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In conclusion, we are faced with a balancing act between the
needs and demands of an economy and a people who have to earn
a living and must provide for themselves and on the other hand a
need to balance the needs of our environment. Without a
sustainable resource, without a safe, effective environment for
ourselves, for our children and for our grandchildren we will not
be in a world that we will want to live in.

I hope we will take these principles and apply sustainable
development to our beautiful natural resources so that we and
future generations will be able to enjoy them.

Mr. Leonard Hopkins (Renfrew—Nipissing—Pembroke,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I want to say a few words on the bill which
sets up the Department of Natural Resources. It is a very
important one. It amalgamates the old Department of Energy
Mines and Resources and Forestry Canada. Forestry Canada has
been of extreme importance to this nation as a whole since day
one of Canadian colonial history. I have said before in the House
that the three things that were the economic foundation of
pioneer days in Canada and certainly since Confederation were
the fisheries, forestry and agriculture. All of them certainly have
their challenges in today’s world.
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Bill C-48, the bill before us today, makes explicit reference to
the minister’s duty to foster the sustainable development of
Canada’s energy, mineral and forest resources. This means that
the government’s economic, social and environmental objec-
tives will be factored into all decisions about resource develop-
ment management and use.

One way the new department will pursue sustainable develop-
ment is through the work of its scientific branches. Natural
Resources Canada will continue to have vibrant science and
technology arms in the form of the Canadian Forest Service, the
Geological Survey of Canada, the Canada Centre for Mineral
and Energy Technology, and Geomatics Canada.

Much has been said in the House today about the rights of the
provinces. We are all very well aware that the provinces have a
big say in natural resources. I, coming from Ontario, also know
how some of those resources have been managed over the years.
It is time for a co—ordinated and sustainable development
program in co—operation with both provincial and federal gov-
ernments.

- There are many examples of partnerships between the federal
government and the provinces. Great efforts have been made to
build a bridge for the two. For instance, the Canadian Council of
Forest Ministers from across Canada has recently agreed on a
framework for future co—operation in the areas of science and
technology, international trade issues, regional development,
aboriginal forestry and national co-ordination.

In the energy area the department is working closely with
Environment Canada officials, the provinces and other stake-
holders to develop a national action program on climate change.
This is in keeping with Canada’s commitment to stabilize
greenhouse gas emissions at 1990 levels by the year 2000.

This commitment follows our international obligation under
the convention on climate change which Canada signed at the
1992 earth summit in Rio de Janeiro, Brazil. The reason I raise
this matter is that in today’s world it is not as simple as in past
Canadian history to say this little compartment belongs to the
provinces, this belongs to the federal government, and so on.
With new technology, new demands and our outlook in the
global world today we have to have more co-operation and
bridge building between federal and provincial governments at
home if we are going to compete effectively and efficiently.

Across the country we have several research and development
institutions with regard to the forest industry. In my own
constituency we have a national forestry institute located near
Chalk River. It is called the Petawawa National Forestry Insti-
tute because it is actually located on property owned by the
Department of National Defence.

It is very important because of the fire research. What is better
for sustainable development than to have expertise in fire
research out there? How many hectares of property, how many
square miles of forest is destroyed every year by forest fires?
Therefore the more we know about controlling fire the better it
is for sustainable development.
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What better program can we have than for example the
research and development on the rapid growth of trees that goes
on at the Petawawa National Forestry Institute? It has exper-
imental plantations which date back to 1917.

Base Petawawa itself was first set up by the Laurier govem-
ment in 1905. Twelve years later, what is called Forestry Canada
today had its roots—if I may use that term—on 41 square miles
of that territory which was purchased by the Government of
Canada in 1905 for a military base. The Department of National
Defence has honoured the research going on in that 41 square
mile area. Research cannot be turned off overnight. Some of the
ongoing experiments there are decades old. It is a very impor-
tant institute.

Other institutes across Canada, in western Canada, Quebec
and Atlantic Canada also have a tremendous amount of work
going on of a positive nature for the country’s forestry industry.
I have no problems with the Department of Natural Resources
promoting forestry research in Canada. It has always been a
federal responsibility in Canada to do part of forestry research.
The provinces do part of forestry research. There is no big
conflict. They are talking to each other and co-operating. That




