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The hon. member mentioned the throne speech and forests. As
he knows the forestry industry comes under provincial jurisdic-
tion. There are many members in our caucus who believe as
firmly as I do that we should have federal forestry agreements as
we have had in the past.

We have treated our forest resources very roughly and have
not managed them well. One thing that must happen from here in
is the planting of trees. We have some very good institutions that
develop forest trees. The expertise is there and it is a way to
produce jobs. We can get people to prepare our forests for the
future. We need to take an overall look at our natural resources.
We also need to deal with the provinces on many of them.

That is why in our red book during the election period, and
every day the government will be sitting here, we put a great
deal of emphasis on federal-provincial relations. It is going to
be very important if we are to produce jobs for Canadians and to
have a good rapport with governments of whatever stripe in
whatever province so that we can work with them in protecting
natural resources such as forestry, as the hon. member men-
tioned, and build a protection for agriculture, even though
Canada was the only country at the GATT discussions that
believed in supply management. It is the only one left of the 117.

We cannot very well sign an agreement with ourselves.
Canada is the only one left that believes in it. The only way to go
is with high tariffs to protect our supply management system.
We attempted to do that. By and large a pretty good deal came
out of it. Also the other sectors of the economy affected by the
GATT agreement will be big pluses for the country.

I will certainly be glad any time to have a discussion with the
hon. gentleman. I am sure we will find a common basis for
friendship and serious discussion. I invite him to do that. We
will learn to love this place after a while because we will know
we are trying to do things for Canadians, that we =+« trying to do
things for the people who sent us to Ottawa.

I have known people in years past whose grez aim was to
get on the front page of the newspaper and on t¢ sion every
night of the week, but they did not come back ver: - ‘ien after the
next election. They spent so much time promotiig themselves
that they forgot who sent them to Ottawa to work on their behalf.

I welcome the hon. gentleman in private conversation.
®(1950)

Mr. Jean H. Leroux (Shefford): Mr. Speaker, I listened to
what the hon. gentleman had tosay and I have to tell those in this
House that I was moved by his nationalism and I was deeply
moved by the way he sees his country, Canada. I must say that
this part of the world is indeed a place where it is good to live
and where there are many opportunities. Canada has always
been a democratic country.

However, I think it is time now for Canadians all across the
country to realize that we must go forward and that Quebecers
must now have their own way.

As I said before, I agree with everything the gentleman said
about our part of the world. Let us now think of the possibility of
living side by side in harmony. I think that is possible. That is
why I am now in this House with my colleagues from Quebec
and other parts of Canada, to take a stand and make a decision
for the future, perhaps the best decision for Canada and Quebec.

[Translation)

Mr. Gauthier (Roberval): Mr. Speaker, in view of the time,
may I get immediately unanimous consent from the House, as
required by our Standing Orders, to speak a couple minutes after
the time when the House usually adjourns?

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Kilger): The House has heard the
member for Roberval. Is there unanimous consent for him to go
beyond the normal time limit for the sitting of the House?

[English]
Some hon. members: Agreed.

Mr. Gauthier (Roberval): Mr. Speaker, thank you very
much. In the spirit of the new Parliament—

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Kilger): Excuse me. I apologize
for not appropriately recognizing the member. The hon. member
for Regina—Lumsden, please.

Mr. Solomon: Mr. Speaker, with respect to the request for
unanimous consent, in the spirit of co-operation in the new
Parliament and on behalf of the New Democratic Party mem-
bers, I would be pleased to provide consent from this part of the
House.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Kilger): There is unanimous
consent.

[Translation]

Mr. Michel Gauthier (Roberval): First of all, Mr. Speaker, 1
wish to thank all my colleagues for giving unanimous consent so
that my first speech before the House will not be interrupted.

It is always extremely intimidating for a new member to speak
for the first time before an assembly such as ours, which is a
product of democracy. I shall be as brief as possible, in keeping
with the spirit of our standing orders.

We are just out of an electoral campaign that took us to every
corner of our ridings. I do not know a single member of this
House, from one side or the other, who did not listen closely to
his or her constituents during that period.

A period when—and that is one of the main virtues of
democracy—the voters, our constituents were able to make
themselves heard.




