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capital. We are not talking about small entrepreneurs or gas
station operators here; we are talking about corporations that
are completely integrated, from gas pumps to the exploration
and support services.

The small entrepreneurs in the oi] business-and perhaps
the Conservatives hit the nail on the head here-are not just
moving, they are being driven out because we do not have a
commonsense, safe and secure approach to energy develop-
ment. Options are being exercised in these non-conventional
areas by companies like Imperial Oil.

I have listened to many of my colleagues on the right say
what a terrible thing it would be if we took Imperial Oil over.
But Mr. Speaker, that would give the Canadian public a
greater window on the industry, and more influence in direct-
ing the industry in the husbanding and development of that
resource. The attitude has always been to let that go in and
develop because they have the expertise and they can generate
the capital. But ail we get from them is the same old routine
that we got from them with the development of conventional
sources. They said they want to increase the price. They want
more tax incentives, more direct contributions from the tax
payers. When that was not enough, they said, "Sorry, we are
going to shut it down." Ultimately they will want to export it.
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We have been on this route before, Mr. Speaker. The
unfortunate aspect is that the cycle of energy development, the
mistakes and shortsightedness which have brought us to this
very sorry state today, are the product of the inactivity of the
Liberal government. In the early days we saw Canadian
entrepreneurs moving into development of the oil industry with
some relative success. From there we moved into a period of
takeovers where the multinational oli companies moved in to
gain control because the Liberal government ignored the need
to protect Canadian consumers and businesses. We now have
hit a period of crisis in which the product is in short supply and
manipulations occur. Now the Liberal government is moving
forward with some fairly drastic changes which could have
been brought in before the takeover occurred. The guidelines
could have been laid down in the beginning, saying that we
want accountability, we want rational development and exploi-
tation of that product for Canadians, not for the multination-
ais and their shareholders who live in other countries.

It is interesting that for a period of time those multinational
corporations in Canada, led by the energy corporations,
became an instrument of American government policy working
in Canada. That was an unfortunate extraterritorial applica-
tion of the laws and policies of the U.S. in this country. Not
only was the Liberal government abrogating its responsibilities
to the people for the protection of their resources but they
allowed, by neglect, the American government to impose their
law and economic policies in this country. However, we seem
to have come to a transition point in the history of our
development of energy resources in which the energy compa-
nies are spreading out into other areas such as uranium and
coal development. I think they probably recognize that the oil

era is passing and there will have to be development in new
areas. We see them moving into minerais and other energy
sources, but unfortunately we do not seem to be laying down
the guidelines there and history is going to repeat itself. We
are still stressing this dangerous approach of high priced
conventional energy, or these equally dangerous nuclear alter-
natives. It is time that we took a step beyond that and said that
we as Canadians are going to begin to develop and capture a
technology based on safe alternative sources of energy and
conservation. Ultimately that will mean a safer and more
effective energy future for Canadians.

This, Mr. Speaker, is the kind of alternative we want to have
to the rather insane and, if you will, stupid energy policy put
forward by the Liberal government. There are aspects of it
which, on the surface, look okay, such as the goals, but
certainly there is no commitment to demand accountability
from the energy corporations, there is no commitment to
protect the resource for Canadians. Unfortunately, the bill
before us does not represent that kind of commitment, and we
will not be supporting it for that reason.

Some hon. Members: Hear, hear!

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Ethier): Is the House ready for
the question?

Some hon. Members: Question.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Ethier): Ail those in favour of the
motion will please say yea.

Sone hon. Members: Yea.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Ethier): AIl those opposed will
please say nay.

Some hon. Members: Nay.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Ethier): In my opinion the yeas
have it.

And more thanfive members having risen:

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Ethier): Call in the members.
The House divided on the motion (Mr. Lalonde) which was

agreed to on the following division:
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