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Mr. ADAMSON: This is a matter concern-
ing a veteran, and since it is a general case
I think it should be discussed on section 1.

The CHAIRMAN: Order. There should
flot be a general discussion of a specific case
on section 1. This matter should ho dis-
cussed under section 3, and I sugge>t to the
hion. member for York West that ho also
reserve bis rernarks until that tirne.

Mr. ADA.ýMýSON: This is flot a particulat
case. It deals witb the general principle of
the bill, and it is along the saine in-e, in
regard to, the vetorans preference, wbich I do
flot see cornes under section 3 (a). The case
is that of three '.eterans who started in the
trucking business; tbe 'Minister of National
Revenue knows about the case also.

The CHAIRMAN: Order. I tbjnk the coin-
mittee mnust dotermine now wbether or not it
will abide by the rules of the bouse. I arn in
the hands of the cornmittee, but according to
my interpretation of the cules the discussion
upon whichi the hion. membor is now entering
would be out of order at the moment, but
would be in order under section 3, certainly,
and possibly under section 2. It would cer-
tainly flot be in ordor under section 1.

Mr. GRE EN: With ail deference, Mr.
Chairman, may I point out that you have not
yet heard wlîat the hon. mernber for York
West has to state. H1e bas not gone along far
enough to rnake bis case, and I suggest that
the discussion which bas taken place has
really been upon the general adrninistration
of the plan. Surely bion. membors are in
order in asking questions of that type. I bave
nover known the Chairman to prevent discus-
sion of that kind on the first section of a bill.

Mr. ABBOTT: If I may add a word, per-
haps it is always a little bard to d.raw the
line between whnt can and what cannot be
discussed undor section 1. Perbapa matters
relating to the general administration of the
bill can be brought up under tbat section,
thougb I believe that is open to question; but
I think specific cases referring ta the enforce-
ment of prohibitions, wben that is feît ta ho
unfair, or the rofusal to give quotas, orth
giving of inadequate quotas, should be dealt
witb under the proper sections; in the case of
prohibitions. wbien we are discussing schedule
I, and in the case of quotas, whcn we are
discussing sehedule 11, whicb is the quota
sebedule. Section 3 is the broad. enabling
section wbicb provides that no goods wvill be
irnported inta Canada that are sut forth in
scedules 1, 11 and III, except under permit;
and I should tbink the door woiild ho pretty
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wide open under that section for almost any
question of a general nature that ight ho
raised. But is it pretty bard ta deal with
specifle cases under section I.

Mr. ADA MSON: Titis is a general case that
I want to bring up under section 1, and it is
a]ong tbe lino of the case previously discussed,
in regard ta veterans. Here is a case where I
think clarification is needed, and I believe this
is the section under wbicb it could ho given.
We were discussing the case of a veteran wbo
owned only fifty per cent of the business.
Apparently under the bill hoe is deharred. Here
is the case of three brothers who bave
invested or borrowed from the governnent-

The CHAIRMAN: Order. In fairness to
the bion. member for Swift Curront, I do not
tbink I sbould allow the lion. mnbenhr for
York West ta bring up a specifie case. Ta me
it is ohvious tbat it does not corne under
section I of this bill. Deflnitely it cornes under
section 3. If the committeo wishes ta disre-
gard the ruies of the house that is agreeablo
to me, but unless the comrnitteo sa indicates
it is my duty ta, enforce the rulos.

Mr. ABBOTT: If I may add just onc word,
if. the cornrittoe wiil look at section 4 it will
ho seen that this section deals with excep-
tional bardship, and the minster is given dis-
cretion ta allow goods in where there are
circumstances which, in bis opinion, constitute
exceptional bardship. Under that section I
sbould think it would ho quito in order ta
bring up cases which lion. members may feel
are unfair; but ta do so under section 1,
which is the title section, I think is corm-
pletely out of order.

Mr. ADAMSON: I was nat complaining
that this case was unfair; I merely wanted ta,
get clarification on a general matter. Here
is an instance where we bave a veteran
owming fifty per cent. Thon tbere is the other
question where three veterans are partners,
and one is not. Are tbey debarred under titis
section?

Mr. ABB'OTT: Whcn we corne ta section 3
I shall try ta, answer that..

Mr. FRASER: How rnuch bas the country
saved, in United States dollars under tbis
emergency plan of allowing only $150 for
travel in tbe United States?

Mr. A'BBOTT: It is impossible ta say; any
answer given cauld ho ônly an ostirnate. Ex-
pend.itures of Canadians travelling in the
United States can ho estirnated, but only with
a, reasonable degree of accuracy. The amount
whicb will ho saved hy rcstricting those wbo
travel in dollar areas for pleasure purposes


