
greater than 5 per cent, I have overwhelm-
ing evidence that my instruction is ta use
every effort at rny command ta see that this
apparently inevitable decision is not taken
by this house.

One of the members wha spoke before me
during this debate-one o! the few members
fromn the other side who has spoken, the hon.
member for Terrebanne (Mr. Cadieux)-
asked what more we wanted than 72 per cent
of the committee supparting the design as
recommended in the report. 1 suggest ta hlm
that that does not mean too much, because
20 years ago a committee o! this house, com-
pased of men as dedicated I presumne as
those who served on the latest flag com-
mittee, approved the repart by a vote of 95.8
per cent. An astute leader of that tlme rec-
ognized the consequences of adapting a re-
port that had received even such an over-
whelrning majority as that, and the report
was neyer maved for concurrence and neyer
deait with by the bause.

I wonder, in the present circumstances,
which in my iimited knowledge appear ta me
ta, be f ar more dangerous in their patential
dîvisiveness than the circumstances surraund-
ing the report of the committee 20 years ago,
whether the wise caurse has been follawed
in moving cancurrence. I have read much
about this debate and listened to many
expressions o! apinion, and when I spoke
before I said 1 did nat understand the Prime
Minister's apparent obsession with this mat-
ter in llght of the evidence. One individual
who expressed himself an this matter com-
menced his camments by saying:

What bugs Pearsan? Io it lave cf exertlng power
aver others against their wWU? Io it a misguided
strealc of Tam Sawyer adventure in his nature
that leads hlmn ta go hls awn way? It cauld be;
but I arn lncllned ta thlnk he took on a Job
taa big for hlmn and ls shawing an abduracy that
inevitably causes trouble.

I do nat like ta engage i personiai cam-
ments on matters of substance such as the
one now befare us, and it has nat been one
of my traits. I have a rather charitable nature
that precludes me from, induiging in persan-
alities. But we have came ta the paint where
I have ta speak strongiy because I f eel I
have no other chaice.

I am remninded, as I proceed ta make my
case for a piebiscite, of the remarks of the
hon. member for Danforth (Mr. Scott) when
he spoke in seconding the motion ta concur
i the report. As found an page 10694 of

Hansard he said i his last sentence:
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I hope that in time it will win the alleglance of

the Canadian people.

What stronger evidence could you have
than that? Even though he is supporting con-
currence in the report at this trne, he recog-
nizes the dangers in rushing into this inevita-
bie decision. Let us face it. None of us is sa
sllly that he or she does flot recognize what
that decision will be when the vote cornes.
I have neyer indulged or found much pleasure
in standing before a mirror and speaking and
gesticulating ta find out whether or flot I
was effective. It has tried me sorely in sitting
here throughout this debate and listening ta
those who have been trying ta contribute
sincerely and with somne cause ta a proper
salut ion of this matter, ta note that i
speaking ta the other side of the chamber-
and other sections of the house they have
been addressing what appears ta be a stone
wall. Any member who has looked araund
the house, seen the attitudes and heard the
interjections and the nonsense recognizes
what the situation is, because it is evident
there are no open minds in other parts of
the house.

I think I cannot make my case praperly
withaut referring ta somne of the remarks
made by ather speakers in this debate. The
hon. member for Leeds (Mr. Matheson), the
great lover, spoke in this debate. I have
listened ta hlm, speak several times an this
subject. I know that he would have ta cry
a wee drap if the red ensigu carne down.
He said that. I know that he wauld lave
the Pearson pennant. He belaboured my
leader for calling it the troika flag. You
would think that my leader was the first ta
suggest that this pennant was the troika flag.
I should like ta remind him. that the idea
of calllng it the troika fiag originated with
the Postmaster General (Mr. Nicholson) wha,
in speaking outside the house about the three
maple leaves design, said that one was far
the English, one was for the French and the
other was for the rest of us. That was what
gave rise ta calling it the traika flag. It was
the troika lave of the hon. member for Leeds.
When I heard hlma say that he laved the
flag recommended by the committee I
wondered whether he had been playing the
aid chiidren's game we used ta play of picking
petals off a daisy and saying 'II love you,
I love you not". My experience was that yau
did nat always wind Up with "II love you";
but apparentiy he has had a run of luck far
beyond anything I have ever heard of before.
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