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receive full and frank discussion. But this bas not been the
case and I tbink it illustrates some partisansbip of one
kind or anotber.

Government members of parliament and also the minis-
ter hint at some new plan wbicb. migbt supersede the
legislation being pbased out, Mr. Speaker. But it is only a
bint. As tbe rigbt bon. member for Prince Albert pointed
out, tbe minister is strangely silent wben tbis subject is
brought forward. Tbere bave been some innuendos an bis
part and on tbe part of others, but we bave bad notbing of
a cancrete nature.

Tbe f irst part of the motion asks tbe minister ta review
the terminal date of the VLA and ta report back ta tbe
House in 15 days. We still bope tbat witbin tbat 15 days he
will came ta bis senses and beed wbat bas been said in this
debate. If be does, be will wipe out the deadline af March
31, 1975, and while be is at it be will repeal section 3 of tbe
Veterans' Land Act wbicb sets up tbe Octaber 31, 1968,
deadline for qualification.

I am going to repeat wbat otbers bave said, but being
repetitive seems ta be tbe only way tbat we will get tbe
government to apprecîate aur strong feelings in tbis
matter. I tbink repetition also serves to empbasize tbe
validity of aur arguments. I tbink we alsa want ta assist
the minister in canvincing bis colleagues in cabinet and
those others wbo sit on the government side tbat tbis is a
fit and praper course for bim ta take.

Attention bas been drawn by ather bon. members ta tbe
f act that we are debating tbis matter on the eve of Remem-
brance Day. We bave just passed tbraugb committee, pre-
paratary ta tbird reading in tbe House, a bill ta amend the
War Veterans Allowance Act ta give generous increases ta
veterans. Tbat, I suggest, is a symbolic wreatb wbicb we
may lay on the cenotapbs of remembrance across this land.
But just as surely as that is a symbalîc tribute ta thase
who died-and war veterans allowance is a tribute ta
those who are still living-it must also be a black mark on
the Department of Veterans Affairs and on tbe gavern-
ment if tbey permit the Veterans' Land Act ta go by the
boards.
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I plead witb tbe minister ta reconsider tbe suggestion ta
refurbîsh and update the VLA wbich bas meant so mucb
ta so many people and, if be will not, I would urge bim ta
introduce a suitable bousing pragram. If be stood in bis
place now and indicated that be was about ta make tbis
announcement, I wauld sit down, and I am sure tbat ai,
hon. members would be silent and await witb interest
wbat the minister bad ta say.

No one can deny tbe benef its of tbe VLA wbich bas been
in effect for approximately 30 years. We listened ta a long
discourse in tbis regard by the bon. member for Toronto-
Lakesbore (Mr. Robinson). Many full time farmers bave
been establisbed on tbe land, and a great number of others
bave benef ited.

I personally bave benefited under this legislation s0 I
can speak from experience about tbe great wark tbat bas
been done for veterans in this area. Tbese benefits bave
been provided ta full-time farmers as well as ta f ishermen,
those witb small holdings and s0 on. I do not tbink I need
detail that.

Veterans Affairs
At this point I should pay tribute to the efficiency of

members of the Department of Veterans Affairs, and par-
ticularly those who have worked under the Veterans'
Land Act. I pay tribute ta tbem ail for the way in which
the act has been administered. I wouid pay tribute as well
ta the past and present directors, and ta those f ield men
wha were of such great assistance ta the veterans over the
years.

Let me follow somewhat along the line taken by the
right hon, gentleman for Prince Albert in trying ta analyse
the thinking of a gavernment wbicb wauld cantemplate
doing wbat it intends ta do in pbasing out the Veterans'
Land Act. Obviously the minister bas been advised in this
regard by the officiais of bis own department. I am sure
their opinions are based on statistics only. Tbe point was
well made yesterday by tbe bon. member for Malpeque
(Mr. MacLean) that more important tban statistics are
individual persons wbose liveliboods will be affected and
wbose very appartunity for advancement will be curtailed
if we neglect tbe buman factor.

Tbe flow of letters across members' desks from people
objecting ta the pbasing out of this act, and asking if we
are in a position to do something ta persuade tbe govern-
ment ta do otberwise, indicates ta me the personal nature
of tbis tbing and bow tbese people f eel about it. Let us nat
be swayed by statistics.

One argument being used by officiais ta convince tbe
minister is tbat administration costs are too bigb. Let me
point out tbat the staff is already in place and
experienced. This is a good group of men wbo know more
about settling people on tbe land than perbaps any otber
single group in tbe country. Surely cost is not a factor.
Martgage money cames from a revolving fund constantly
being replenisbed by tbe repayment of boans by veterans.
Surely cost is nat a good reason f or these people ta take
this view.

Some suggest that there are nat sufficient numbers of
veterans interested in tbis act. For gaodness sake, some
150,000 veterans establisbed eligibility, and 100,000 wiil be
affected if tbe act is cut off. Let me read wbat was said by
tbe Director Generai of tbe Veterans' Land Act wben be
appeared just last week before tbe Standing Committee on
Veterans Affairs. I quate from page 2:28 of the proceedings
of tbat committee on October 22:

Mr. Chairman, we have had approximately 2,000 loan applications for
new settlernent-

Surely tbe need is there. The reason for pbasing this out
cannot be tbat insuf ficient numbers of veterans are apply-
ing. If tbere is in fact some element of trutb in that
suggestion let us consider wby tbere is not a sufficient
number of veterans coming forward. To begin witb, many
veterans were simply unaware of tbe Octaber, 1968, dead-
line. They were not members of veterans' graups of any
kind, the Legion, tbe Army, Navy and Air Farce Veterans,
or wbat bave you. Tbey did nat read tbeir magazines and
did nat see tbe supplements in the newspaper. I suggest
tbey did nat realize tbe finality of tbe deadline.

Otber people feit tbeir way of if e was good and suffi-
vient for tbe rest of tbeir lives, and tbere was no reason f or
tbem ta apply. We bave bad many letters fram individuals,
ail of wbicb would suggest tbat conditions bave cbanged.
Let me read fram one of tbose letters as follows:
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