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denied to members of this house prior to their
being called upon to decide on the principle of
a bill. As I have said, there is no other source
from which we can obtain this necessary
information except from the minister and his
advisers. The only place in which we can
obtain this information from his advisers is in
the committee, when they are called before it
as witnesses. We reject outright this kind of
arrogance, and we demand we be given the
information to which we, as representatives
of the people of Canada, have a right before
we are asked to vote on the principle of a
bill-a principle based on the information, for
which we are asking.

Now, Mr. Chairman, the principle of this
bill is a very important one; that is, either
unification is good or bad according to wheth-
er it will improve or reduce the effectiveness
of the Canadian armed forces. How can any-
one decide whether unification will improve
or reduce the effectiveness of the armed
forces until we are given the information
concerning how it is intended to be brought
in; what it will do; and what it will not do.
Until we have the details which we need, it is
absolutely impossible for us to make an intel-
ligent decision.

We can only be sure whether unification is
good in principle or bad in principle after the
minister and his advisers give us the informa-
tion we, as representatives in this parliament
of the people of this country, have a right to
request. The only explanation any of us on
this side of the house can find for the minis-
ter's refusal to make the information available
by calling together the committee and letting
us hear the witnesses before we make our
decision on second reading, is that this minis-
ter and this government are afraid that the
minister's advisers, under cross-examination
by the members of the committee, will dem-
onstrate clearly that unification is imprac-
tical, is costly, and will reduce, rather than
improve, the effectiveness of our armed
forces. If this were not so, Mr. Chairman, this
minister, who does not shy away from good
publicity, would be the first to call together
the committee so that he could surround him-
self with a little more of the aura of greatness
which he so desires at this particular time and
which he feels is so important to him during
the next twelve months. I do not need to go
into that any more deeply than I have. I think
it is obvious to all of us what I am talking
about.

The only way in which we have been able
to obtain information is by discussing this
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matter with active service personnel. Let us
forget the people who have retired, for the
moment. Most of us have been able to discuss
this matter with active personnel, in all parts
of this country, and in all services. We have
been able in this way to gather a fair amount
of information concerning how this matter of
unification is progressing. Therefore I suggest
that we examine for a moment the facts as we
find them. We might start by differentiat-
ing-and this is something about which the
public seems to have been strangely mis-
led-between unification and integration.
Integration is something which has been going
on in the Canadian armed forces for at least
25 years. Those who were in the last world
war know very well that this was the basis of
the combined operations in world war IL.
Integration is the combining together of the
three services to form a more effective
fighting team, although leaving those three
services with their separate indentities.
* (4:10 p.m.)

This unification process has been proceed-
ing for the past 25 years. It is not something
that this minister of this government started;
it has been going along and improving steadi-
ly over that period. I believe, as I think we all
do, that it can be improved even more. Inte-
gration should proceed to the highest possible
degree, but let me make it clear that integra-
tion is something quite different from unifica-
tion. Unification is simply no more or no less
than the loss of identity of our three armed
forces by the adoption of a common uniform,
a common name, and a common rank struc-
ture with the resultant complete disregard for
the history, traditions and pride of our armed
services which have meant so much to this
country, and will mean so much in the future.
If these things are left alone, these services
will be able to carry on the excellent job they
performed in the past during two world wars
and the Korean operation.

This minister, for reasons best known to
himself, has decided to mutilate our armed
forces and change them into something of
which he alone knows the form. What are the
benefits that are claimed will be brought
about by unification? The principal one is that
it will be easy to transfer men from one
service to another if casualties or other rea-
sons make that desirable. With the high de-
gree of complexity which exists in our mod-
ern weapons systems, it is essential that a
man today be trained in a specialty. It is
impossible to transfer a man from one service
to another without a great waste of time and
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