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days and continue to beat faster today at the
sound and sight of the words “Expo ’67”.
Even the name was new and Canadian.
Surely, there must have been few, particular-
ly among Members of Parliament, at the time
the planning for Expo first began, who did
not expect it would cost money to finish the
job properly—more money than was original-
ly anticipated.

® (5:30 pm.)

It was a gigantic undertaking which lay
before the creators of the fair. They had to
build, among other things, a large extension
to an island in the St. Lawrence, and the
work had to be done under extremely ard-
uous conditions. I stand to be corrected, but I
do not know of a single genuine world fair in
this century which has made money. But I
take a special pride in our fair because I
believe it set a new worldwide standard of
general excellence for fairs of this calibre,
while at the same time capturing the imagi-
nation of Canadians generally in a way which
cannot be measured in dollars alone. They
said it couldn’t be done, but we did it—and
we did it within the framework of what
seemed at the time to be an impossible time-
table. That is something else to be proud of.

There are other spin-offs, and these too, in
my view, are beyond price. I am of the opin-
ion that Expo ’67 and all it encompassed came
at a most significant time in history. Man and
His World was the theme. I firmly believe it
contributed toward better world understand-
ing—a new understanding of Canada and
Canadians by non-Canadians, a new under-
standing of the world and of our place in it
by Canadians, a new understanding between
eastern Canadians and western Canadians,
between young Canadians and old Canadians,
between English-speaking Canadians and
French-speaking Canadians, in fact, between
all Canadians. We should be grateful for this.

From across Canada, from all directions,
came people, particularly young people, to
gather in Montreal to see what we as a nation
were capable of doing. They came not only to
see what we could do and how well we could
do it, but to see for themselves how far we
had come in 100 years of history. It is a large
amount, in terms of dollars, that we are today
being asked to pay, but I believe it to be a
fair one in terms of its immediate and long-
range benefits to our country and to our
people.

Perhaps I could quote, Mr. Speaker, some
words spoken by the Premier of our Province
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of British Columbia who, speaking of Expo
’67, said:

I wonder how we as Canadians will remember
EXPO best? Certainly we will remember it as a
triumph of imagination and planning, of architec-
ture and entertainment—for a triumph it most as-
suredly is. Certainly we will remember it as the
catalyst which brought into focus the attention of
the world to a spectacle produced in Canada by
Canadians, and unrivalled by any exhibition ever
produced before.

But in the fullness of time it may be that we
will remember EXPO best for still another reason:
and it may be that this remembrance will be
EXPO’s greatest gift of all to future generations of
Canadians.

Because in my opinion, as a proud Canadian, the
one greatest contribution EXPO ’67 has made to
our country is simply this: It has demonstrated to
ourselves—not just to the world, but once and for
all to ourselves—that there is in our nation an
unlimited capacity for excellence.

Finally, speaking for myself, let me say
this: I repeat, there are long term benefits,
some of which are yet to come, from Expo
and I believe there are few in this country
who are not willing to see their fair share
paid now by this parliament. I hope this bill
will be sent to committee for fuller study
tonight.

Mr. Lloyd R. Crouse (South Shore): It is
not my intention to speak at any great length
on Bill C-6 which is presently before the
House, but there are some proposals in it
which concern me since the measure has to
do with a large expenditure of tax dollars
and our present tax laws are of vital impor-
tance to all Canadians.

I listened with interest to the hon. member
for York East (Mr. Otto). I must disagree with
his statement that members on this side
urged the government to go ahead with this
project “the devil with all costs”, to use his
words. I would remind the hon. member that
it was not members on this side of the House
who advocated the Pearson formula in 1966
under which a 30 per cent pay increase was
granted to the stevedores, a settlement which
set inflation ablaze throughout Canada and
which the Liberal government has not yet
been able to extinguish. To the hon. member
who has just resumed his seat, the hon.
member for Victoria (Mr. Groos), I should
like to say that no one disagrees with his
view that Expo was important to Canada.
What my hon. friend from Calgary Centre
(Mr. Harkness), the hon. member for Sainte-
Marie (Mr. Valade) and the hon. member for
Wellington (Mr. Hales) had to say amounted
to this—that everything which was accom-
plished could have been done with a lot less



