
Mr. Barnei: Would the hon. member per-
mit a question. Would he be prepared ta
give his assurance ta the house that if the
Prime Minister does came in and make a
speech an the flag we can then proceed ta
have a vote on the flag cammittee's repart?

Mr. Coales: I thank the han. member for
glving me this degree of contrai aver the
Progressive Canservative party, which al-
lows me ta make decisions for every mem-
ber therein. Unfortunately I am not; in a
position ta have that type of contrai; nar
do I want it. As a matter of fact, I believe
that the action of the members of this party,
foliowîng a definitive explanation by the gov-
erument as ta what it will do about the new
,flag once a vote has taken place on this mo-
tion, will indicate the position taken by this
party i respect of the expected order in
coundil. A vote having taken place ln respect
of the motion naw bef are us will lead ta
some recommendation being made ta the
other place. One must hope that the hanaur-
able gentlemen of that place wili have some
consideratian for the feelings, as they have
been expressed, of the people of this country.
Surely no responsibie government wauld wish
ta shirk its responsibility in this regard.

Is it taa much ta ask the Prime Minister
ta indicate ta this nation why he feels there
should be a new and distinctive Canadian
flag? After ail, hie is the man wha has placed
this House of Commans in the position where
it has been for manths, considering this ques-
tion. Surely we can expect that the Prime
Minister will stand and abide by a vote an
the recammendation of the speciai commit-
tee on a Canadian flag, yet we have heard
littie or nathing from his supporters about
that recammendatian. Surely it is time that
we shauld hear fram the treasury benches
as ta how they feel about a distinctive and
different Canadian flag. Sureiy we should
hear from thase individuais who voted for
this prapased design in the committee and
prapased the committee repart now bef are
us. Sureiy this is the time when we should
hear from. the ministers of the crown, who
are responsîbie for the direction of this
country. What can we expect fromn this gav-
ernment in the way of direction? Surely they
consider themseives responsibie ta the peopie
of Canada.

The government which naw proposes that
we adopt this fiag is the saine governiment
which proposed last June that we adopt the
flag with the three mapie leaf design. At
that time the suggestion was made that that

Canadian FLag
design was the one most acceptable ta Cana-
dian people. That was the gavernment's state-
ment. They have now changed their minds.
If they find they must change their minds,
and they are flot sure, as is obvious, whieh
fiag is the flag ta be adopted by this nation,
surely they must realize that the people of
this country should be given a choice.

The government naw urglng the adoption
of the flag, as set out in the motion we are
now discussing, is the saine government which
has changed its mind about the flag and
about the time the flag must be adopted.
Their argument seems ta be that we should
adopt the flag advocated by the majority of
their members.

As a resuit of this attitude we have been
subi ected to, a tortuous debate. We have been
held responsible for this debate because we
will not agree that the presently proposed
design, recommended by the committee, is
the most acceptable ta the people of Canada.
We do flot intend ta allow the House of Com-
mons ta be placed in a position of voting
for or against something which is favoured
only by the Prime Minister, the Minister of
Justice, the Minister of Citizenship and Im-
migration and others who occupy government
benches. Those gentlemen feel that the pro-
posed design la the one acceptable in this
country. Those are the saine ministers who
favoured and supported the three red maple
leaves design as presented by the Prime
Minister. Perhaps they were impressed wîth
that design because it was proffered by the
Prime Minister.

Mr. Speaker, we are anxious ta hear framn
the Prime Minister and his supporters as
ta their feelings in support of the flag pro-
posed by the cammittee report now before
us for concurrence. I am sure they could
satisfy their desires at an earlier date if
they produce answers ta the many questions
which have been asked. Surely they cannot
expect overwhelming support for their pro-
posai, or any support at ail, when they, at
the samne time, continue their attitude of
campiete silence, which has been apparent
since the committee's recammendation was
presented ta this house.

Mr. E. Nasserden (Rosthern): Mr. Speaker,
my first words must be in reference ta the
fact that we have nat heard from the Prime
Minister (Mr. Pearson) about this report fromn
the flag committee, which was set up by this
House of Commons. This is nat; a majority
report, ia view of the fact that aimost one
third of the members voted against it. It la
very strange, indeed, that the Prime Minister
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