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Bomarcs And Ar1·0ws 
OTTA WA-Di,5cv.ssion a/.l day ·yester­

day in the 1-Io11se: of Commons u;as 

of A 1-rows and Bomarcs. 

It way lie permissible -to qHofe 1-Jnn­
sard. At the poiul 
w h e r e quotat.i on 
begins the leader 
of the Opposition 
had asked why it 
had taken the Gov­
ernment so long 
to discover that 
Americans were 
not interest;ed in 
buying Canadian­
bnilt Arroii;s. Han­

.sard follows, neat: 

l\Ul. PEAR.KES: 
May I answer that 
question? They 
were anxious to Jud ith Robinson 
see performance in 
the air before they made a decision. 

MR. PEARSON: It was Ma rch, 1958, 
when it performed in the air; bu t the 
Government claims now that it acted 
wisely and it acted well in abandoning 
the Arrow in the middle of February, 
1959, and in planning after the event 
what should be done to cushion the 
resultin g dislocation and sudden and 
serious unemploymen t.. 

I suggest. lllr. Speaker, there is no 
possibl e justification for that kind o( 
procedure, which is a sorry example 
of the lack of deci sion and the Jack of 
planning on the part of the Govern­
ment. Every ~rgument that the Govern­
ment now advances merely points up 

·.first that the Government should ha ve 

got th at tlecisio11 out of the U niled 
Slates long before February, 1959. -

And if 1.hat decision had been nega­
tive, then the Government should have 
made up ils mind and. if the decision 
which it made was against putting the 
CF-105 in production, the Government, 
then, not the third week of February, 
should have planned alternative pro­
duction policy and made orderly 
arrangements for change with the com­
pany and incidentally saved the tax­
payers milli9ns and mill ions of dollars. 

The fact is, Mr. Speaker, we have 
the right to draw it to ~he attent ion 
of the House. The matter was aUowcd 
to d1·ift and no final decisions were 
taken until February, 1959. During 
those months bhe Government itself 
had not made. up its own mind finally 
whether mann·ed interceptors were 
considered to be essential or not in , 
the light of tJh~ conditions as they 
developed. 

I refor tJhe minister tq his own 
st:atemen't in Vhe House of Commons 
last January and I refer him, as I 
have referred .him before--:indeed, I 
have put them on the record-to his 
statements in the estimates committee 
in Ju ly, 1958, which undoubtedly en­
couraged the view that the CF-105 was 
to be continued; or, if il was not to 
be continued, its place would be taken 
b_y some ol!her manned in terceptor and 
that Bomarcs were merely supple­
menla]l'. 

I think what h-as already been put 
on t:he record on Vhis side has clearly 

shown that this was the impression 
that the Government desired to create 
in the country. There is much acldi• 
tional evidence to conf irm that. The 
Minister of National Dcfense is re­
ported in the Calgary Herald of Janu• 
ary 18, 1958, a year . a-go, as saying: 

"I do not share t:he opinion that the 
Arrow will be obsolete before i1. is 
ope·rational. When Russia stops build­
ing bombers it will be time for us to 
staT't thinking of some other defense." 

Later: 

MR. WINCH: May 1 ask I.he hon. 
minister a question before he gets 
away from the subject of the Bomarc? 
He stated that the,rc are two locations 
for lhe Bomarc, both betwee n Ottawa 
and the ea·st. May I ask the hon. min­
ister what is the Bomarc defense from 
Ottawa to the Pacific Ocean? 

MR. PEARKES: I said that • one 
squadron wo uld be north of the line 
Obtawa-Montreal and the other would 
be at North Bay. West of that t11cre 
are no squadrons planned at the 
present lime, but by the extension of 
our radar sys-tem further north the 
Bomarc squadrons which arc planned 
by the United States air force will be 
able, on account of Nie coverage given 
by our more northern 1·arlar statio ns, 
to cover practically all the population 
distriots in that area ... In conclusion, 
Mr. Speaker. I would like to refute 
emph aticall y the suggestion that our 
dcfense policy is muddled and confur;. 
ed ... Again I must, insist lliat our 
defense policy is perfectly clea r. 

Perf ectl11 clear. 




