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NORAD this could seriously harma Canada-United States
relations needlessly and antagonize the United States
administration. This is dangerous timidity and a denial of
Canadian sovereignty as well as being insulting to the
United States. 0f course if we withdrew from NORAD on
the basis that we wanted no truck or trade with the
Yankees this would cause difficulty, but if we demon-
strate, as we can, that a new framework is needed for
Canada-United States co-operation in air defence of North
America and that NORAD is outdated, there is no need to
assume there would be resentment by the United States.

Lastly, we take issue with the way the decision was
made. In f act, the decision has been announced in a casual
way by the minister. He did not even see fit to give the
reasons for it but merely referred to his evidence before
the committee. This is a serious matter. This engagement
in a treaty with our neighbour involves in monetary terms
alone hundreds of millions of dollars. Yet at this time we
have this announcement in a casual way respecting the
agreement which is to be perpetuated by an exchange of
notes. It is true it is only for a two-year period. In our
view, details in respect of international and defence rela-
tions are for the executive, but when substantial and
durable commitments are made this should be propounded
in parliament. If this has flot always been so in the past it
should be so in the future. The government should submait
the renewal of the NORAD treaty by resolution for debate
and ratification by this parliament.

[Translation]
Mir. Gérard Laprise (Abitibi): Mr. Speaker, I would like

first to thank the Minister of National Defence (Mr. Rich-
ardson) for sending us copies of his statement in the two
official languages an hour before the House convened. I
think ail minîsters who have statements to make when the
House resumes its sitting should take such an initiative.

Mr. Speaker, the minister j ust announced what every-
body was expecting, that is the two-year renewal of the
Canada-U.S. agreement on NORAD.

I was somewhat surprised by the position taken by the
members of the NDP as expressed by their spokesman who
would have liked to see an end to this agreement with the
United States. Up to now the danger of an attack would
have apparently corne fromn the U.S.S.R. and it is in that
direction that Canadian control and defence measures
were oriented.

I might compare this means of surveillance and defence
with the measures taken by someone who had a beautiful
house containing valuable jewels, paintings and orna-
ments, and protected by three watchdogs to keep off bur-
glars. As long as the watchdogs were there, the enemy
would not be tempted to break in, but the moment they
were gone, you could expect to be robbed.

This is somewhat like the attitude that must be taken to
NORAD. There are powers that might like to corne and
cause trouble in our country. But as long as we have a
lookout system, they are reluctant to put their schemes
into action.

So f ar, we have two main blocks: the American block, on
the f ree block, and the Soviet block. But there is now a
third block in the making, that of Communist China,
which is becoming a major military power, which will

Cape Breton Development Corporation
soon be as strong as, if flot stronger than, the other two.
We have just heard that China's military budget has
doubled in only seven years and that over 10 per cent of
this budget goes towards the purchase and development of
military materiel. That is worth thinking about. I should
like to repeat something that was said by Mr. Camilien
Houde, the former mayor of Montreal, that armaments
were flot made to be put on Christmas trees.

The commîttee was also informed that Russia is now
building up a fleet of 180 heavy missile-bearing bombers
capable of flying anywhere in North America and return-
ing to base without refuelling.

I therefore think it is important to have a highly devel-
oped warning system and we know that the United States
are at present developing an even better system than the
one we have now.

Given those facts, Canada would be wise to renew this
agreement for a two-year period, which would give us
sufficient time to get acquainted with improvements
which the United States intend to make to their warning,
control and defence system and to review our financial
participation of $150 million to that system, which is about
12 per cent of the total budget of NORAD. I think that it is
flot excessive and it would be much more costly if Canada
alone assured its defence.

Therefore, the members of the Social Credit party
approve the renewal of this agreement for two years. By
that time, we will be in a position to see what our southern
allies could provide for the protection of Canada, so that
we may avoid the fate of France which during two world
wars was used as a battlefield for Europe. Indeed, Canada
should not be used as a stepping-stone by any country
which would decide to attack the United States.

* (1420)

[En glish]
CAPE BRETON DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION

PRERETIREMENT LEAVE PENSIONS-REQUEST FOR
UNANIMOUS CONSENT TO MOVE MOTION

Mr. Robert Muir (Cape Breton-The Sydrteys): Mr.
Speaker, I rise under Standing Order 43 to request the
unanimous consent of the House to move a motion,
seconded by the hon. member for Cape Breton-East Rich-
mond (Mr. MacInnis), concerning a matter of urgent and
pressing necessity with regard to the Cape Breton Devel-
opment Corporation's preretirement leave plan.

In view of the f act that the then minister of regional
economic expansion, the present Minister of Transport,
stated on December 9, 1968, in reply to a question posed hy
the hon. member for Cape Breton-East Richmond, as
found on page 3700 of HansardF

... I tbink that we can do like the hon. niember for Cape
Breton-East Richmond and say that the pension is flot high
enough. There is a lot to be said for that.

I also find that $3,000 a year is no fortune, as I said earlier. But
the amount can be discussed.

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. I am not sure whether that
is part of the motion. As the hon. member knows, he
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