
HOUSE OF COMMONS4192
Supply—Citizenship and Immigration 

supplementary estimates. One could under­
stand the position taken by hon. gentlemen 
opposite if they had come to the house today 
and said, “But this is an entirely different 
program; we did not know anything about 
this. What are you trying to do under the 
table?” But no one can deny that the 
language of sessional paper No. 175 is iden­
tical to that used in the main and supple­
mentary estimates.

My hon. friends know that this program 
started long before this government took 
office. The hon. member for Bonavista-Twil- 
lingate admits that the payment covering 
this program could not have been made in 
any other way. The hon. member for Win­
nipeg North Centre rose and said, “But there 
is no adequate way to check it.” If I under­
stood his argument correctly it came to this 
point: If he had known that something like 
this had been done before he would not 
have bothered even to look at the figures, but 
because some member of the press said, 
“Oh, this is different,” he then decided it was 
important.

Mr. Knowles (Winnipeg North Centre): Mr.
Chairman—

taken in this regard is that the leaders over 
there have looked behind them and have 
seen the scattered legions.

Mr. Knowles (Winnipeg North Centre):
The reason is he knows we favour this money 
being spent.

Mr. Fulton: You could have done it on 
January 30.

Mr. Hamilton (York West): What an argu­
ment, Mr. Chairman! He favours the money 
being spent but the principle is not important. 
Surely this is proof beyond any doubt now. 
Let no one go away under any misapprehen­
sion. The same rights of examination are 
available to the house on this report as are 
available on the estimates and on the sup­
plementary estimates in the blue book.

Mr. Knowles (Winnipeg North Centre):
That is not true.

Mr. Hamilton (York West): If any further 
proof of that is needed, Mr. Chairman, let 
me say that we have had it this afternoon. 
Oh, I know the hon. member for Winnipeg 
North Centre said, “You tried to cut us off; 
we were not going to get a chance to debate 
today”. I want to tell him this. The only 
reason we had to cut him off today was the 
fact that on at least two previous occasions 
he had a full opportunity to examine this 
very expenditure, and if the procedure of 
the house means anything it means that you 
follow the rules in all cases, whether one 
party is affected or whether it is not.

Mr. Nicholson: Very weak.
Mr. Hamilton (York West): So I say, sir, 

that there is every opportunity in this com­
mittee to ask where this money has gone. I 
might say that it is gone. It is not a case 
of some program we have devised and with 
respect to which we are looking for the 
wherewithal to carry it out. It was left 
with us on June 22. It is not a case of my 
hon. friends complaining that we are not 
taking care of these people now. It is not a 
case of them saying that they set up this 
program and we are not spending the money 
properly. Rather, they come here today, 
when it is all over, and attempt to have 
people go away with a completely phony 
picture of the rights of parliament and the 
duties of members to check.

Mr. Knowles (Winnipeg North Centre):
Your pipe line speech was a lot better.

Mr. Robichaud: Whom are you expecting 
to come in through the centre door?

Mr. Hamilton (York West): I am quite sure 
the hon. gentleman will not be disappointed 
about who is going to come in through the 
centre door.

Mr. Hamilton (York West): Let me speak. I 
did not interrupt you at all.

Mr. Knowles (Winnipeg North Centre): If
the hon. member wants to go ahead with his 
inaccuracies, let him do so. I suggest that 
he try and stick to the facts.

Mr. Hamilton (York West): The attitude 
that is taken today by my hon. friend is that 
there would be no cause for worry had there 
been a precedent. What type of attitude is 
that in connection with an examination of 
the estimates of a department of government 
in this house?

Mr. Stewart (Winnipeg North): The word 
is “precedent”. It does not rhyme with 
“president”.

Mr. Hamilton (York West): Hon. gentlemen 
have been arguing that the action taken by 
the government in this regard has been with­
out precedent. If the item was of such import­
ance as to be a matter of principle with the 
hon. member for Winnipeg North Centre, 
then, as the Acting Minister of Citizenship 
and Immigration has said, there has been 
plenty of opportunity to put that principle 
to the test.

Mr. Knowles (Winnipeg North Centre): Will 
you keep the house here on Monday?

Mr. Hamilton (York West): Mr. Chairman, 
there has been ample opportunity this after­
noon and the only reason action has not been

[Mr. Hamilton (York West).]


