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Canada 011 and Gos Act
with the present overbearing approach that you arc trying to
take at the moment.

Mr. Paproski: Get rid of Marc Lalonde!

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Would the hon. member pleas;e
address his remarks to the Chair.

Mr. Crosbie: Yes, Mr. Speaker. This whole policy directs
itsclf toward state ownership. It does flot even provide oppor-
tunities t0 private Canadians to own more, il is for the state to
own more. 1 xant to read mbi the record two quotations for
the benefit of' my friends on the lcft, that noisy class, the
political nymphomaniacs who arc so anxious t0 jump mbi bcd
with the government majority. Here is what one of their
former leaders, Mr. Tommy Douglas said in 1960, 20 years
before he becamne a director of Husky Oil. This is what he said
then:
It's possible tu plan aîn cconoms nithout ossnîng it

1 wish the neophytes on my left would understand that. You
can plan the economny, you do not need to own il. Why do we
want 10 own aIl the oil and gas companies in Canada and use
tens of billions of dollars to buy assets which arc already here
in Canada. The assets are already here. We do not need to buy
them. We conîrol themn anyway. Imperial Oil had 10 say îhey
have to bow 10 the government. No one is mightier than
Imperial Oil, yet tl has to bow to the governent. We do flot
nced 10 own ils assets. What we want to do is spend tens of
billions of dollars creating new assets in Canada in the frontier
areas, in the Beaufort Sca and off Newfoundland. We need t0
develop the heavy oils and the tar sands. The amiount needed is
$ 1.4 trillion over the next 20 years, according to the Royal
Bank, of which we have 10 get $300 billion from outside of
Canada. This is about $16 billion a year. Do you think, Mr.
Speaker, that this kind of' policy is the way tu gel $16 billion a
year from outside of Canada? 1 say. somte hope! You can
forget altogether what you are trying 10 gel from within
Ca nada.

To come back 10 Tommyv Douglas, Tommy Douglas was
good back in 1960. He was sensible. He was a rational
socialist; a contradiction in terms. But in 1971 he svas just as
sensible. In a discussion on the transfer of power to the federal
bureaucracy from the provinces, he said the following in 197 1:
Can,îdians do mit isînt t0 e.seape from the cluîches of big business onîx tu fal
into the clutches of big govcrrnintn

Could anything be more sensible'! Both of those principles,
gentlemen and ladies on miv left. arc being violated by this
document which is before the flouse tonight. and the others
that will come in. The leader of' that party is out. Hle is
spouting the most errant nonsense, Thank God he is not doing
il in the House. We have enough Io fear here without fearing
his foolishness in the Flouse about buying up the three largest
oul and gas companies and not paying them whal the value is,
just pay them what we say they are worth, and so on.' That is
the end of Canada as a repository for any investment from
outside of this country. I recommend Tommy Douglas to you.
1 say, forget Mr. Broadbent. Hie is passé. Go back Io reading

Tommy Douglas and perhaps gel some sense. We hope that
you might have somne sense.

1 will not give just myself as an authority for some of these
statements. 1 have dozens of other authorities 1 can offer. On
December 13, 1981, in The Globe and Mail we can sec the
effeet of this policy by reading the following under the heading
"Alberta fears revenue losses".
The Alberta goverrinmnt could [ose more titan $400 million in provinciaîl revenue
fromr the sale of oil and gas licences next scar

The "Sale of exploration rights drops by almost haîf in
Saskatchewan". That is the socialist paradise. It has had the
boots put 10 it by this policy. Mr. Broadbent crawls on his
hands and knees 10 try 10 get a little concession from the Prime
Minister when he should be fighting for the rights of Saskatch-
ewan. We read in The Globe and Mail of December 13 the
fol lowi ng:
\ew federal tixes are unbcarible for operating comp.înics in Saskaiîtcewan.
sihere cil steli production rates ire biser than in otter provines, he said.

Who said that? It was the minerai resources minister John
Messer. Who is he, hon. members might ask. Hie is an NDP
minister in Saskatchewan. That is what he said, and the
gentlemen here are supporting that kind of action in Saskatch-
ewan. On this same page of The Globe and Mail for December
13 under the heading "B.C. oil, gas Icases eut", we read:
protfit froni ttc B.C. gos mernisnt nexi sale of oil anid gas rîgh is ui Il be
dr,icaîîs reduccd becausc of ttc Icileril govecmnicni's treat t0 imipose
resource ilevelopirîcut taxes

That is just one example of the tremendous damage.

In another magazine. the E.xecutive, Peter Cook, an ccono-
mist, has written an article. 1 am bcing kind t0 the Minister of
Finance and his budget compared to this impartial article in
Execuuive magazine for December, 1980. Whaî does Mr.
Cook say? In part, his article reads:
Wltt flic goscrnircnt tas clearly donc is to create grciicr uncertainty about
citere ttc ccoimy is teaded in ttc next 18 rnonitts, mnd no( iutîs for ttc sîîl and
gas îndusîry. MicFacten tas ,ilso. trougt tîs encrgv mneasures and tasx
changes. mn.igcd to push tack ttc rccos'cry fromn rccssion and pritniote
inflatioîn in ttc pcrîod atemid

That is no John Crosbie. Some people might say 1 am
partisan. I am not, but someone might say il. This is the
impartial writer of this article. We read on:
Ttheîmugtncss and universaIitý ol ttc Macl'achen mieasures s%01 act aîs i lurter
restrinii on tte cousurmer sector.

Hon. mnembers might ask why. Il is because no tax credits
were providcd to cushion the impact of rising energy prices for
low-income families such as 1 proposed. Where is the mnember
f 1or Kitchener when he can learn somnething? [le has scuttled
off 10 the scullery somewhere, but he will not learn much
there. The article continues:
Ttc cîfect of' ttc Mai.Eactcn budget tas teen to knock 1) 5 pcr cent off gri)wtt
mn the econIUItl for the wtols. yumm. tm mmgmmg it dowi to tte finiance îîîîîîsicr s ossn
fsîrcst figure ol'just I per cent.

Tlie stock etîcci of food and encrgs priccs wîll pust ttc (onsumner Prîce Indcx
,îlîc.d tx I I per cent in 19t1 liîthîuî ttc MicL-actcn ciicrgx and tan cthanges,
ttc rate isoull have been to per cent).
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