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eff ects in ail phases o! the industry have been
good.

Mr. Neshift: That is what you say.

Mr. Gray: We have this House of Coim-
mons, the governmnent and the opposition in
order that we can put forward our different
points o! view. The hon. member bas made
reference to a committee. I feel fiattered that
he thinks I have the ear cf the minister. I
wiil ask the minister to give careful consider-
ation to this suggestion put forward by the
hon. member for Oxford. I must leave it to
tbe minister te state any official point cf view
in this regard.

At this point, after taking into account the
debate on the amendment moved by one of
the opposition parties to a supply motion last
year, after taking into account the opportuni-
ties for debate we are now baving in tbis
house, and after taking into account the ful
opportunity that bas been and wiil be given
to individual firms and their trade associa-
tions to corne forward with their representa-
tions and discuss thema with the minister, bis
colleagues and individual members of this
bouse on ail sides, I tbink there bas been
ample opportunity for discussion and that the
need for a study to whicb the hon. member
referred dees flot in my opinion have the
priority that hie sought to assign to it.

Mr. Neshift: Does the bon. member apply
that argument te functioning of ail commit-
tees? If be dees there is ne purpose in baving
any committee meetings.

Mr. Gray: I do net accept that statement.
We are dealîng bere with a particular case
and in regard to this situation I believe we
bave followed an appropriate course. It may
be that as time passes we will want te
consider the progress made under this treaty.
At that time we may seek an opportunity
under the new committee structure to look
inte the matter. At this time I believe we
bave had reasonable opportunity fer discus-
sion. Certainly se far as I am concerned the
îndustry, either from tbe point o! view cf
individual firrns or trade organizations, bas
bad full access to the minister and individual
members te put forward their positions. As
f ar as I arn aware tbey will continue te do so,
and I am certainly wiiling te assist tbem in
this regard in so far as I am able to as a
private member.

[Translation]
Mr. Maurice Aflard (Sherbrooke): Mr.

Speaker, for the past few minutes, I have
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been listening to questions and answers pop-
ping up from both sides of the house, particu-
larly intent upon weigbing the administration
of the present government and that of the
government prior to 1963.

I bardly think that time should be wasted
on judging governments while we have under
consideration such an important item as a
new agreement. If the government prior te
1963 emphasized exports and the present
governrnent wants to empbasize employment,
I think quite objectively that it is ili-advised
in both instances to champion such tenden-
cies exclusively, because the economic field,
whether in exports or in employrnent, is not;
solely infiuenced by the Canadian govern-
ment but also by foreign and provincial
factors that weigh upon economic patterns.

There is before the bouse a proposed reso-
lution moved by the Minister of Industry and
Defence Production (Mr. Drury) as foilows:

That It is expedient that the houses of parlia-
ment do approve the agreement concerning auto-
motive products between the government of Canada
and the government of the United States of
America, signed on January 16, 1965, and that this
house do approve the samne.

In the text of the agreement distributed by
the Department of Industry, we read that the
agreement is entitied: Agreement concerning
Automotive Products between the Govern-
ment of Canada and the Government cf the
United States of America.

Weil, Mr. Speaker, this agreement is a very
important event. I congratulate the govern-
ment as well as the officiais of the various
departmnents who have shared in the formula-
tien and the compietion of such an agree-
ment.

This is an important event since it concerns
our relationship with the United States and
our foreign trade. As concerns the United
States, we have reached the point cf self-
awareness. Canada, witb its smail outiet of 20
million people, next to a giant with 200
million inhabitants, with geographic and eco-
nemic conditions at times different, is at the
point where it is establishing a dloser and
more profitable relationship. We have im-
proved our economic probiems, our commer-
cial relationship with that country, and the
areas of production and empîoyment witbîn
Canada.

Thus, this agreement is a loyal gesture and
I hope it wiil constitute a precedent, an open
door to further agreements in this direction.

Since yesterday we have been hearing a lot
of criticisrn, that is the members' role. I often
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