that the money to be saved by a
sovereign Quebec would be quite substantial. That money could be
used to really offer services to the public, rather than duplicating
some of the work. I agree, filing two income tax returns is a little
ridiculous.

In fact, this House is probably going to be asked to create a single
tax return for Quebec. If [ understand what my Liberal colleague was
saying correctly, we might have the Liberal Party’s support to have a
single tax return used in Quebec. Obviously, Quebeckers will not
give up the few powers remaining to them and the little control they
have over tax policy, to turn it over to the federal government
without being able to control it. In fact, our proposal would be to
have a single tax return in Quebec, and I hope the Liberals are going
to support us. The Quebec revenue department already collects the
GST within Quebec for the federal government, and so it would be
very simple to have a single income tax return in Quebec, and to
have a portion of the taxes sent to the federal government at the same
time as the GST money.
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In a sovereign Quebec, who will manage our airports?
Quebeckers will. That is the goal. At present, the three parties in
Quebec are unanimous on that question. If Quebec were a sovereign
country, there would be no customs charges at Mont Tremblant
airport because that would be considered to be harmful to the
economy. The money that the government saves, it wastes because
of the lack of economic development.

The comments we just heard is music to the ears of sovereignists.
® (1205)

Ms. Louise Thibault (Rimouski-Neigette—Témiscouata—Les
Basques, Ind.): Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to add my comments to
those of the other hon. members who have spoken so far, especially
my hon. colleague from Laurentides—Labelle. I would like to
congratulate her on her speech.

For the benefit of those watching us, I would like to repeat the text
of the motion before us:

That the committee recommend that the Riviere Rouge Mont Tremblant

International Airport (YTM) be recognized as an airport of entry into Canada,

without customs charges being imposed for regular commercial flights, as is the case
with the airports in Montreal and Quebec City.

We could name many more airports within our borders. I would
like to reiterate that I am speaking here today out of solidarity with
the Quebeckers who live in that area and with my hon. colleague, the
member who represents that riding. It is an important topic for all
communities that are trying to revitalize themselves, take matters
into their own hands and enhance their economic development.
These communities and the people of Mont Tremblant, or elsewhere,
are taking action to succeed. It is appalling that this cannot be
resolved because the Minister of Public Safety refuses to make a
decision.

As a brief aside, the hon. member for Jeanne-Le Ber was talking
about the other members from Quebec—mainly Conservative
members—who do not seem to care about the well-being of our
fellow Quebeckers. I would like to assure him that other members
from Quebec are doing a good job and care about the problems
facing the people of Quebec. This is not exclusive to the party of the
member in question.

What is the problem? What is the Gordian knot? It is a matter of
treating a region, an airport infrastructure and an economic sector
fairly. Why do I say “fairly”? Because in the committee report, in the
presentation given by the hon. member for Marc-Auréle-Fortin to the
committee on May 26, he began by saying:

The Mont Tremblant Airport is the only Canadian airport where passengers who
land on regular commercial flights during working hours, which are generally from
8 a.m. to 8 p.m., have to pay a customs fee.

Further in his presentation he added:

—the situation is the same for Canada's other 200 small airports,

He meant that those airports are not victims of undue charges. He
continued:
—but none of them charges customs fees to commercial flights—

Obviously he was referring to the same core hours.

Why, all of a sudden, in the Mont Tremblant case, does the
government, which made a mistake and knows it, not remedy the
situation as soon as possible?

For the Conservative government, in my view and in the view of
others making similar observations, it is simple. It is a matter of this
government showing a concern for fairness. It is a matter of this
Conservative government showing an interest in resolving an
impasse. First it must recognize that there is an impasse; it has to
have the willingness, the intellectual honesty to say that it made a
mistake, that it will right the wrongs and resolve this impasse.
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What more do they need? They need the willingness to sit down
with people, agree to the requests for meetings made by the
colleague who spoke to us this morning and by other stakeholders.
The minister and his representatives have to sit down at the table and
find a solution. That is called working with stakeholders. It is
nothing extraordinary. It is the duty and responsibility of any
government to do so. Every government is responsible for managing
the common good and it is part of the common good to try to find a
solution when they know there is inequity. Finally, they have to be
motivated by a vision of the good of the communities, wherever
those communities may be.

As an aside, earlier I asked the hon. member for Hull—Aylmer a
question. I was truly under the impression that for commercial and
economic reasons—it is an impression but I believe it is justified—if
there were an airport providing commercial flights from 8 a.m. to
8 p.m. in the Fort McMurray area or in other regions of Alberta
where a regional airport would be economically very profitable, a
solution would be found. I suspect that would be the case—and [ am
entitled to my opinion. This government is giving us indications that
it quite often favours certain regions or certain economic sectors at
the expense of others. I will now come back to the matter at hand.

What are we really talking about here? Once again, it is about
economic development. It is about a very important catalyst: a
regional airport. I and those of my colleagues who are fortunate
enough to have one or two in their regions know what it means.

Infrastructure of this kind generates a lot of benefits, for example
jobs. It provides a gateway to particular regions, helping not only
tourism but other very vibrant sectors as well. In our case, in the
Lower St. Lawrence region and in Rimouski, I am thinking mainly
of all the research centres, the university and the knowledge-based
institutions. There is a tremendous amount of coming and going. We
have the Rimouski regional airport, in addition to the one in Mont-
Joli. This is very important infrastructure for key sectors of the
economy, whether in industry, commerce or tourism.

So what is it all about? I