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Bill C-78, this govemnment's incredibly incomplete
environmental impact assessment bill, this govemment's
view of the way in which a modemn society ought to
approach the environment, spent five months in commit-
tee.

There were briefs presented by environrnentalists, by
industrialists, by legal organizations, by aboriginal
groups, by virtually every segment of Canadian society.
Virtually without exception, every single witness opposed
the bill.

These were witnesses chosen by ourselves, but also
chosen by the government to corne and defend its bil.
Yet, upon reading, upon sitting there, and upon ques-
tioning, they unanimously said that this govemnment has
no idea of the way that a modemn society ought to evolve
in the treatment of the air we breathe and the water we
drink.

'Me reasons that were given ranged frorn the fact that
the bill was vague and incomplete to the fact that it
attacked the very integrity of the ecosystemn.

A great number of groups presented very serious
amendments and they were extensively discussed. In-
deed, with the former minister we sat and discussed
them. We were told on numerous occasions that the
govemment would be bringing forth amendments.

We were told that the bihl would be made whole. We
were given promise after promise that the press releases
of the govemment would eventually corne to reality, and
the bit would be changed.

Appointment after appointment was broken. Amend-
ment after amendment which was prornised was neyer
delivered, and there were rumours of cabinet fights,
divisions and debates.

Unfortunately, in this govemnment the environment
minister does not count for much. Senior ministers, such
as the minister of health, the minister of energy, and the
minister of foreign trade consîstently came in and saîd:
"'Mis Conservative government cares not a whit for the
environment".

Now, we find ourselves in the situation we are now in.
The bill died on the Order Paper. Ini its supreme
arrogance and lack of understanding, this govemment
cornes to us and says: "we would like to reinstate it", of a
bill unanimously rejected by the people of Canada.

Govemmient Orders

If there has ever been a govemnment which is out of
touch with reality, it is this one. If there has ever been a
demonstration of that fact, it is in this government's
treatment of Bill C-78.

The premise of the bill, to begin with, is entirely
wrong. With the world-wide presentation of the Brund-
tland report some years ago, the notion of sustainable
development became the fundamental principle of envi-
ronmental assessment. The term "sustainable develop-
ment" is now leamed by children in grades 1, 2 and 3 in
every sehool in every provmnce of this country. Yet, the
term. "sustainable development", as if the government
was afraid to express the words, does flot appear once in
the bill. If there is any indication of how far behmnd the
thinking of this govemnment is, it is surely that.

There is no modemn country that does flot understand
that it cannot have a sound eonorny in an unsound
environment. There is no modemn country that considers
the environment to be in opposition to the econorny.
There is no govemnment, except for this one, that does
flot understand that the air we breathe, the water we
drink and the soil in which our food grows are not free
goods; that in depleting them as the country is we are not
only devastating the environment but we are devastating
our economy.

If you wonder why our health costs are rising, take a
look at the air we breathe and the water we drink. If you
wonder what is happening, why there is such a huge
deficit-if you think the economic deficit is great, I
simply ask you to examine the envirofimental deficit
which we are in the process of leaving to our children.

Today's most successful nations-Gernany as an ex-
ample-are nations which understand the total integra-
tion of the economy and the environrnent. Japan, not
necessarily a nation known for its environmental aware-
ness, has nonetheless cut its wastage by 42 per cent. It
has cut its energy costs by 30 per cent and is now one of
the most energy-efficient nations in the world.

Those are environmental objectives. Yet this govemn-
ment seems to wallow in sorne 1850s philosophy that
simply says; that we can produce and produce garbage
and sirnply waste resources as if it makes no difference.

Sustainable development is vital to Canada because
our economy is so terribly dependent on natural re-
sources. Sustainable development must be the corner-
stone upon which modemn legislation is built. Therefore,
it only stands to reason that sustainable developrnent
must be the comnerstone upon which the environmental
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