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Diefenbaker Delivers

Fram The Ottawa Buracu
of The Globe and Mail .
OTTAWA-~The following ix
the text o} Prime Minister John
Diefenbaker’s  speech in  the
House of Commony Tuesday
afternann on the motion to go
into supply, the Libecal Party
amendment  and  the Social
Credit Party sub-amendment to
that motion.

Mr. Diefenbaker: Mr.)
Speaker, it is not {or me today
to get into the argument as be-
tween the hnoorable member
for Trinity (Paul Hellyer) and
the honorable member for York
South (David Lewis). hut as I
listened to the honorable gentle-
man a moment ago 1 recalled

an orcasion in 1960 when he,
performed a feat which was
never performed in this Housel
before.

A speech appeared in the 01-}
tawa Citizen in detail purport-
ing to he what the honorable
member for Trinity had said in
the House of Commons, and he
had not spoken at all. That was
indeed an example that none of
us, including the honorahle
member for York South, would|
ever want to emulate. |

May I say that this afternoon
1 am going to review something|
of the situation as I see it based
upon the amendment of the
Leader of the Opposition (Lester
Pearson), an amendment so
general, so widespread, so obvi-
ously diffuse that one can only
conclude th-t it was placed in
such general terminology so
that he would sidle away from
the question of nuclear arms.

He was afraid to face that

question. He spoke strongly, he
spoke shrilly. He used the same.
expressions that he used back,
in 1957 and 1958, the same dc-
cayed platitudes, the same
sinple concern, the same cry,
for office.

Mr. Speaker, the closer thal
Bob Winters Inoms, the louder
speaks the Leader of the Op-
position.

At the end of all these gen-
eralities, the mountain brought
forth a mouse. The amendment
simply states that for various
reasons the Government docs
not have the confidence of the
Canadian people.

There is not a single definite
challenge. He did nnl dare chal-
lenge on the question of nuclear:
arms. He was afraid. The hon-
orable member for Trinity says:
“We have a leader who speaks
with such directness; we have
A leader who speaks with au-
tharity and definiteness.”

A few weeks ago his leader
was saying “no nuclear arms
under any circumstances.”

e cried out against the Gov-
ernmenl’s defense policy and
genevalities, He  veferred to
some of the general problems
facing our country. He turned,
he contradicled, he did violence
to logic, and when he concluded
he produced an amendment
which he helieved would have
the effect af securing the sup-
port of other members of this
House,

[ am going to refer {o one or}
two matters tnday. [ am gaing;
tn deal first with the general sit-
uation in so far as defense is
concerned, and in order that

ing T will simplify what [ said: we shall sccure from the other WAy in the NATO council as to yjon

fary 25, and T quote: It will be

igive vonsideration to this mat-;

placed under daubt by the recent
Nassau declaration concerning
auciear arms, as well as nther
developments bnth technical and
political in the defense field.”

Well, 1 could pick up almost
any newspaper in ecither the
United States or Canada and
indicate that that was the inter-
pretation given, thnse were the
views of the conclusions arrived
at there when the two leaders
got together.

1 have belore me the Christian
Science Monitor. This repre-
sents a completely changed
viewpoint. T quote:

“The United States wants its
principal allies to submerge
their own national defense in a
collective defense, where, for
example, General de Gaulle
would merely he one among
many and lose direct control of
French defense. In present cir-
cumstances this unified defense
quite simply means final control
by the United States.”

These are not the views ol any
Canadian newspaper, this is a
statement made by a reputahle
newspaper whose editorials are
quoted everywhere,

Mr. Hellyer: Will the Prime
Minister permil a question?

Some members: Sit down.

Mr. Hellyer: Will the Prime
Minister permit a question?

Some members: Sit down.

Mr. Diefenbaker: Then again,
in the same issue, this appears,
“Allied Defense,” and it sets out
the change in United Stales
strategy in this regard.

Mr. Hellyer: You are refer-
ring to strategic weapons, not
tactical.

Mr. Diefenhaker: T come bhack
again to my statement, which
appeared in Hansard of Janu-

necessary, therefore, at this’
meeting in May, for Canada to!

ter, and we will, in c¢n-opera-
tion with the nations of NATO,
undertake a clavification of our
role in defense plans and dis-
position. We are united in
NATO. We have never and will
never consent to Canada hreak-
ing any of her pledged words

and undertakings.”
I underline that. !

The allies do not like it. This
partly because they do not want
to yield up control of their own
nuclear destiny-—a sacrifice they
know the United States is nol’
prepared to make. And partly
because they have strong han-,
the-homb  minorities who fear;
that American control in a crisis
means control by the Pentagon,:
by men trained to think in terms,
of war, not peace. |

I come back again to my state-|
ment which appeared in Han-'
sard of Jan. 25, and I quote: l

“It will be necessary, there-:
fore, at this meeting in May’
for Canada to give consideration!
to this matter and we will, in!
co-nperation with the nations of
NATO, undertake a clarification,

of our role in NATO defense, fram the United States strategic| fensive

plans and disposition.”
We are united in NATO, We!
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tion therewith, naturally could|ireal and Taronta as well as the |that is inconsistent with the rc- fol our country, if carried to its||speaking of the other partics: matters as the hill o amend

not he revealed and are confi-:
dential. !

1 point out that Secretary of
State Rusk in his conference;
said this in connection with the!
negotiations, and I quote: !

“These are matters which:
have heen discussed with the,
Canadian  Gavernment in pri-
vate talks and 1 would suppose
that these mprivate talks would
be resumed.”

i

It is the intention of the Gov-:
ernment o carry  on these
talks, It should be pointed out,
that some propnsals already
made have come from the!
United States Government. With:
regard to the question of nu-!
clear warheads for Canadian]
forces in Europe, the Nassau.
declaratinn stated in Paragraphi
6, dealing with action which]
may bhe taken to bring about’
multilateral nuclear forces with-;
in NATO: i

“This could include alincations

dom Bomber Command and:

l
i

United States deterrent force.

Well, we installed these BRo-
marcs and the decision to do so,
as part of a ring to protect the
nuclear strike force, was an-
nounced in September, 1958,

What about the changes in
between? What is the position
of these things today? On the
cne hand the Department of
State  says they will defend
Montreal and Toronto, that they
are effective today, but on the
other hand, on January 31 il
was reported thal  Defense
Secretary McNamara sugpested
that Bomarc missile squadrons
have only limited usefulness
against manned bomber al-
tacks.

Ave they poing to ocntinue

with them? Yes, they are going :

to  continue them, and the
reason given was hecause the
United States Government has
already paid for them. That
does nnt sound as il their de-
properties  are very

! forces, from the United King-l high tnday simply because they

have heen paid for already.

have never and will never con-! [rom tactical nuciear forces now:  Earlier, the defcnse secretary

sent to Canada breaking any of

held in Europe." '

told the United States com-

her pledged words and under-i This proposal far mutilaterali mittee that a general review of

takings.

inuclear forces in NATO wenti \Inited States military strength

It is at that mecting where! Much further than any previous: chows that the continental inter-
there will be reviewed the entire P{'ﬂnnsql. and is one upon “'h“'hj ceptor force is vulnerahle he-
there will be no misunderstand-| collective defonse policy, (hat: discussions are alveady under’ cayge it has no modern protec-

against  missile  attacks.

previausly, tnderlining in every, member nations their views, and Whether tactical forces such as jniarcontinental missile attack

particular what 1 said on that on the basis of that we will he Canada’s would be included.

occeasion,

Before [ do T think T should’
read in part an editorial in the
Winnipeg Tribune which deals

is the great danger today, and

in a position tn make a decision,; This whole now rl(‘\rnlnpmpn[l this is what 1 say,

a consistent decision, first to
maintain our undertakings and
secondly to exccute, il that he!

will be under intensive study’
and preparation for the NATOI
ministerial meceting. 1 have al-|

with this matter. 1t refers to the|the view, the maitenance of ready pointed out that, in the|

campaign that has been going
on which has so many forms,
the campaign bringing known
nuclear advocatcs to Canada to'
hrainwash the public, that en-
courages various people to he-|
come captive audiences.
There was the farewell visit;
of Gen. Norstad and then there;
were other statements that were
made by other penerals. 1 think,
it was Clemenceau who once
said that “the business of de-
fense is ton serious for generals. |
It requires civilian control.” |
‘The editorial in the Tribune|
goers on te say with respect (nj
what happened follnwing

the:
declaration that T made in 1958: |

“In the intervening period thej
whole military strategic and tac-
hical situation has changed. But
the military men and their
spokesmen, just because they
have the carriers they asked for
four years ago, are now trying
to pressure the Dominion Gov-.
ernment into the ultimate de-;
cision in mibitary planning. They’

think "they must go the last
mile. . . ."”
Then, there are some words:

In between, and we find this:'
. . . regardless of public or:
political opinion on this fatefu!:
question.” :

Then, 1 shduld like to refer to
what 1 said on Jan, 25 when 1
outlined the policy agreed upon
by this cabinet. | am poing to
read this and then T am poing
ta summarize it. 1 quote from
Page MN236 of Hansard for Jan.
2h, 1963

“Following  SACEUR's  (Su
preme Allied Commander Fure
ope) recommendation, as  we
saw the situation in 1959 and as.
1 said earlier in my remarks.
we undertook to equip our!
squadrons assigned to NATO for;
a strike-reconnaissance  role,
which role would include thei
mission ol delivering nuclear
weapons."

This was the hasis, and every-
man and woman m thic Parlia.
ment knew that course was un.
dertaken and understond. A pro.
gram was approved and approp-
viated by Parliament.  The
serond pnint was, and 1 quote:

“Debvery of the FI0MG has
cammenced,  hut  the  =trike
feconnaisance role hay  bren,

our collective defense.

In the meantime the trainingi
of Canadian forces in the use|
of these weapons systems can’

| continue. 1

Now, 1 say ln the House of;

ing we shall bring this matter
hefare Parliament clearly, defl-’
initely and finally. T want to
make that clear. There is no
suggestion of any underhand
agreements being entered into..

1 summavize now the "views
that 1 placed before the House
on this question, Fivst, with re-|
gard to bringing nuclear war-
heads on Canadian sail, we will:
continue to negotiale with the
United States so that they will
be readily available in case of
neesl.

This means that our security
will be assured white at the
same (ime we will he doing
nothing i~ increase the nuclear
family. Secondly. in that vefer-.
ence | made tn negotiation.
there was no prejudice in that..

1 veferred ta the fact that
negotiations were being  con-.
ducted. There was no secrecy’
about that. T did not go into the’
facts in any way hecause those
negotiations, in so far as agree-

place. i

Now, Sir. T am nol going toj
go again into the question of
the United States having issued|
the document which it. did. How-!

‘Commons this; After that meet-iever, there are one or two ref-|

erences I intend tn make to it
and then pass on to some nther
questions, | repeat that the issue
of that statemeant on January -
was an intrusion inte Canada in
a political subject, and a con-
troversial one, that cannot be
excused by mere words,

In the course of that slate-;
ment, challenges were made of .
several statements 1 made, all
of them matters ol opinion. We;
have not yet ¢come to the place
in the fellowship and freedom of;
nations when the views of any
one of them in matters of opin-
ion must he the views of any
other  one  bhelonging  to that
aroup.

I ojust wamt tn refer tn one.
and. that was with regard to
Bomares. | have stated that the
Romare was simply a part of
the plan for North American.
defense and was not to defendi
Canada. That is not its purpose,;
but in jts statement the Stata:
Department said two Bomarc-R!

"ments are concerned, in connec- squadrons would protect. Mont-

While on the one hand  the
Department of State issued its
statement, on the other hand, on
the day after, the Secretary of

:meantime, the training will take| Defense said the very opposite. -
He said: “Our principle concern -
in years ahead must be the.

danger of an interconiinental
ballistic missile and submarine-
launched missile attack . . ."

Mr. Speaker, there is the
story. T do not oiten quate from
the Taronto Star but this is what
the Toronta Star said on that
accasion: “‘linited States Con-
tradicts Itsell,”

Some members: Hear, hear.

Mr. Pickersgill: That sounds
like the Government nf Canada.

Mr. Diefenbaker: There are
three or four other points which
can he analyzed in the same
way, On
poing to restrain myself from
again referring to the dncument
in question, but 1 do say this
without any reservatinn that the
subsequent. statement made by
the United States Secretary of
State added to the zerinusness
resulting from the earlier state-
ment.

He szaid in eflect that what
[ said was incorrect. Then he
waund up and said that (anada
of course has the right tn de.
cide. Certainly it has the- right
to decide, hut in that subsequent
statement over and over apain
there is reiterated a viewpoint

this occasion 1 am'

latinnship between allies.

There has been no criticism
on our part of the United States

jon occasions when we might |

‘have done so. T can think of

jevents which have taken place |

,within the last year. hut self
control is necessary and must
he excercised as between na-
tions, We might have spoken
ott, Mr, Speaker, [ say no more
about that statement issued by
the State Department.

What [ said en the npr'nin;:'

‘day I repeat, and to that 1 add
:that the further restatement by
ithe Sccretary of State consti-
tuted a further intrusion into
iCanadian public debate and pub-
lic consideration of this matter.

Some members: Hear, hear,

Mr. Diefenbaker: So far as
the fcader of the Opposition is
concerned, he has a way ol
finding himsell in a hole and
then coming up in the same hole
ihe created for himself. He said
ithig thing is wrong, but then he
iproceeded to use all the argu-

ments that were wrong in that!

-thing to devastate us il he could.
! Mr, Pickersgill: So did Mr.
Harkness last night.

Mr. Diefenbaker: 1 realize the
joy that has heen given to the
heart of the honorable gentle-
‘man by making that statement,
but I am saying that the argu-
ments that were used in the
statement that should not have
been issued should not have
been used.

That is not the way fov diplo-
.matic relations hetween coun-
‘tries. Jt has bccome the corner-
stone of the argument of the

1 Opposition, indecd even before
the statement was issued. I re-
fer of course 1o
Opposition.

i Mr. Benedickson: You cannot
explain that to the Conservatives
in Calgary North.

Mr, Diefenbaker: | am glad
in sre the honnrahle gentleman
back, Now, there are snme who
say (o me that il you take a
stand like this it is anti-Ameri-
can. Mr, Speaker, it is nothing
of the kind. I dn not think it is

nther than pro-Canadian or Ca-

nadian to point out when some-
thing is wrong. That is unjust.

Some members:

Mr. Diefenbaker: Somebody
said to me if | take this stand
then we are going to suffer
danger in Canada, damage to
Canada and that we are going
to dn harm tn Canada's ecn-
nomic <teength. | do not accept
that argument. It is an unworthy
one. Does anyone tell me that
the Linited States, which has
spread its beneficence all over
the world, would retaliate he-
cause -we. fall tn adapt a sug-
pestinn that they offer?

Such an argument, and [ hear
it spoken today in various parts

Hear, hear.

the Libera! ‘

Horner, Acadia; Clittord Smallwood, Battle River-Camrose; Albert l:I—oCr':we

Witephoto,
r, ine

Battlefords; Hugh Horner, Jasper-Edison; Rod Webb, Hastings-Frontenac, Jack |
and Hugh Horner are brothers and Albert Horner is their cousin. i

Ingical conclusion means lhis,
that our country has ceased to;
be a country wherein we have||
the right 1o make our own;
ipolicies. I do not accept that, |

| Some members: Hear, hear.'
| Mr. Diefenbaker: I believe in

"co-operation because | helieve:
in goad relations, Franklin said

we hang together or we will

hang separately, and 1 believe

in co-operation.

Without it there is no survival,
But 1 cannot accept the fears
of those who helieve we must bhe
'subservient in order to he a:
jpond ally of any country in the
iworld. Macdonald fought this
Ibattle. The great merchants in{
the City of Montreal in those
days—not the French-Canadians |
i—had their views on this xub~]
“jecet, that after all Canada would
the that much stronger if it were :
joined with the United States. |
i That was not Macdonald's’

view, That idea comes in with
;almost every generation.

1 say this, Mr. Speaker, we
iare influenced in this way every
jda_v in our counitry on radio,
‘television and in the press. |
{When the leader of the United
'States spraks, we get it in de-
taill over our television. |
Ishould like 1o see more of an
interchange in this regard sn
they would learn something
about our country,

When [ hear same saying that
the fact that one dares to speak
out will endanger Canada's
econamy, | wonder what  the
future of this country would he .
‘if those fears and those who are
‘of little faith held office in our
_country.

T helieve in co-operation, at .
the closest co-operation, bhut not !
in the absorption of our view-
point by any other nation. T he-
lieve in the maintenance in
spirit and in fact of Canada's
identity, with the vight tn deter-
mine her own policy without
extra-mural assistance in deter-
mining that policy,

Mr. Martin: We all agree with
that.

Mr. Diefenbaker: T now pass
on to the next phase in connec-
tion with this amendment, Mr.
Speaker. As we listened tn the’
Leader of the Opposition he re-
peated the same old statemenis,
I was reading some of the
spreches he made in 1958, He
has a mizhty good memaory; he-
cavse he used the same words
then, right from the heginning.

He speaks of the degree tn
which Parliament has failed to
act. He would lead the country
tn believe that we are respons-
ible for this. Well, Mr. Spraker,
[ take up the order paper and
lonk over the amount of legisla-
tinn we have on it, 'an we get
anything through? I am not

"zolitary voice, Mr. Speaker,
could organize the business of;

now,

Some members: Oh, oh, L

Mr. Diefenbaker: 1 am speak-:
ing of those who openly hoasted
that they would hold up this'
House until finally we would
nnt have supply and would have
to o on to the countiy,

This is legislation necessary
for Canada. With regard to the
National Development Act thev
said that, subject to the proper
criticism and examination, it is,
pood legislation. Do they let it,
2o through? They talk and talk
then they end up hy denying its’
passage.

It has been Jhe same story,: P

Mr. Speaker, all down the line,
and 1 am going to refer to it in:
some little detail. They say we
should organize the business of
the fouse,

A member: Hear, hear,
Mr. Diefenbhaker: 1 hear on

Wwe'

the House. We have placed th
business hefnre the House. lLet!
us lank at the legislation on the’
arder paper. :
How many measures are he-!
fore the House?® The number is
3. There is the measure re-
specting the National F.ceonomic
Development Board, which is
something that shonld have gone
through: there is the measure
with respect to the Freight Rates
Reductinn Act. We cannot even
eet that before the House, There.
are other measures here which,
are not of the same importance.,
There is the motion of the!
Minister of Lahor (Michael |
Starr) for the second readingi
of Bill No. €.70, tn provide for,
the safety of persons employed;
in federal works; there is the’
measure respecting industrial
change and manpower adjust-
ment: the measure to amend
the Export and Import Permits
Act; the measure to amend the

Industrial  Development  Bank
Act; thé resolution in connec-
tion with Canadian National

Railways—and sn | could go nn,

There is measure alter meas-’
ure which waits, There is (he
measure Lo set up an Indian’
Claims Commission; to amend
the National Productivity Coun-
cil Act by providing for the ap-,
pointment of additional mem-
hers, and sa on.

These are matiers that
want to get through. In addi-
tion, we have several others to
come, tn which there will he
reference  hefore T conclude.
What happens? They come in
and spend almost an hour a day
on questions. One of the mnsl
spectacular contribiutions to wit,
humar and waste of the time of
Parliament was that made by
the Leader of the Opposition the
other day when he rnse and
save his condolences tn - the
Minister of ‘Trade and Com-
merce (George Hees) for the
burning down of some huilding
in Toronto.

Mr. Pearson: The George H.
Hers bailding.

Mr. Dicfenbaker: The Leader
of the Opposition, hnldig a re-

we

sponsgible  position, talks face-
tiously like that.
Mr. Martin: A fue is not a

facetious thing.

Mr. Diefenbaker: Wasting the
time of Parliament. that 1s what
has been going on. How can we
orpanize these things il they
hold up evervthing?

Some members: Oh. oh.

Mr. Dicfenbaker: My, Speaker,
I eould go down the whole hst

and indicate exactly what hac
happened n this regard, On
Tanuary 21 1 put before the

Heuze, nat hv wav of dictanon
in any wav, hut simp'y the sup-
gestinn that we zat on wath the
hiinezz that endeavar
avtend the hanrs af zittinz, that
we arvive 3t oa plan vherehye e
will he gble tn deal wih such

we ter
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the pravisions of the Railway
Act, based on the recommenda-:
tions nL the MacPherson Royal:
Commision. . . . '

Mr. Pickersgill: 1t has not vel
appeared,

My, Diefenbaker: . . . a reso-
tution arising out of the recom-
mondations of the O'Leary Rovat
Commision on Publications, the
amendment of tie Unemploy-
ment Insurance Act [nllowing
the report of the Gill committee.

Mr. Pickersgill: That has not
appeared,

Mr. Starr: Well, let the nthers!
get through and these will ap-
car, ton, :
Mr. Martin: When were the!
reports made? )

Mr. Pearson: They are not on
the ovder paper.

Mr. Dicfenbaker: 1 sometimes
wonder how that man is able 1o,

i stand up with the guilty con-

science he has. | am relerring:
ta the honorable member for,
Ronavista Twillingate (Mr, Pick-
ersgill). ;

Mr. Pickersgill: Mr. Speaker,
I rise on a question of privilege.

Seme members: Oh, oh.

Mr. Pickersgill: The Prime
Minister has suggested that |
have a guilty conscience, 1
would certainly have a guilty ., .

Some membhers: Sit down.

Mr. Pickersgill: Of course, il
honnrabte gentlemen opposite do
not want to listen to me—1 would
certainly  have a guihy  con-
science il alter 17 Government
hills had heen passed with Op-
position assistance i the first
60 days of this session, com-
pared with an average of eight
when the honorable gentlemen
had a majority of 200, [ was
complaining violently of obsiruc-
tion.

Mr. Diefenhaker: T will not
answer that, becanse it is just
time wasted as well. All through
the honnrahle gentleman is nnt
puilty. -- e is not dning any
time-wasting and | am going 1o
accept his denial. We feel he is,
He does not.

What about  this  question:
When are we going to pet this
legislative program hefore the
Hause? 1t all depends. 1t all
depends. The honorable gentle-
man says they do not hold up.
That leads me to deal with the
course which has been followed
by the official Oppnsition. They
sav: Why don't vou get these
things hefore the House? Honor-
ahle memhers heard the <peech
made yesterday by the Leader
of the Oppositinn,

It was part and pareel of that

. rilla

i voted for an

* beliels,

§  Davenpont
¢ that is the honorable member

“want

tack Against Liberals; Tells Commons They

unrelenting search for power, |
vannat explain the attitude, Last,
June, Tast May, by their guer
tactics, they endangered
the canfidence of the people in
Canada. They continued 0 do
that throughout the campaign.
They sabotaged public confid-
ence. They sniped at natinnal
achievement. Why have they
been  pushing for an election
since the opeing day last fall?
They have hren pushing for it
because they know that everv
day we are in office, with the
rising impetus of onr economy,
the falsity of their arguments in
the election is being proven.

I look down this chamber tn
my friends in the Social Credit
ity 1 am dealing with them,
In a moment | shall he speaking
abaut the NDP. T wonder what
they must think of a leader who
amendment pro.
posed by the Social Credit
Party in accordance with their
an  amendment  pro-
posing  debt-free  moaney. When
they were asked whether they
helieved in debt-free money they
said; No, no—we do not believe
in it

As far as the New Democraie
Party is foncerned. the Liberals
sav: We are ready (o merge

©with them, or, at least, to take

them in. There is only one down
there they do not want, accord-
ing tn the honorable member for
(Mr. Gordon), and

for York South (Mr, Lewis). He
is a Marxist, according tn the
honarahle member for Daven-
port. The rest of them are all
right.

Mr. Gordon: 1 would ask the

f | Prime Minister to prove | ever
"said that, If he means by it the
Cimplication
s goes with it, he is not telling
sthe truth, and it is high time
he did,

which  sometimes

Mr. Lewis: | think, Mv. Speak-
er, I have the only lepitimate
question  of privilege, and |
to inform the House, in
the words of Karl Marx, that
I deplore the word Marxist.

Mr. Dicfenbaker: The honor-
ahle member for Davenport did
not deplore il, according 10 The
Canadian Press. He asked me
tn read the statement, I will
give the exact words. This is
the report which appeared in
the press. | vead from the Sas-
katoon Star-Phocnix of January
14:

“The New Demncratic mem-
bers of Parliament range all the
way from thase who  would
casily assimilate Liberal theory
. .« exeept David Lewis, who is
an out-and-out Marxist and whn
would never fit into our party.”

Mr. Lewis: On a question of

‘privilege, may 1 say that tha

last part of the report, namely

that T would not fit into the ranks

of the Liberal Party, is accur-
ate. The first parl is utlerly
false,

Mr. Dicfenbaker: | fhank the
honorable gentleman for answer.
ing the other honorahle pentle-
man. | am going back nver the
arguments they used--the sama
arguments with which they un- .
dermined the confidence in this
country. They said that as a
result of our action in prgging
the dollar, the dollar of the
Canadian  housewife would be

"worth 74 cents less. They said

the cost of every item of food,
every article of clothing, every
household  requirement,  would
he increased. They said the cost
of services would he increased.
If they want proof, 1 have it,

They said—and they did this
for political purposes—that we
were ruined as a nation. They
predicted searing inflation which
would wipe ot the savings of
widnws and pensioners. How did
they support this? They affered
counterfeit dollars to <upport a
counterfeit charge in a counter-
feit campaizn. That 1s the hoaxz
thev ‘almnst succeeded in on
Jime 18,

Vhen we said mne trade wag
increasing, thev said: Nothing
nf the kind. Thev painted a
dreadful picture of ruin within
this land. Thev dn nnt speak
about that any more. They
speak about other things. I ask
this question:  What of their
prophecies? Have living cosfx
increased they said they
would?

as

Mr. Speaker, the merease in
the cost of living in Canada was
the lowrst 1n any one of the free
warld cauntrirs, We tnld them
what would happen when we

Nina
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pegged the dollar. We told them
it would increase our export
opportunities, substantially in-
crease the revenue of the tourist
industry and provide more op-
portunities for Canadian manu-
facturers to produce for the
‘domestic market. They ridi-
culed, they ranted and they pre-
varicated. That is why they
were so anxious to get an elec-
tion in the fall—so that their
campaign of falsehood would
not be answered by the facts.

The increase in our gross
national product? They said
there was nothing to that. They
reviewed the situation. We know
today what the situation is, and
.In order that the record may be
clear before this vote takes place
X lintend to put a few of the
answers on the record. Who told
the truth about the Canadian
dollar?

Mr. Pickersgill: The minister
-of agriculture.

Mr. Diefenbaker: The Honor-
able gentleman is so right. He
does not say he did, or that
anyone associated with him did.

Who told the truth about the
‘Canadian cconomy? As I went
-across this country after the
selection two people said to me,
“You told us that the economy
was on the uprise, a great up-
surge, and it was not true be-
cause you had this foreign
exchange difficulty.” They had
‘it in 1948,

Mr. Pickersgill: In 1947,

Mr. Diefenbaker: All right,
1947. They had the pegged dol-
lar then at 10 per cent.

Boasted Party Wo’ud Let No Legislation Pass in Bi fo

The Mercantile Bank of Can-
ada had this to say: .

“Devaluation has provided a
powerful force contributing to
a better external balance, in-
:reased production and more
:mployment.”

I have only to look at the
records as to Canada’s foreign
sxchange position. It is of the
sest if not-the best in all our
alstory, according to the record
n today's Globe and Mail, The
Financial Post states:

‘““Canadian steel-makers (and
may I say that steel is always
indicative of an economy going
ip or down) are being hard-
aressed to cope with the record
lood of orders for cold rolled
steel sheets.”

The Canadian Tmperial Bank
f Commerce states:

“One of the main sources of
strength as this year progresses
s been the substantial rise in
‘he volume of exports. . . . Per-
sonal incomes have continued
0 expand in the wake of in-
reased employment opportuni-
Jies, higheér rates of pay, and
‘evels of farm income.

Then Canadian Business had
his 1o say: 1 do not like to
ut these things on the record,
Vir, Speaker, because I know
wow honorable members oppo-
site feel, They who predicted
hat the country was going into
»ankruptcy today are compelied
o sit and to realize that their
itatements have no basis; and
hey knew they were false when
hey made them.

1 mentioned the reserve. In
oday's paper ‘The Canadian
Press carries this report:

Mr. Pickersgill: You might as
‘well have the facts right. |
Mr. Dicfenbaker: i

i I was hulfi
way between, [ said 1948, It|

started in 1947 and went lhrough:
to 1949. Now, being face to face
with them in the House of Com-
mons, on the basis of what has
taken place since then, I charge
them with an offense and say
-they were guilty of one of the
greatest election frauds in our
history. 1 refer to all of them.
They went across Canada. They
put their greed for office before
their needs expected of Cana-
‘dian citizens. Now we are able
to offer the facts. Do they quote
the London Economist any
more?

Some members:

Mr. Pearson:
glad to do so.

Mr. Diefenbaker: Even the
honorable member for Bona-
vista-Twillingate (Mr. Pickers-
-gifl) has not referred to it for
some time. What does the Lon-
don Economist say? In this
year-end edition of December,
1962, it says this:

“Canada in 1962 outstripped
every nation in the world in the
rate of economic growth.”

The honorable member for
Davenport is not here at the
moment, \

A member: He is coming now.

Mr, Diefenbaker: I am glad
he is now here. May I say that
we reached the present level
three years ahead of the target
date indicated by the Royal com-
mission headed by that honor
ahle gentleman. I am placing
the record before the House and
the country and answering that
campaign about which T shall
say no more than 1 have ilh'cady‘
said, I

Newsweek states as follows: |

“World-wide industrial expan-
sion is 7 per cent over last
year, with the United States
coming out of a recession. Can-
ada registered the top gain.”

What of these purveyors of
doom and gloom? What of the
statements they made before
the Canadian people? What does
Business Week say?

‘ Mr. Pickersgill: The Minister
of Justice in Tokyo said . . .

Mr. Diefenbaker: Oh, T know
you ridicule anything with re-
gard to Canada’s economic
growth and expansion. That is
part and parcel of the Liberal
attitude,

Mr. Pickersgill: Mr. Speaker,
1 rise on a question of privilege.

Some members: Oh, Oh.

Mr. Pickersgill: The Prime:
Minister has once more chosen.
to muake a personal reference|
to me, suggesting that I was|
ridiculing something. All T was‘
pointing out was that the Minis-|
ter of Justice in Tokyo said we,
had the highest level of unem-|
ployment in the Western world. |

"Mr. Fleming (Minister of Jus-|
tice): I rise on a question of!
privilege, Mr. Speaker. This
assertion has been made twice|
in the House.
of all by the leader of the
Opposition. I said then that I
never made any such statement
and that a report to that effect
appearing in one of the Tokyo
papers was not true. The honor-
able member for  Bonavista-
Twillingate, notwithstanding that
denial, came back and made the
same statement in this House
{ater. It was again denied. He
is raising it again now. This
4s the plainest breach of the
privileges of the House and 1
say to him that the repeated
mssertions of something that is
not true what he is saying and
what he is trying to do is das-
tardly and false.

Mr. Diefenbaker: Mr. Speaker,
if the honorable member cannot
understand that language, he
cannot understand English. 1
mentioned Business Week which
states as follows: .

“Canada chalked up the high-
est growth rate of any Atlantic
Community couniry.”

Where are these people whe
walked about in  sepulchra
tones and talked about the aw
fulness of the Canadian econ
omy? No wonder they want ar
election. Their sins are now
finding them ‘out.

No.
We should be

It was raised first!-

“Canadian reserves gained
$123,100,000 during January to &
record $2,662 million due to the
receipt of $125 million in U.S.
jollars from a Government bond
issue in New York last fall."”

Then it goes on to say this:

“Still to be repaid from the
reserves is $300 millions bor-
rowed from the International
Monetary Fund by the Govern-
ment last June when the re-
serves reached their low paint
of $1.1 billion.”

That has been the picture all
the way along. Have they learn-
ed their lesson?

A member: They will never
learn,

Mr. Diefenbaker: Mr, Speaker,
they are at it again. The honor-
able member for Davenport
(Mr. Gordon) was out West. He
said, *'Oh, things are gloomy
ahead, as [ see them."” May
say that he did not see ahead
very well. He said that our na-
tional production would not at-
tain the present level until three
years later. They are all start-
ing at that same old dirge again.
I think Mr. Winters joined in it
the other day as well. I say this,
Mr. Speaker, the same authors
and the same spokesmen are
abroad in the land again. The
propaganda trumpets are being
tuned for another doleful dirge
on this nation’s economy. Mr.
Speaker, may I say that the
people today know who  told
them the truth.

1 could go into the questions
of trade and agriculiure. As far
as trade is concerned, all of us
know the tremendous expansion
that is taking place. Every ef-
fort is being made to ensure
that for the first time in the De-
partment of Trade and Com-
merce we go out after trade in
every part of the world.

Agriculture? All you have to
do is ask the farmers: “What
about your incomes”? What did
the pegging of the dollar do?
You remember what honorable
members opposite said. They
said to the farmers: *“You are
going to lose your markets. This
is a very scrious situation.

Social Credit Leader Robert Thompson, right, and Deputy Leader
Real Caouette raise their arms and hold hands in triumph Tuesday

because during Christmas week
the old propagandist for that
party started to say to the
press: “*We will hold them up so
they will not be able to get their

estimates throu®h. We will hold!

them up so they will not get
any money and then they will
have to go to the country.” Then
the individual in question, whom
that shrug of the shoulders along
with other movements identifies,
went on to say: “They will not
get anything through; they will
not get their estimates through.”
That has been the attitude
throughout.

Social security? We want to
bring about an opportunity to
have portable pensions under
way in co-operation with the
provinces. We want an oppor-
tunity in this House to bring in
a program for a contributory
old age security plan on the
basis of survivor bencfits. It
cannot be done without an
amendment to the constitution.
In view of the opposition of one
of the provinces I feel that we
should now give consideration
to bringing about the adoption
of such a plan without survivor
benefits in order that we may
carry out that which we have
tried to, an improved and bene-
{icent social security program
under which you and I will con-
tribute during our carning years
up to a date when we become
pensionable.

In addition, the honorable
member for Red Deer (Mr.
Thompson) asked:
your further plans?”

I think that one problem that:

Prices are going to go down.”
That was repeated over and
over again, Let me say this. We
have extensive measures in
mind under the Agricultural Re-
habilitation and Development
Act, ARDA, which in the years
ahead I believe will stand as a
monument to the greatness of
the contribution of the Minister
of Agriculture (Mr. Hamilton),
a charter for the development of
rural communities and maxi-
mum utilization of the nation’s
land and resources.

1 am not going into the ques-
tion of social security except to
say this. We cannot get anything
tthrough in this House because
all the Official Opposition does
is watch the clock to be sure
nothing will pass within a rea-
sonable length of time. That has
been their attitude.

have not been boasting about it

has to be met is the question,

of urban redevelopment by
means of a program in that con-
nection. That is something that
affects almost every member of
this House. The constituency of.
the honoruble member for York-|
Scarborough (Mr. McGee)
covers an area that was farm-
land when [ was a boy and to-
day it is settied with 250,000
people. There must be co-opera-
tion with the provinces. A plan
Imust be worked out. We want
ithe opportunity to present this
kind of thing. We want to get
the legislution on the order-
paper passed. . . .

My, Fleming (Eglinton): And !
a lot more. i
* Mr. Diefenbaker: —and, as the
Minister of Justice says, a lot
more. You say: “What would
iyou do?" I ask you, what can

“What are;

cause I remember the way theiof this country, in addition to

Official  Opposition
Parliament.

sition smirks . . .
Mr. Pearson: No, smiles,

Mr. Diefenbaker: —but at the
same time he knows who it is
that is holding up legislation.
We put it before Parliament,
They hold it up. We place be-
fore you our views on defense.

Member: Which ones?
Mr. Diefenbaker:

of two weeks.
Mr. Nowlan: One week.
Mr. Diecfenbaker: Within
period of one week.

Mr. Nowlan: They are avail-

crucified
If our hands are
tied they are not tied by the
other two parties but by the
Official Opposition. They bear
the responsibility. Oh, they can
smile. The leader of the Oppo-

We will
bring in the new estimates—they
are available—within a period

what we already have on the
order paper.

The leader of the Opposition
quoted Cromwell, or rather mis-
quoted him. I say, using Crom-
well's words: Do something to
assure Canada legistation that
we will pass with your assist-
ance and which we cannot pasy
unless you co-operate,

Mr. Pearson: Who said that?

A member: Cromwell never
heard of Canada.

Mr, Pearson: Jimmy Crom-
well.

Mr. Diefenbaker: Do you
want to frustrate our program?
Certainly you do.

Do you want to prevent a
budget? They want to prevent
us, Mr. Speaker, from complet-
ing the National Development
Act, and they have done so. We

a

able today but only in one have been five years in office
language. and development in all parts of
Mr. Dicfenbaker: We will|the country has been greater

bring down a budget within four
weeks or so, I think within four

weeks.

Mr. Nowlan: By the last day

of February or before.

Mr. Dicfenbaker: By the end
of February. I thought the Op-
position wanted a budget. They
Mr.
Speaker. They are afraid of

do not want a budget,

what it will contain.
Some members: Oh, oh.
Some members: Hear, hear.

Mr. Diefenbaker: They do not
want it. Oh, they will go to the
people. Do you know what they
C They
thought 1 would recommend
dissolution and then they would
say: They denied us a budget,
‘they denied us the opportunity
lito pass legislation, they denied
‘all those things. T have put it

thought T would do?

on their doorstep now.

than under any government in
the same period. We want to
complete the National Develop-
ment Board Act. What good is
it in its present form? What are
we supposed to do? They say,
why don't you organize? How
can you organize to secure the
consideration of something that
the opposition is doing every--
thing in its power to prevent:
being enacted? They have fol-.
lowed that course,

I want to see an examinatiori
of legislation. I want to see al'l
the bills looked into carefully, 1I
do not want to take from Par -
liament the right to discuss any/
particular matter, but when yout
get the same repetitious non -
sense during the discussion of
all the bills that have been in -
troduced you can only conclude2
i that what is being is being don¢:

1 ecan undevstand their feeling.|for a purpose. They are going;
You know, they are conscience-;lo vote non-confidence to prevent
striken over what happened tojus bringing in this legislation,

the Canadian economy.

ithey say ,to prevent us bringing3

They are fearful of what willlinto effect something that ha:s

be in the budget, so they comeI
along and challenge on the same|

ibeen requested over and oveir
again, a feed policy for thee

old grounds and in the same old|eastern farmers; that is on the:

words, the

same vocabulary|order paper today.
that they used before we were

The following resolution wil l

of feed grains. My honorable
friends over in the Social-Credit
group have been asking for
something like this. It is being
placed on the order paper now,
following a full examination
that has taken place. Now, you
are asked to vote it down; to
say you do not want it. Well,
that is what the Liberals want
to achieve.

What about the western
farmer? What about the two-
price system and the distribu-
tion we have made over the
years? Are you going to turn
that down? This is what it
amounts to if you vote non-
fidence. You say to the western
farmer and the western people
that such a system should not

in office a matter of a few|appear on the order paper, to,
weeks. They do not want ajintroduce a measure to providiz|
budget. They came up with the;for the adequate supply of feecl
idea that we would use Gov-|grain for livestock in Eastern

ernor-General's Warrants

in~|Canada, for the establishment
stead of supply. We are giving,of an eastern

livestock feecl

them the chance to prevent us board: to provide for the mak -
placing the rest of our legisla-'ing of assistance payments byy

|

be adopted.

We have other matters of
legislation in the field of trade
and commerce, and so on, to ac-
celerate the cconomy. I do not
come before you to ask for your
support. I simply say this: If
you vote against us in this
house you are actually playing
into the hands of the Official
Opposition. What about the other
two parties? What about Social
Credit? Well, no part of our
policy is determined elsewhere
than by ourselves. Yesterday,
you were cajoled and pampered
by the leader of the Opposition.
1 never saw anybody smile with
such a benign look in your direc-
tion. He loves thee, but he loved
you not until yesterday.

A member: We know that.

Mr. Diefenbaker: Mr, Speak-
er, do you remember the stories
they told of the Social Credit
member immediately after the
election? I am not going to put
them on the record, but they had
you as people who were going
to Government House in order
to get their car and chauffeur
and some of you supposcdly
went to Quebec City in order to
find your office in the Legisla-
tive Building. When I heard that
stuff I said that was the same
old song as they sang in 1922
regarding the Progressives.
They told the same stories then,
but at that time they did not
have a chauffeur themselves.
This was the attitude of the
Liberal Party and has been their
attitude throughout.

Do you remember the night
of November 9 in this House
when you were held up to con-

| Let none of them say they iwe do but invoke closure and 1 !tive program before the House, board in respect of the trans-

tempt? No, they say join with
us., What for? For your benefit?

shall never adopt closure be-which is necded in every part portation, carrying and storagz'l say to my friends of the. NDP,

greater love hath no man than
the Leader of the Opposition for
.you today. When you line up to
‘prevent this legislative program,
you deny the budget for which
you have been asking. I say to
each and every une of you—I
cannnt speak to the unregener-
ate opposite because there is no
hope of salvation for them—
remember this group. I've seen
is the
same bunch who trampled on
the rights of Parliament day
after day, who destroy any ves-
tage of argument and refuse us
even the opportunity to speak.
Have they reformed? Well, Mr.|
Speaker, we saw the nature of
their reform a few days before
Christmas when, by organized
they prevented me

i

: —CP Wireph: o.
night after their party had helped to defeat the minority Progres-
sive Conservative Government in the House of Commons.

them here often. This

disorder,
from speaking in this House.
Some members: Oh, oh.

Mr. Diefenbaker: Mr. Speak-
er, the old question comes back,

can the leopard change

spots? These are the facts.
place them before you as fairly
the circum-
the
amendment about lack of lead-
ership. I ask the leader of the
Opposition, is it leadership that
in preventing
Parliament from dcaling with

as I can under

stances. They talk in

he is showing
these matters?
“‘Confusion,”
word?

who used

First he said ““I don't believe
Then he

in nuclear weapons.”

Top

that

election, thinking only of the
political consequences in our
favor, but 1 asked, “What wilt
its affect be on a rising econ-
omy in the years ahead and the;
ntonths shead, unless we get!
those things on the statute books!
that would continue the upsurge
of the economy of Canada?” I|
now ask a vote of confidence

the House. H
Some members: Hear, hear.
L. B, Pearson (leader of the

Opposition): Mr, Speaker, 1

would not intervene again in this

debate but for the remarks of
the Prime Minister, so many of
which were directed to me, and
the remarks of the House leader
last night, so many of which
vvere directed to me personally
challenging me to do this and

challenging me to say that. So 1

feel I must accept the invitation

given to me again this afternoon
in such courteous tones by the

Prime Minister, to state my

views on certain matters which

apparently he had not satisfied
himself about in my previous
intervention.

Mr. Speaker, we have heard
& passionate plea on the part of
the Prime Minister for support
from the opposition parties so
that he may remain in power,
¢0 that he may remain in power
not to complete the work but
to begin the work that he prom-
ised to do.

Some members: Hear, hear.

Mr. Pearson: The Prime Min-
ister and his friends accuse us
of being arrogant for power
when we do our duty as an
opposition taking advantage of!
every legitimate opportunity to
get rid of this Government
which has done so little for the
Canadian people. How are we
to describe the plea of the Prime
Minister speaking for a Govern-.
ment which has failed for five.
years and demanding that we,
.|give them another chance to,
bring their legislation before,
Parliament?

It reminds me of the story off
the teen-age orphan who killed|
his mother and father with am
axe and then pleaded for clem-.
ency from the judge on the
ground that he was an orphan.

It was a plea for power and ay
plea for support from those:

y

to be defeated this evening, andj
that is why he made this directy

to my left.
far as to murmur something,,

any appeal I might have made.

the country, and we shall leavee
‘1it at that.

Some members: Hear, hear.

] Mr. Pearson: But I woulg
its {like to adapt the Prime Minis;-
I |ter's quotation of preater love,,

in view of the events of the lasit
few days, to put it this way thait
perhaps greater love hath ng
man than to lay down his frieny]
for his life. 1 think, however:
that the Prime Minister — wheo

from around him—and 1 am sure
he appreciated it as [ do on thi;z
side when I am privileged to re.
ceive it—should be given thait
kind of admiration and sym.
pathy that is afforded to a sur-.

went to New York and came  geon who is conducting an op).
back and said, yes. Then he‘ermion for appendicitis on @
went to his constituency and ‘table in the ship’s palley of @

said, “I did not say yes, I was plunging ship in the midst of :a;

from all honorable members in:.

sources which are necessary to
the Prime Minister if he is nott

and definite appeal to the partiesg
Indeed he went s¢

Itrying to challenge our right tc
address our remarks to all partss
of the House, ahout greater lovee
has no man. This apparentlyy
was an attempt to underminee

I do not recall making any
great appeal. The members im
the other parties will do wha'y
they think is right and best foir

got a great deal of assistancie

pple Government

fgone to a single provincial gov-
ternment.

This is what we mean when
‘we say this Government does
not know how to conduct the
lbusiness of Parliament and the
Ibusiness of the country. ~

Then he goes on to say, ‘‘over

iton the Opposition side they [ili-

Ibuster. They stand in the way.
They  obstruct. Everything
‘would be through if it were not
Ifor them.” He ignores the fact
ithat, as I said yesterday, they
irejected every opportunity but
(one to bring supply forward last
‘autumn. And they kept Parlia-
‘ment from meeting until Sep-
‘tember 27. They have allowed
ronly one supply day this session
and we have had no reqeust for
interim supply even though the
last interim supply was exhaust-
ed on February 1. Can they
blame it on us if they managed
their business that way?

So far as taking up time is
concerned, the Prime Minister
has made some very general
accusations, in his normal way"
of making very general accusa-
tions, without supporting them
with detailed evidence which
will stand up under cxamina-
tion. Not the kind of evidence
he. brought forward the other
day when he was quoting from
a report of a statement which |8
made and from which he left
out the word “not.”” I do not
mean that kind of evidence; I
mean evidence that will stand
up under examination. )

Let us see, Mr. Speaker, what
is the record of this Parliament.
It has already been stated this
afternoon in reply to a question
addressed to the Prime Minis-
ter by my henorable friend to
my left that a good deal of
legislation has been passed,
More legislation has been passed
this session than was passed in
the last session, when the Gov-
ernment had 205 members, So
that in itself does not bear out
the accusations of complete ob-
struction. But who is doing the
talking? Who are holding things
up, if things are being held up?
Who is. responsible for exercis-
ing the time-honored right of
members of parliament to dis-
cuss legislation and proposals
before they go through? Ac-
cording to the Prime Minister
the situation is, “Let us bring
them in. Let us get them
through. That is all that mat-
ters.” He is so anxious to get
things through this House that
he will not even let us discuss
$200 milllion of taxation im-
posed by order in council. He
will not even bring that matter
before the House. That iz really
carrying  efficiency to the
maximum, ..

But in so far as those matters
which have been brought befors
the House are concerned, what
has happened?

With regard to the National
Economic Development Board, a
very important piece of legisla-
tion, on November 27, 28 and
29, five Liberals spoke, three
Progressive Conscrvatives, four
Social Crediters—four out of a
party of 30—and three New
Democratic Party members out
of 19. On the Atlantic Develop-
ment Board, a Government
measure which had the support
of the Government, which they
now claim they wanted to get
through at once and that we
were holding it up, 17 Progres-
sive Conservatives who felt it
necessary--and I do not criticize
them—to talk in favor of a meas-
ure which they alrcady support-
ed and which thcey were not
going to change. Twenty-one
Liberals spoke on that measure
and put forward amendments to
make it.a better measure, and

in favor of nuclear weapons, I :North Atlantic storm. e is cerr.|there were seven Social Credit-

would only have them until I am jtainly doing his best with thiglers and 12 New
able to get an agreement not to .weapons at his disposal and

have them.”

itn

the circumstances which hie

Mr. Speaker, T ask this House finds.

for a vote of confidence, for the |
opportunity to do the things we
want to do and have been de-
nied the opportunity of doing.
have no appeals to make but I
feel that the people of Canada
want us to complete our legis-
lative program, get our esti-
mates through, and then all of’
us will be able to say to the:
people of Canada, “We received!
a mandate, It was an uncertain.
one.”” As the honorable member’
for Red Deer (Mr. Thompson)'!
said, we are a House of minori-i
but we carried out the

ties,
mandate given to us.

We can only give the people at
chance, but before we do that!
‘do not let us risk an electior! »
{campaign now. The other day }I:¢mpted the other two Opposition
'saw the benefits of calling ar1 parties from any charge or amy! pal"pooncon.

This afternoon he made greayt
play of the fact that all the rum.
ors that have been spreading
are put out by the propagandia
machine of the Liberal Partyy,
Mr. Speaker, since when has thie
propaganda machine of the Lika.
eral Party found its headquarr-
ters in this building in the offic:e
of a Conservative cabinet mira.
ister?

Some members. Hear, heair.
‘hear.

I

,.ister went over the legislativre
proposals of+ the Governmernt
which he says only the Liberal
'Opposition are preventing frormm
being put into effect. He ex.
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icriticism of this kind. He sayss:
i“Only give us a chance amd
twe'll  get all these thing
“through.”

I One of the things he met
:tioned—and 1 will pick only nn
.because [ have not time to e
pnse the falsity of the othe
arguments and illustrations th:
* he broucht forward . . .

!

Mr. Fleming (Eglinton): Yo
. have unlimited time.

i Mr. Pearson: as one illustri
- tion of what they had been tr:
- ing to do was the matter «
t portable pensions. He said, *
> we had only had a chance w
3 could have got that measul
n through.” Well, Mr. Speake
- that was in the Speech from t}
1 Throne. A national scheme .
- portable pensions, to which th
party is committed, of cours
requires co-operation, and co
sultation and agreement wit
® the provinces. When we aske
. the question the other day as
f whether any steps had bee
- taken to get in touch with ti
s provinces in connection with th
i very important matter, -wht
r we asked for a return on th
- matter, we found that at tl
e time the question was asked n
& single comriunication h:

a
a

Mr, Pearson: The Prime Mim.!

Democratie
jParty spokesmen. When that
"hill went into committee there
ywere 49 Progressive Conserva-
'tive members who spoke on it
'without proposing any changes
whatever, but who rose to their
feet to say, ‘“‘this is a wonderful
bill. Let us get it through, so
49 of us will make speeches on
it”  On second reading, Mr,
Speaker, there were four Lib-
erals, five Progressive Conser-
vatives, two Social Credit and
three New Democratic Party
spokesmen, and on the last day,
November 20, the Conservatives
had to filibuster their own bill
in committee for an hour and a
‘half because there was no other
ibusiness ready for the House.
! Some members: Hear, hear,
Mr. Fleming (Eglinton): That
1is not true.
Some members: Oh, oh.
My honorable

|
. @ Continued on Page Ten
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friend. the Minister of Justice
(Mr. Fleming) was, I think, in
Japan and was not aware of
what was going on here.
Some members: Hear, hear.

Mr. Fleming (Eglinton): 1
was in Japan when the House
was in recess.

Mr. Pearson: He may have
been telling the Japanese people

there was no unemployment in
Canada, Then we had a supply

motion, the only supply motion
brought forward Jlast autumn
and this Government complains

that they cannot get their es-

timates through, and they

brought in one supply motion
last autumn and introduced the
estimates of one department of

Government—
Mr. Churchill: Six.

Mr. Pearson: They introduced
the estimates of one department
of Government, the Department
of Agriculture, for considera-
tion, and most of the time in
considering item No. 1 of those
estimates was taken up by the
of Agriculture (Mr.

Hamilton) himself filibustering
“his own estimates in order to

explain what he really meant ny
t
took him an hour to do it. Speak-
ing on the supply motion on Nov.
5 and Nov. 6 the Conservatives
spent 2 hours and 3 minutes
the Liberals, 2
hours and 49 minutes, the Social

Minister

something he said out West.

speaking on it;

Crediters 1 hour and 43 minutes
—which is a pretty good per-
centage of the time—and the

New Democratic Party 1 hour,

and 10 minutes.

Mr.
through

vague and general statements
and the Minister of Veterans
Affairs (Mr. Churchill) made
vague and general statements
last evening. In view of this we
will just look into the facts and
try to get the truth, which is a
very important thing to do in
these situations, The budget
resolutions last autumn took up
eight days, including four short
days, in committee of ways and
means.

On those discussions—and they
were very important discussions
on the economic state of the
nation—in the budget debate
without a budget, as we called
it, the Liberals spent six hours

and 44 minutes analyzing the

cconomy and the Government's
proposals, if they had any, to
deal with the state of the
ecconomy, the Social Credit
Party spent six hours and 19
minutes; the Progressive Con-
servatives three hours and 36

minutes, and the New Demo-

cratic Party three hours and 49
minutes. With regard to the
debate on the address, the Con-
servatives spent 14 hours and
31 minutes; and we spent 14
hours and 31 minutes. On the
resolution in connection with
the farm loan bill, a bill which

was so important and so per-
fect that no change could be
made to it, all we had to do
was get it through the House
the Progressive Con-

at once,
servatives—that was a bill they|

were supporting and which they|

did not want to change—all they

wanted to do was praise it, not
change it—spent two hours and
48 minutes praising it, while it
tonk the Liberals two hours and

26 minutes to try to make it a
better bill.

* Mr. Speaker, that is the rec-
ord. That is the evidénce to
support the record. If, in the
face of that record, the Prime
and his Government
want to go to the country on
the charge of obstruction, as
they tried to do last June, that

Minister

is perfectly all right with us,
Some members:

Mr. Pearson: The

is following his usual practice
of manufacturing straw men of
enormous size so that they will
be much more impressive when
he knocks them down. He
accused us last year of prophe-
sying doom and gloom in the

Speaker, T want to go
the evidence because
the Prime Minister made these

Hear, hear.

Prime
Minister made great play this
afternoon on the improvements
in the economy and he pro-
duced evidence to support his
statement that there has been
an encouraging improvement in
the economy in recent months,

The Prime Minister, of course,

the campaign.

Mr. Pearson: If the Prime

make in a few hours which
remained after the budget be
fore dissolution, he will find that
my criticism at that time of

the
Fleming), was that he had been
a little too pessimistic in his

economy during
year. We thought it would. ke
rather better than the predic-
tion the Minister of Finance had
made.

Mr. Fleming (Eglinton): You
cannot support that.

Mr. Pearson: The Prime Min-
ister has talked about greed for
office. I would remind the right
honorable gentleman that his
Government, in its determina-
tion to call an election at a time
they thought it would be best
for them in order to hold on to
office—and 1 am not complain-
ing about that—called an elec-
tion a year ago one year belore
they needed to do so. They
called that election without the
budget having been discussed.
They called that election know-
ing a financial crisis was ap-
proaching, and the evidence
which has been submitted to

this to have been so beyond a
shadow of a doubt,

‘Mr. Diefenbaker: That state-
ment is false,

Minister would bother to look|:
at the. speech 1 was able tol”

the Minister of Finance, now|-
Minister of Justice (Mr.|.

calculations with respect to the|; "
the currentj

Parliament this session proves|'

Mr. Pearson: They called an!
clection in these circumstances,
hoping they could get through:
it before the financial crisis oc-
curred in a way which would
require devaluation of the dol-
lar during the election period.
Unfortunately, the Govern-
ment's calculations were wrong.
The financial crisis developed
more quickly than they had
hoped and they had to devalue
the dollar under pressure in
the middle of an election, in
crisis conditions, In spite of
devaluation the financial crisis
got worse and worse until we
reached the situation which con-
fronted the Government the day
after election. What did they
do then to get Canada out of
that really critical difficulty?

which has becn going on for so
long in defense, now repeats
what he tried to convince us was
the situation a week or so ago,
namely, that there have been
two recent developments which
require further delay. He re.
ferred this afternoon, .ence
egain, to the NATO Council
meeting in Ottawa in May—and
we shall be very glad indeed to
welcome that NATO Council to
Ottawa in May—and the Nassau
declaration, the declaration by
the President of the United
States and the Prime Minister
of the United Kingdom. Our
Prime Minister said this after.
noon once again that this decla-
ration places our role in NATO
and in continental defense in
some doubt—that it may be
changed. It is strange indeed
that one of the parties to that
declaration, the United States
itself, denies that any such re-
sult will flow from that declara-
tion. I should not have to say
anything more about this, be-
cause the Minister of. National
Defense took that view last
night and he ought to know.
So [ar as the later meeting is
concerned, are we now in a posi-
tion in this country when the
re-examination, reconsideration
and renegotiation, if you like,
of our defense policy is to be
made in May of 1963 at a NATO
Council meeting in Ottawa with-
out this Parliament knowing

—CP Wirephoto.

Mr. Pearson: A confident smile.

tempted to throw some light
linto dark corners. But he did
Inot succeed in any way, shape
tor form in reconciling the dif-
ferences which are now out in
ithe open and obvious between
himself and the former min-
Jister of national defense.

Those differences were made
‘very clear last night by the
iminister when he appeared be-
{fore a television press confer-
ence, I may add that the stand
itaken by the former minister
last night can hardly be at-
‘tributed to the Liberal propa-
_ganda machine.

Then, appurently in an at-
itempt to justify his own posi-

They went down to Wushingtnn,
and saw those people in Wash-!
ington and New York. lhey;
sent their experts across the
border to say: We arc in trouble,
Will you help us out to the ex-
tent of one billion United States
dollars?

The Prime Minister had a

He was somewhat harsh with
me because I had not said any-
thing on delense in my state-
ment yesterday, although 1 did,
I believe, spend some 25 or 30
minutes on the subject of de-
fense, using it as an illustration
in support of the amendment
we were moving that the Gov-
ernment, as a result of its inde-)
cisive, weak and contradictory!
policies, is incapable of handling!
the nation’s business. Defense
was a good illustration of that
contention. But the Prime Min-
ister wants some more categori-
ical statements from this side as|
ito our defense policy even,
though he, as the head of aGov-|
ernment, refuses to tell us what}
his defensc policy is. There
seems to be no way at all by
which we can force this Govern-
ment to undertake its primary
responsibility of telling this
House and the people what
exactly its policy is in national
defense at the present time.
They just will not do it. They
are drifting along hoping for the
best and hoping they can con-
tinue to drift until after the day
of the election—and that is not

good deal to say about defense.|:

going to be far ahead now.

This afternoon the Prime Min. .
ister did not have anyhody else|
to clarify or interpret his re-|
marks, so he attempted to do’
that himself. He attempted to!
clarify—1 think the word hei
used was simplify—his earlier!
stand. |

His earlier stand certainlyl
needs both simplification and;

budget debate.

clarification,

But I dely dny|

one to get either simplification!

or clarification or, indeed,

in-

lelligcncc from the Prime Min-i
ister’'s statement today as tol
what the defense policy of (th

Government is. He

around a good deal.

rambled’
He al-|

‘tion in this matter, whatever
ithat may be, the Prime Min-
iister struck a blow for civilian,
rcontrol of defense policy. It
should nol be necessary to re-
peat in this House or in any

democratic  assembly  in

sovereign state that uvtlmn
control of mifitary and defense!
policy is essential. It has been
so in our country. It will con-
tinue to be so as well as, I
hope, in all free countries,

As the Prime Minister said
this afternoon—I think I am
quoting him correctly—the busi-
ness of defense is too serious to
be left to the generals. Presum-
ably it requires civilians. But
the former minister of national
defense had something to say
about that last night in his tele-
vision broadcast. He indicated
Ithat the business of defense is
also too serious to be left to!

thing about it and who are not
experts in it.

Then the Prime Minister, in
order to justify this Govern.
ment's policy of drift and delay

people who do not know any-

‘tavrnt turning the Government
‘out. The members of this group
‘| made it abundantly clear before
‘| Parliament met and after it as-

ithat we were here to support

.|opinion would grapple success-

}jCanada. We recognized then, as

anything at all about the pro-
posals the Government is plac.
ing before that council?

Mr. T. C. Douglas (Burnaby-
Cogquitlam): Mr. Speaker, this is
la momentous debate in what
aimay be the dying hours of this
{Parliament. We have listened
ithis afternoon to statements
iboth by the Prime Minister (Mr.
Diefenbaker) and the leader of
the Official Opposition (Mr.
Pearson) and I have no inten-
tion of getting into this con-
troversy of the pot calling the
kettle black. I have always felt
that to be led down the garden
path by either a Liberal or &
Conservative would add nothing
to one’s pristine purity. In a no-
confidence motion a party with
a small representation in this
House naturally faces certain
difficulties, because while we
may not approve of the Govern-
iment, on the other hand a vote,
against the Government would
‘be interpreted in some quarters,
-as being in support of the Offi-
|cial Opposition,

A member: Heaven forbid.

Mr. Douglas: A group like
ours has considerable difficulty,
of course, in getting its views
before the public because if
there is one thing the Prime
Minister said this afternoon with
which I agree, it is the fact
that in recent weeks the press,
radio and television of this
jcountry have certainly been
playing a song closely akin to
the desires and wishes of the
Liberal Party in Canada.
| Some members: Hear, hear.
i Mr. Douglas: The points of
view expressed by other groups
‘have, in many cases, been very
! successfully silenced. We in this
jgroup ever since June 18 last
have refused to take a destruc-
tive attitude with reference to
public affairs. Even before this
Parliament was convened the
leader of the Opposition was
calling upon all the groups to
pledge themselves to voting no
confidence in the Government,

Some members: Shame.

Mr. Douglas: Even before
Parliament had mel. .

Mr. McCleave: Irresponsible.
| Mr. Douglas: — every news-
ipaper, every radio and tele-
vision station was telephoning
members-elect and asking them
what they were going to do

sembled that we were not here
just to turn the Government out;
any legislation which in our
“fully with the national and inter-
national problems confronting

we do now, that Canada faces a

= -CP Wircphoto.,

Mr. Diefenbaker: Defeated.

this nation’s economy. I do not
need to elaborate on that subject
because, fortunately, in the last
12 months everyone has ap-
parently become converted to
the idea of economic planning.
But all we have had to date
from the Government is the
prospect of four boards, com-
posed, for the most part, of part-
time members meeting periodic-
ally in Ottawa; four boards re-
jporting to four separate mir-
isters without machinery for co-
ordinating their efforts or their
plans. In many cases their terms
wof reference overlap and, above
all, no provision has been made

for a national economic dcvelopJ

ment fund without which. these’
four boards are simply groups
of men holding little meetings!
in the corner.

We are still Taced with serious
unemployment. The Prime Min-
ister talked this afternoon about
the growth in the Gross National
Product but the fact remains
that this growth has not been
accompanied by a corresponding
increase in employment. Un-
employment continues to be a
source of serious anxiety, The
Speech from the Throne talks
about providing 1,000,000 jobs
over five years. I have not seen
anything.

In legislation which indicates
haw these million jobs are to
be created. and if we do create
them this would only take care
of the young people leaving our
universities, schools and techni-

X sevious situation.
|< As to the international mone-|
s tury exchange crisis of last Junc, |
,xlet me say that in spite of the(
|P| ime Minister's optimistic
'=mlemcnt this afternoon I ami
'Irot convinced it has entirely!
‘disappeared. There is the sub-[
‘ject of economic growth and:
‘l.ncmploymcnt There are (he‘
'ldifficulties facing agriculture;
=thc fact that we lag far behind
‘oxhex countries in health and!
 welfare programs. There is the!
'necd Tor trade policies in the)
‘light of changing trade pattern|
‘thmu"houl the world. We said’
iithat all these things demand'
-raggressive action and dynamic]
leadership. We said we were.
. prepared to support the Govern-
v ment if they produced " those’
. hings and that we would vote
) against them if they failed to do
'su. Our votes have not been
motivated either by a desire to
_set the Government out, or,
., God forbid, by a desire to ;,cl
lhc Liberals in.
But I submit, Mr. .Spcuker.
.- that this Parliament, having sat:
.ihmce Sept. 27, because of the:
mchnsweness of the Govern-i
‘ment and also, 1 think, as a'
'1 result of a good deal of obstruc-:
ition by the Official Opposition, ;
l this Parliament has been re-
. duced to a state of such im-
j potence that the only answer.
_how is to give the people of
Canada an opportunity to go to
I the polls.

+ Let me just mennon a few
things we had hoped might be
- done during this session. We had
t-hoped the Government would!
(arapple with the need to plan’

cal colieges to enter the labor
market during that five-year
period. We should still have to
make provision for the half-
million or so who are presently
unemployed in addition to those
who are displaced as a result
of modern technology and
automation.

The matter of trade is to the
fore. 1 am convinced that,
Britain’s application to the
European Common Market hav-
ing been rejected, this country
will find itself facing circum-
stances whose difficulty we have
not yet begun fully to appreciate,

I would have expected that
during the past four or five
. months the Government would
i have put forward some iden
about the development of our
trading program in the light of
such events as the emergence
of the European Common Mar-
ket, the United States trade
expansion legislation in order
that Canada, one of the great
exporting nations, might have
some part in this trade revival
and this changing trade pattern
all over the world. But we have
had no statement other than
that there is to be a ministerial
meeting of GATT.

The subject of medicare is lo
the fore in every province in
Canada. The Government an-
nounced the appointment in De-
cember, 1960, and we ave told
the commission is to report
some time in June or July of
this year. That is a long period
of inaction. As a matter of fact,
since the provision of health
services lies within provincial
jurisdiction the Federal Govern-
ment had all the information it
needed in order to pass the kind
of enabling legislation which
would enable Parliament to pay
sums of money to any province
which wanted to set up a medi-
cal care insurance plan, and
feave it to the individual prov-
ince concerned to determine the
iconditions and the type of plan
Ht was ready to offer.

1 submit the appointment of
the commission has been merely
a stall to avoid the necessity of
{acing this issue.

Action is needed with regard
to agriculture. We have been
told this afternoon that the east.
ern farmers are to have feec
grain. We are told there is tc
be a two-price system for wheat
These proposals are certainly
not before us at the presenl
time and nothing has been sug
gested as a remedy for one of
the main complaints of agricul:
turists in this country, namely
that all across Canada farmers
of every kind find costs increas
ling while, on the average, the
‘pnccs they receive are going
‘down.

i I see your honor getting 2

{little restless and 1 would there
ifore suggest we call it sb
‘0'clock,

i At six o'clock the House took
recess.
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