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The Address

most of my notes. Therefore, what I am going to say tonight is 
from the heart. That is not to say that my notes were not.

When we think of what it took in human work and human 
effort, in negotiation and flexibility of human nature to get this 
nation of Canada where it is today, I think all of us in this House 
and indeed across this country should exercise that flexibility 
and make up our minds that there is a bridge that can be built 
between human beings as well as across a river. Mental bridges 
or regional bridges in Canada, whether it be east, west, central 
Canada, Ontario, Quebec or Atlantic Canada versus central 
Canada, or whatever, are part of the uniqueness of this nation. 
As we start off this 35th Parliament it is very important that 
realize and think about where we are going.

At the outset I want to say that I cannot in any way express my 
feelings in words as firmly and as sincerely as I would like. No 
matter where I am in Canada, I feel at home. I hope there is not 
another Canadian from sea to sea to sea who does not feel the 
same way.

Miss Grey: Madam Speaker, in the time we have remaining 
let me thank my friend from Glengarry—Prescott—Russell for 
his comments and make mention briefly of free votes.

There is a great possibility that would open it up to the 
lobbyists so let us make sure, as my hon. friend said, that we 
tighten up some of the regulations. Maybe we should go one step 
further and not give government funding to lobby groups. We 
might be surprised how the number falls off if such a thing 
happened.

The member and I also appeared on a TV show some time last 
year about the pensions of members of Parliament and 
disagreed on that as well. I somehow think my side might win in 
that regard, being with the Canadian public. Nonetheless I 
respect his view.

Regarding recall it is easy to say: “My people sent me here. I 
am doing what I am doing because they gave me a mandate”. Let 
us remember the reason we are here is three-pronged. First of 
all, is the mandate theory that I am here to do what I think is best. 
Second, is the delegation model where people would say: “Go 
do what you like. We put our faith in you and we will see you 
again at election time”. Probably the healthiest of all three 
would be the idea of trusteeship: “You as constituents put faith 
in me as your member of Parliament. I will go and do the best job 
I can do, but I will make sure that I continue from time to time to 
get a reading in the riding. I would be the trustee”. That does not 
mean I could disappear to Ottawa and say: “They gave me the 
mandate so I can do as I please”.

We need to be very careful in that regard. It is important 
put our faith in the common sense of the people who voted for us 
and say that member of Parliament recall is something. If I lay 
that open and lay myself open in front of my constituents it 
seems to ease the tension and they see that at least we are 
willing.

we we

Whenever I am speaking to development groups, whether 
they be chambers of commerce or municipal councils or county 
or regional councils or whatever, I always impress upon them 
the importance of smiling to people on the street and saying 
hello. It is very important to welcome people to your communi
ty. You can do that by breaking the ice.

I believe there is an element developing in Canada where 
there is a coolness in one part of the country to people in the 
other. First of all we must remember that our ancestors put this 
nation together. They put it together through hard work and 
determination. Can anyone imagine the work it took to put the 
first railroad across this great nation of ours and why it was 
done? It was done to weld this country together economically 
and, hopefully, socially.

I have the immigration figures here for Canada from 1852 to 
1972. It spells a story of immigration to western Canada. It 
spells the early days of immigration to—I do not call it central 
Canada, I call it by the names of the provinces—Ontario, 
Quebec and Atlantic Canada. We have some great heritage in 
this country, not only in physical objects but in messages, 
philosophies and mentalities that have been passed on to us 
through generations.

we

• (1920)

Mr. Leonard Hopkins (Renfrew—Nipissing—Pembroke): 
Madam Speaker, I want to congratulate the hon. member for 
Lachine—Lac-Saint Louis for his excellent speech this after- 

and also the hon. member for Beaver River, who I can say 
is a very kind person. She wrote me an excellent letter last 
winter when I was in the hospital, as many members on both 
sides of this House did. I appreciate that very much.

Madam Speaker, I want to congratulate you on taking the 
chair. I think it becomes you very well. I will likely have an 
opportunity to congratulate the Speaker in person. I would also 
like to congratulate the other two officers of the chair.

noon

• (1925)

I listened to the hon. leader of the Reform Party this after
noon. He had some particular views because he comes from 
another region of the country. I respect those views. I respect 

of the views that have been put forward by the opposition. 
I cannot say that I go along with them, but they have the right to 
state them in this institution or anywhere in this country. We 
have to get down to a good, honest, in-depth debate on this 
nation. We cannot have an ongoing debate in a country as to

some

When I was sitting here this afternoon listening to the debate 
on whether we are going to separate this country or whether we 

not, I found it rather depressing. As a result I threw awayare


