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Mr. Skelly: Mr. Speaker, I recognize that the Hon. Mem-
ber, being from the Province of Alberta, may spend a little
more time there than is required in Ottawa without surveying
opinions in his Province. He should be aware that in the last
few months, in the times that I have been in Alberta, there has
been a great deal of criticism of the policies that have harmed
the economy. Alternatives have been put forward. If the Hon.
Member were sincere in his presentation to the House, he
would recognize the serious problem. The Conservatives must
clean up their act. Blind adherence to private enterprise is not
the way the country will function effectively or ensure an even
distribution of benefits.

It is Conservative Governments that are destroying other
institutions in the country, not just energy. Medicare is on the
rocks and so are hospitalization schemes in Provinces where
Conservative Governments are in power. Gradually we will see
the complete erosion of an equitable approach to distribution
in Canada if that Party gains power federally.

Mr. Mazankowski: Mr. Speaker, I do not want to be
flippant but I want to say to the Hon. Member that I can only
back up the sincerity of my argument by the fact that people
support the policy of the Government of Alberta both at the
ballot box and in the public opinion polls. As far as the Con-
servative policy is concerned vis-à-vis the NDP, I think it is
quite clear from public opinion polls that the NDP is out of the
picture. The Conservatives must be doing something right.
They must have some policies that Canadians embrace.

Perhaps the Hon. Member should go to the Province of
Saskatchewan as well. Not only did a Liberal Government
destroy what was left of the energy sector in Saskatchewan,
but that destruction was aided and abetted by a provincial
NDP Government. The new thrust, "Open for Business", in
Saskatchewan is really taking hold. In spite of the National
Energy Program, a vibrant new energy sector is emerging. It
means jobs and it means the generation of new wealth.

Perhaps the Hon. Member exemplifies the reason the NDP
is doing so poorly around the country. It is trying to do every-
thing in its power to take hold of an issue, but I suggest to the
Hon. Member that he is on the wrong wicket with this particu-
lar issue.

Mr. Althouse: Mr. Speaker, I wonder if the Hon. Member
would explain to the House how the industrial policy is work-
ing in Saskatchewan. As a Member from that Province, it
seems to me that we have succeeded in getting that so-called
industrial expansion in the oil business which he referred to
and which is not very apparent to people on the ground there,
at the expense of a provincial deficit like none we have ever
had, somewhere in the area of $350 million by the end of this
year. That is because we have given away the oil revenues and
the resource revenues of the Province in our attempt to attract
some activity.

Mr. Mazankowski: Mr. Speaker, the New Democratic
Party cannot have it both ways. It says that the Conservative
Governments are not compassionate, that they do not care
about people, I think the Premier of Saskatchewan and his

Supply

Cabinet demonstrated compassion in their budget when they
considered the importance of maintaining the level of social
and welfare standards. They encouraged job-creation activi-
ties, as a Government should in times of economic decline.

I think the fact is that they have put more money into the
hands of the average citizen in Saskatchewan by the reduction
of the sales tax on gasoline. They have assisted home owners
and have done a lot of things to help the average Saskatche-
wan citizen.

It is really strange that all the flak is coming from the
socialists. Perhaps the message is getting through to the
Government. It may be prepared to take a new course, but it
certainly does not meet with the approval of my socialist
friends to my left.

A Member from British Columbia was chastising me not too
long ago about the fact that they were going to walk over the
Social Credit Party in British Columbia. We have not heard
anything from them lately on that issue. They are most
sensitive. I guess the motion has already served its purpose.

Hon. John Roberts (Minister of the Environment): Mr.
Speaker, the Hon. Member for Vegreville (Mr. Mazankowski)
knows of the affectionate rcgard in which I hold him. Nothing
he has said today will shake that regard. He started off by
saying this motion was very clear and succinct. I am not
surprised that he did not read it. It says:

That this House rejects the centralizing and interventionist policies of the
Government as an ideological thrust aimed at introducing socialization of the
Canadian economy by the back door and without the authorization of Parlia-
ment, and a definite and present threat to the freedom of Canadians.

If the Hon. Member believes that is clear and succinct he
will believe anything-as clearly he does. It is a motion which
is typical of so much of what is happening in the Tory Party
these days. It is excessive, myopic and confused. I doubt that
the Hon. Member knows what it means.

* (1140)

He accuses us of the terrible sin of "socialization". He
should look at the Oxford Dictionary; it is a well-known book.
"Socialization" means acting in a social manner. If there is
anyone who is being socialized around Ottawa these days, it is
the Tory Party. It is out wining and dining and partying as the
candidates are looking for delegates in the their quest for new
leadership.

This motion is a ragbag of windy rhetoric without any
substance. What the Hon. Members have done is drop into the
motion any old scare word they could find. A few years ago,
Mr. Speaker, there was an election campaign in the American
south in which one of the Senators-in fact still a distin-
guished representative of the American Congress-was
attacked by his opponent in a vicious campaign. His opponent
said: "His brother is a self-confessed philanthropist and his
wife is a thespian". If the Hon. Member had thought he could
scare up any votes, he would have accused us of being self-
confessed philanthropists and thespians.

Mr. Mazankowski: Watch the polls next month.
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