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I finish this section off by saying I have an example of the
bureaucratic growth that has gone on. In terms of water testing
for a number of oil projects in Alberta the company does a
complete set of independent lab studies. These go on, and I have
copies of them, for some 30 to 40 pages. Then the province
comes along and does the same testing and sampling and it goes
through all of the expense and duplication of 30 or 40 pages.
Then the federal government comes along and does all the same
testing and it does 30 or 40 pages of reports on the same
material. Neither side will talk to each other because each side is
afraid of losing its jobs.

That kind of environmental holding back of companies has to
end. An example of the growth of bureaucracy in licensing is
where reports used to be four pages, today they are 34 pages.
Whether it is air emissions, sulphur emissions, or whatever, the
reports go on and government grows.

If I had to encourage anything I would encourage the harmo-
nization of this environmental conflict and the co-operation
between all of these levels of government and all of these
bureaucrats.

I would now like to get into another area which I have been
involved with some 30 years now and that is in the environmen-
tal area that I feel involves all of us. A lot of people sort of laugh
when I say I am really interested in this subject and that is the
subject of landfills, the subject of garbage. The problem that all
of us have is universal. It is a problem where everybody says:
“Don’t put them in my backyard, put them over there”.
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It is a universal problem across this country. There is a
problem whether one is a landowner or whether one lives in a
city or town. There are some basic problems that make this a
federal issue. When we phone the Department of the Environ-
ment here, we are told: “*That is not our area, that is a provincial
area’. This is a good example of where there are roles for the
three levels of government.

Let me propose what I have in mind. First, the biggest
problem is from the seepage going on underneath the ground.
We are contaminating groundwater. We are contaminating
lakes. We are contaminating rivers. We are doing things to our
environment that will only come forward 50 or 100 years from
now.

It is fine to build deficits and say: “Well, we know we are
going to have those to deal with”. Now we are going to tell them
they are not going to have water to use. We must address that.
What is the solution? There are solutions. One problem is they
cost money. I think if people understood the problem and the
potential time bomb they were creating, they would deal with
this.

Recycling, composting and incineration are all areas that
somebody in Canada needs to look at. We could be world
leaders. How can we work this through the provinces and

through the cities? What happens now is the feds say: ““Well, it
is not our area. We cannot touch that because it is provincial”’.

I see the federal government providing the umbrella. I see the
federal government providing the research and development,
the technology, the gathering together of information, putting
together the seminars it takes, getting the experts involved. I see
it being the resource for all other levels of government. I see the
provinces providing a unified delivery of the service and then I
see the municipalities as the operators of whatever that facility
is now.

What happens today? Today we have the municipality doing
the research, trying to decide what it should have. Meanwhile, it
does not have the money, the technology or the people. It is not
in a position to try to deal with that subject.

I would like to see in a bill like this the ability and the
encouragement of the federal government to get involved in this
issue. It is an issue for everyone. All of us have garbage
problems. It is one where I think we are putting our head in the
sand in trying to deal with it.

In summary my party and I would support this bill. It could go
much further in the area of environmental leadership. I could see
it taking on, as I say, things like landfills. It should speed up the
process. It should save money. It must get involved in co—ordi-
nating federal-provincial areas. It allows third party input and it
does protect the individual from government force.

Finally, the environment is a world issue. Being a member of
the foreign affairs committee I can relate to the fact that this is a
global problem. If China builds 18 huge coal generated power
plants, that air will be over Canada in a couple of days. That air
is going to affect us. That is air that we will have to breathe. We
cannot be just a province or Canada. We must be the world when
it comes to environment.

I encourage all politicians to be concerned about China, the
South American rain forest, and sustainable development. We
can all play arole in that. We cannot put our heads in the sand
any longer.

Mr. Dennis J. Mills (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister
of Industry, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I compliment the member on
his remarks. I want to deal with that part of his speech where he
dealt with the ideas of composting and recycling.

I agree with the member. This is an area where we could be
world leaders.

@ (1900)

We are world leaders right now. The problem as I see it is that
we do not have the political will to implement some of the
technologies we have in the area of taking care of our garbage in
a proper way. I believe this is so important that taxpayers would
probably support us spending their money to make sure an
aggressive campaign such as the one the member described was
implemented.



