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this distinguisbed leader of the west, the
secretary general of NATO, bas been brought
into this political debate. Wberein did the
surprise and astonishment that I experienced
arise? The Leader of tbe Opposition read
from what he told us was a transcript taken
from a tape recording of the press conference
that Mr. Spaak beld when be was here. The
extract taken from that press conference and
the observations of Mr. Spaak read as
follows:

Q. Mr. Spaak, you said juat now that NATO was-

I cannot make out the word.
-looking with lnterest at NORAD. Do you con-

sider NORAD part of NATO?
A. No, it is not under the command of NATO.

Speaking for myself, as that was uttered
by the Leader of the Opposition I was left
with the impression that Mr. Spaak had said
it was not part of NATO; but if you read as
is printed in Hansard these words, "No, it
is not under the command of NATO", tbat
is something different frorn the impression
tbat was left. Some of us did not have the
opportunity ta, see the manuscript ta wbich
the Leader of the Opposition referred.

But now that the name of Mr. Spaak bas
been brought into this debate, I can say that
be bimself personally told me that be got
rather mixed up in the press interview. He
did make at least two subsequent statements
that qualified the impression that was made
in the press conference. I am confident
that the Leader of the Opposition must bave
known of the qualification. I could refer ta
a meeting we botb attended. Altbough Mr.
Spaak made the qualification in French, I
arn sure the French of the Leader af the
Opposition is better than mine but I under-
stood that he was qualifying bis statement
on tbat particular occasion. But I go ta
the public press. I am reading an excerpt
from a clipping fromn the Halifax Chronicle
Herald that appeared on June 4. Mr. Spaak
is quoted and the remarks are in quotation
marks:

NORAD is not the direct concern of the NATO
authorities in Paris as SACEUR, SACLANT and the
Channel command are-

This government bas neyer clairned that
NORAD was a command of NATO. We agree
with that statement. But then be goes on ta
say this:

-but the military plans of NORAD are known to
the standing group and the military committee-

The two committees senior ta NORAD
under NATO, under the NATO council.

-through the Canada-U.S. regional planning group
and studied there-

Tbe Canada-United States regional plan-
ning group is an integral-as I said on

NORAD-Canada-U.S. Agreement
May 19 in this house--or an integrated
organization within NATO. It is organic
and it bas definite responsibilities under
the NATO general organization. But I repeat
that part again:

-but the military plans of NORAD are known
to the standing group and the military committee
through the Canada-U.S. reglonal planning group
and studled there-

It is flot just have been inforrned; not just
have been reported-conments were made in
the bouse on the word "linformed"-they are
studied there.

-thus supplying a base for co-ordination between
the plans made by the supreme commandera directly
under the standing group and the plans of NORAD.

Mr. Speaker, if they are studied in the
standing group and they do flot seern to fit
into the general over-ail defence plans and
defensive plans, retallatory plans of NATO,
then there will be discussion of them witb
the members of the Canada-United States
regional planning group. It is in this context
theref are that NORAD's role in the general
framework of the over-ail defence of the
North Atlantic treaty area can be justified.
This particular group, the Canada-United
States regional planning group, is made up
of the chiefs of staff of the United States
and the cbiefs of staff of Canada or, ta, give
tbem, their tecbnical tities or designations,
the chiefs of staff committee of Canada and
the joint chiefs of staff 0f tbe United States.
That personnel is identical with tbe personnel
of the group also mentioned in the note, the
group ta, whose component parts tbe com-
mander in cbief of NORAD is responsible.
Last evening the Leader of tbe Opposition
stated that the commander in chief of NORAD
would bave a dual responsibility. I do not
tbink of it in that way. He will be respon-
sible ta the joint cbiefs of staff of tbe United
States and, flot or,-studying together,
working together-the cbiefs of staff com-
mittee of Canada.

I corne back ta this point that was referred
ta by the last speaker wba said that be
would like ta be satisfied about political con-
trol. I am not going ta repeat wbat I said
in the bouse on May 19 wben I traced tbe
political responsibility of the commander in
chie! of NORAD. He reports ta this joint
group, tbe same personnel wbo are on tbis
planning group, an organie part of NATO.
Tben tbey are responsible ta, tbeir two gov-
ernments. Tbhey must review sucb proposais
and the gavernments will be bound ta ac-
cept, and af course accept readily, the re-
sponsibility af examining the proposais that
are put up ta tbern caupled witb recommen-
dations and confirmation that those are mili-
tarily acceptable proposais. There is a line of
political responsibility. Also the ternis of


