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and vital significance, commanded very littie respect on
the part of the government of this country, with the
minister cleverly and evasively refusing ta reveal ta the
House and ta me that he thought it of such significant
import; that he would cammumcate its contents ta the
government of the United States on a question of crush-
ing importance ta this country.

The minister gave me a most evasive answer and,
indeed, it would be a clever one if obfuscation is ta be
regarded as a prime virtue; but hais answer was surely
flot a helpful or meaningful reply ta a very seriaus
question, one which can have profoumd dangerous
implications for Canadian citizens in our time and ini
ages yet ta corne. I thought for a moment that the minis-
ter and the government might have thrown off the cloak
of omniscience and recognized that the members of this
House might have, thraugh their special committee
whîch was very ably led, corne up with something that
wauld have strengthened the hands of the gavernment as
they discussed this very important matter with the gav-
ernment of the United States.

I thought they might have realized that there vas
value and strength in this approach and that their
representations might have been powerfully backed had
they indicated ta Washington that the point of view that
Canada apparentiy heretofare had tentatively presented
was backed by the representatives of the Canadian
people in this chamber.

Ail too aften, I f ear, those now in power in this land
forget the principles of representative government and
that the people in this chamber collectiveiy represent al
the people of Canada. When that truth is hast, the under-
pining of parliamentary democracy has been forsaken.
What troubles me now and what troubhed me on June 23
was whether the government reaJly tried, really exerted
and asserted itself ta build a case. I wonder if they
vigorously compihed and presented powerful arguments
against the dangers of the trans-Ahaskan route.

I have become deephy disturbed by the timidity and
tepidity of the representations that this country makes ta
other cauntries on matters affecting in a vital way the
interests of Canadian cîtizens. The ather day I heard the
Prime Minister (Mr. Trudeau) say in reference ta a
matter, "I do not think I will make special representa-
tions. They know what we think." Do they really? Should
a head of governmnent not assert; ta, another head of
governiment matters of this importance? Very aften we
hear that the French know what we think about arms,
the Americans know what we think about Amchitka and
the Skagit Valley. ... but is there no place where the
Canadian government presents its case clearhy?

I fear that [n this pusillanirnous correctitude, which is
no substitute for vigorous, impressive statesmanship that
the gavernment might provide, the land might benefit if
from time ta time they would drap the choak of omni-
science and look at this chamber and the cammittees of
this Hause for some help and guidance.

In times past, they who represented titis country in the
councils of the warld found the courage ta speak baldly
and were able ta assert themnsehves without obfuscatian.

Proceedings on Adjournment Motion
Macdonald did it; Borden did it. I should like to think
that in this twentieth century we could produce someone
who would do it as well as a special comm-ittee did.

Mr. P. M. Mahoney <Parliamentary Secretary to Minis-
ter of Finance): Mr. Speaker, I do flot suppose it would
make any difference to the colourfully expressed views of
the hon. member had he chosen to check his facts
between June 23 and today. He would no doubt be
interested to learn that the report to which he has
referred was transmitted to the Secretary of State of the
United States by the Canadian government late last June
with the advice that the House had unanimously con-
curred in the committee's recommendations.

AGRICULTURE-PRAIRIE PROVINCE-S-ACTION TO
IMPROVE NET FARM INCOME

Mr. Lamne Nystrom <York±on-Melville): Mr. Speaker, on
May 7, 1 directed a question to, the Prime Minister (Mr.
Trudeau) arising out of statistics issued by the Dominion
Bureau of Statistics in May concerning net farm income.
When I flrst saw those statistics I noted that net farm
income in Canada had fallen drastically between 1968
and 1970, particularly in my province of Saskatchewan.
Net farm income there had fallen from about $462 mil-
lion to $202 million in a two-year period. This represents
a decline of 56.2 per cent.

In these circumstances, and because of my knowledge
of the hardships faced by western farmners, I asked the
Prime Minister the following question:

In view of the fact that farm incorne in Saskatchewan has
dropped by 56 per cent over two years and in vlew of the
fact that the bila now before the House wili do littie to alter
that situation, is the Prime Minister contemplating any emer-
gency action to try to improve the farm incarne picture in
western Canada?

I wauld point out again that this dedine of 56 per cent
represents net incarne, what the farmer gets as his take-
home pay. This alone must indicate to ail of us that there
is something really wrong with the western economy and
that real hardship is facing the farmer. After ail, if our
income as Members of Parliament, or as private citizens
in whatever capacity were ta drop by 56 per cent, I
believe we would ail recognîze we were faced with a real
emergency. This is the situation of the western farmer.
This is why I asked my question and this is why I want
to say a few words about the subject tonight.

The parliamentary secretary may get up and say,
IlWeil, we have a stabilization bill before the House and
there is $100 million for farmers in that bull." The bill
was first introduced in the House on October 29 of last
year. The farmers of western Canada want the $100.
million. Ail political parties realize this. On June 8 of titis
year my hon. friend from York South (Mr. Lewis), on
behalf of our party, introduced a bill designed ta divide
the stabilîzation bill inta two parts and enable the $100
million to be sent out unconditionally to the farmers of
western Canada.

On many occasions we and other members of the Con-
servative party have asked the government ta divide the
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