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Mr. Speaker: Order. The member for Ville-
neuve is rising on a question of privilege.

Mr. Caouette: Mr. Speaker, I rise on a ques-
tion of privilege. The hon. member for Three
Rivers is giving a dishonest interpretation
of the subamendment. There is no sugges-
tion of a division in the subamendment.

Mr. Speaker: Order. The hon. member for
Three Rivers has the floor and I would suggest
he continue with his remarks.

Mr. Balcer: Mr. Speaker, I am not here to
legislate only in matters of interest to my
province. I am here to take an interest in
the affairs of the whole country. I know for
a fact that the province of Quebec will be
strong and prosperous inasmuch as the whole
of Canada is strong and prosperous, and vice
versa.

I am here to lend a hand to all members,
be they French speaking or English speaking,
who want to work for the good of our
country. Indeed, such are the basic principles
of the Conservative party which led to the
birth of confederation as we know it today.

Mr. Speaker, we are against nuclear stock-
piling anywhere in Canada, especially when
it is forced upon us by foreigners.

One of the members of the Ralliement
Creditistes claimed that he was the spokesman
for the province of Quebec in the house. Well,
it would be most depressing, to say the least,
if this ridiculous subamendment expressed the
views of the people of Quebec.

We are glad that the province of Quebec is
undergoing great social changes at present.
French Canadians intend to exercise all their
rights as citizens of Canada, and they are
willing to assume their responsibilities. The
French Canadians I know wish to play a role
of national importance; they will not be con-
fined within a ghetto as the Caouette group
advocates.

Mr. Speaker, if the latter had wanted to de-
feat the government, they would have moved
a subamendment which would apply to the
whole of Canada. Instead, they propose a
division of Canada which would turn the
province of Quebec into a reserve.

[Text]

Mr. Speaker: Order. It being 8.15 o’clock
p.m. it is my duty, pursuant to section 4 (d)
of standing order 56, to interrupt these
proceedings and put forthwith the question
on any amendment or amendments now
before the house.

The house divided on the amendment to
the amendment (Mr. Caouette) which was
negatived on the following division:
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