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Inconie Tax Alct

Stilis are ail but gone, but the police wouid be giad to be
relicved of the task of scarching ail the bluffs and trees iooking
f'or stilis. Haif the population of the prairies brought thut
knowicdge from Europe and could still use it. One per cent of
housewives stili use stilis in their houses. Thcy eall it by a
different name, but it is stili a stili.

1 arn simpiy pointing out that ail these ideas, whether they
be stilis, windmills, heat pumps, trunsfer of heat from wuste
wuter going out of houses or anything cisc, will produce encrgy
and reduce consumption of our non-rencwable resources.

Let me talk about that latter point. We know now as a resuit
of research at the University of Saskatchewan that with the
expenditure of just $100 on a device for a wuter heater in the
individuai home you can save $I100 to $150 a yeur. This device
has been shown in a diagram by the research counicil in
Saskatchewan, but there is not a single province in Canada
outsidc Saskatchewan thut allows it.

Evcry time you take a showcr or a bath and dump ail that
heat into the sewer you are wusting money and energy. With a
simple device just running tl by thc water tank, taking out
the heat and then sending the water out to the scwcr-you cun
save yourself $100 to $150 a ycar. You cun suve yourself $150
with just a little pipe connection. Evcry province should be
cruckcd on the hcud and have it pointed out that there is a
saving. They should be asked why they have regulations saying
you cannot take the heat out of that wastc wutcr, which is
cailed -'grey" water.

1 think 1 have muade cnough points to prove. at least to my
satisfaction, that therc is a trcmcndously large number of
cxampies of low-gradc tcchnology that arc cither economically
sound now or arc marginal. and that the govcrnment would not
ose a dollar, but vý ouid ua ke htind reds of mi ilions, a nd
billions, of dollars over a period of years, by providing incen-
tives rathcr than adopting this kind of procedure, which is not
cnough.

1 think 1 have five minutes more, but 1 want to closc with a
final appeai. What 1 have said is not new to many people in
Canada. Canada leads the world today in its knowlcdge of the
use of biomass. In any area whcre you can grow trees you cun
make ail the cncrgy this world necds seven times over without
even trying. Canada led the world in that regard, but what are
we doing about it? Arc wc giving grants? When you give
grants to scientifie people, they want to spcnd four, ten or
twenty years proving every littie detail before moving to thc
ncxt step.

1 remember in 1972-or in 1973, 1 think it was; 1 have
forgotten which- I sked the Minister of Agriculture if he had
heard of biomass. He had not heard of biomass, so 1 askcd the
then minister of encrgy. The University of Mianitoba had been
trying for ycurs to get a $4,000 grant to prove thut you couid
get a tremendous amount of food and energy froru a fittie
green thing that grows in the water when il k warrn uigac.
Manitoba finaily got ils grant after two or thrce ycars of
bugging. What arc the scicntists doing? They are busy brecd-
ing this algae; thcy wiii be brccding them from now until
kingdorn corne, trying to find out which algac is most prolific.

Ail that is good. 1 arn sirnply suying that governmcent has to
move a littie faster than it is under the present situation. If we
could provide an incentive for translating that idea into pro-
ducirrg prutein or energy, we should du su.

Second, the Govcrnment of Canada und the Ontario
Research Foundation got together years ago to prove up the
technique of taking the wastc product froru a high-risc in
Canada, cooling that whole high-risc building and heating it
aimost cntircly with those waste products. This has been in
operation for ncarly ten ycars in Ontario.

Whcn i asked the minister seven years ago whcther he
would tell the people about it and let the world know about
this ncw developruent he said, "Oh. no, you tell thcm, I vwor't.-
IHe would not because he was frightcned that Canadians would
be upset to lcarn that we werc taking heat out of watcr and
heating the whole house. That broke the hcarts of many
scientists and practicai people in Ontario and in the National
Research Council. The govcrnment would not tell the people
what had been donc. No patents were taken out on that.

Therefore, 1 ask the minister, pieuse, to take a look at these
proposais. I do not mean any politicai harm to the govcrnment.
I think it would heip the govcrnmcnt trernendousiy if' tl ookcd
ut these things to sec if I am not right. It could make much
more money for itsclf us a tax collector, and at the saine tiie
heip the individuais of this country and the nation economical-
y. Thank you.

Mr. Domm: Mr. Chuirmian, I arn addressing rny rcrnarks
primiarily to the Minister of Finance, who 1 sec is taking bis
seat opposite. After spcaking on this subjeet carlier toduy,
rcfcrring to page 33 of the bill, which deals with cash aceount-
ing, page 28, which deals with the minimal 3 per cent inven-
tory ailowuncc, touching upon capital gains tax and rnoving on
froru there to arcas affecting furmers and other segments of
socicty. 1 came to the conclusion over the dinner hour that
perhaps bchind this purticular piece of legislation there rnight
be somne ulterior motive on the part of the government. When
we entcrcd the iust clection carnpaign. this governrnent made
certain commitments we cxpected to sec first in the budget,
then in the energy poiicy and then in proposed tax nmeasures
that affect individuals in Canada.
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Let us take thut into considerution and give credit wvhcre tl
is due. I arn sure many Canadians suspected that sorne of those
promises would becorne reaiity. but wc did not sec thern in any
policies. Wc saw the governrnent shift away frorn the free
enterprise systcmi in Canada to u systrni which aiigncd itseif
svith the principles of our friends to the icft, the socialists.
When we on this side of the House saw ail this, we startcd to
ssondcr whethcr wc were dealing with the Liberai Party of'
Canada, the New Dcrnocratic Party of Canada, or the Liberai-
dernocratie party.

Hon. menmbers opposite have said that this bill s responsive
to the business cornnunity and to the eitizens of Canada. L et
me draw to the attention of the Housc a staternent ruade bv
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