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nîajority that this country lias ever seen it
xvas because lie promnised the country tliat hie
wxould flot tolerato 'conscription.

It is ail very well to talk about the way
the war has gene; it is aIl very well to talk
about these things now, but I ask the simple
question: Did the Prime Minister flot know
at that time that we were face te face with
one cf the most powerful war machines the
world lias ever seen? He should have known
it, because hie 'vas Secretary of State for
External Affairs at the time. Ho had gene
over te Germany hiniself, although if lie went
on a Cooks' tour they would net show him ahl
that. The gro>up with whern I have the
lionour te lie associated recognized tlie danger.
We went te the country tee; te tho best of
our ability we pertrayed the truth as we saw
it, and that was that since we had dcclared
war on the greatest war machine the world
lias ever seen we would need every available
dollar. every available part of our national
resources as well as every man in bis proper
place. However, the Prime Minister's party
was returned. Some cf us got back; some of
us did net. Then in 1942 wlien the battle of
Britain was on-the nazis had walked rouglu-
slnd tlirougli France and the Notherlands-
the war xvas gning scriously against us and
semething had te be donc. Public opinion
lîad uindergene a change and se the hright
idea was thouglit up te put over a plebiscite
in this country. However, it was net iintil
Britain liad bcen driven frem continental
Europe that public opinion turncd tliat wa.y.
The plebiscite was put on. and may I say
it was a plebiscite which nebedy scemed te
understand. When we were discussin wliat
sliould be on the ballot. the question on
which the people of Canada wo-uld have te
vote, it was an open secret that the cabinet
had burned the midniglit nil in an attempt
te put a preper question on the ballet paper.
Event-ually tliey put that question te whicli
1 arn inclined te think the riglit lion. tIie
Prime Minister is accustemed. a ques.tion that
eau be read and interpreted in anY way lie
wi.shes it to bie interpreted.

I would suggest that tliore are net a lialf
dozen people in Canada te-day who cao tell
veu what was on the ballot paper duing the
plebiscite. It was ot intend.ed that anynne
sliould understand it. As a matter of fart.
wlieu some lien. members of this group moved
an amendment te the question on the ballot
paper in order toeclarify the thîing we received
the answer: Oh. ne, ne, that eould flot bc
done; and the geveroment side of the lieuise
voted against any clarification of it.

[Nir. Hansell.]

Speaking of plebiscites, may I digress foi
a moment to teil the house that 1 put ovcî
a plebiscite of my own.

Mr. JOHNSTON (Bow River): Did it cost
a million and a haIf?

Mr. HANSELL: No, it did flot; it cost a
few dollars. When I recognized that we
would have te corne to this session of parlia-
ment and that the question to be decided was
w-hether or not we shou]d conscript the
draf tees, 1 imrnediately circularized my con-
_sti(uency. I shiould say that I did flot write
to everybodly; I have a mailing list of nearly
one thousand naines, flot ail of them rny
upporters, aithougli, of course, most of themn

are: I sent ont a littIe card. I will send it
cx er to the Prime Minister se that hie can
sec it. One side of the card reads:
Dear sir or madam:

Parliamient has been hurriedly called in
special session to discuss and vote on the Inan-
power problern. In -order to know the feeling
of my constituency in this matter 1 wouild
appreciate having you mark the hack of this
card with either "yes" or "no" te the question
asked. This will help me to vote accor<ling te
the majority wishes of rny riding. Yoiu înay
sigo your name if you wish. aithougli this is nlot
necessary....

The question on the reverse side was flot the
type of question that was put on the plebiscite
of 1942. This was one that the people could
understand:

Are you in favour of conscripting draftees
for inilitary services overseas? Mark yes or no.

There you have it, no bones about it, no
quibboling, ne gottiog around it, under it or
over it, "yes" or "no."~ Q uite a number of
these have been returned, and I find that
between ninety and ninety-one per cent told
me to, vote "yes," while ýbetween nine and ten
per cent said, "n." I must bie fair to those
who indicate "ne" votes. Many of them, bie-
sides sending in their card, wrote to me to ex-
plain their position, and I will say that most of
the letters I received explaining the "no" vote
a ere sensible lotters. The people who wanted
to tell me why they did ont want the draftees
conscripted were people, sorne of whom I knew,
whose judgment I cnuld trust. Sorne of the
arguments in the letters I regarded as sound.
I ar nfot going to say that there are not two,
sides t.o this question. I beliove those who
said. "no" did have somne argument, and I arn
not wholly out of accord with my Quebec
frliends on this. I think tliey have an argu-
ment, toc. And may 1 say when we are
talking about this national unity, 1 arn just
as concerned, about the national unuty of t.his
count.rv as anyono else is. and I arn just as
cýoncerncd about. the futuire of this countrv as
anynne else is.


