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the whole debate on interim. supply bas no
been concentrated on the unification question.

During the debate on interim. suppiy,
considerabie amount of time was spent on th(
northern Ontario pipe line situation. Ther(
was a good deai of comment on that particulai
situation. This further points out the hon
member's ignorance. On this side of the hoUSE
speeches were made in respect of the wintex
works program, and in respect of the answez
given by the Prime Minîster with which I wii]
deai shortly. There was a speech on insecti-
cides and there was a speech on the dairy
industry in this country. So, the hon. member
who says that for tbe last ten or il days we
have been discussing only the matter of uni-
fication is compietely unaware of what bas
been going on; but hie is not alone in this.
Many members on that side of the house do
not know what has been going on.

The hion. member endeavoured to leave the
impression with us that hie had done much in
the way of research in respect of the unifica-
tion prograrn. He went back six years and
quoted General Foulkes in this regard. If hie
was doing any research in respect of General
Fouikes' thoughts on this matter, there was no
reason to go back six years. He couid have
gone back to October, 1966. I have bere a
clipping which states:

Fouikes asks Hellyer what on earth he's doing.

This is the gentleman the hon. member for
Verdun was quoting last night. Here is anoth-
er statement:

The only other record of wholesale changes in
the military occurred in the Hitler regime. He
dismIssed every generaI who dared to tell hlm what
he should know and not what he liked to hear.

This was October 11, 1966, and the quota-
tion is from the same gentleman the hon.
member referred to as an authority. He
shouid bring himseif up to date; the Liberai
party shouid bring itself up to date, and the
cabinet, especially the Minister of National
IYefence, should be brought up to date. The
minister said that I was trying to biacken bis
character. This is the minister who has tam-
pered, censored, and interfered with the evi-
dence that was brought before the commîttee
by Admiral Landymore. Why should we be-
lieve anything this minister bas had to say in
respect of other witnesses and what may have
happened to their evidence? Was he tamper-
îng with their evidenoe; did be censor their
evidence? This is the reason that today we
cannot believe anything this Minister of Na-
tional Defence says concerning the defence
commjttee.

I'ntérim Supply
t Yet the Liberais have since decided to back

the Minister of National Defence rather than
ithe Prime Minister on this matter. They are,

however, very slow in rising to his defence in
this house. What about the generai attitude of
this Liberal governrnent? I say to the hon.
members opposite, and especially the hon.
member for Verdun, that if they think there is
any weakening of the principle, so far as I amn
concerned they are wrong. I arn fuliy pre-
pared to go along with the blackrnail attempt
of the Liberal house leader when hie said we
would sit 24 hours. I promise it will take only
myseif and a couple of others to continue this
debate and maintain a quorum with 19 rnem-
bers on the other side. I, for one, arn ready to
do it. Since I come from a mining industry, I
have had a good deal of experience in working
the "back" shift. I can carry on with any
19 members who have the guts to stay up ail
nigbt with me. 0f course, the hon. member for
Verdun is not here, but no doubt he will corne
along later and try to snowball the whole
matter again.

I notioe that at least the Minister of
Agriculture seerns to be listening. I should
like to bring up a matter which has been dcalt
with by the Prirne Minister. This has to do
with a question raised by my colleague the
hon. mernber for Cape Breton North and
Victoria concernîng the coal industry. Every
person in that area who is concerned is beg-
ging the government to follow through with
the program initiated by the government un-
der John Diefenbaker. They want this pro-
gram to be kept going. We give this govern-
ment credit for continuing it up until this
year. Why delay it this year? What is wrong
with the government? The Prime Minister
said that there had been a meeting on this
matter, and that a decision might be brought
down at the end of the week. The hon. mem-
ber for Cape Breton North and Victoria, who
is very concerned about the situation in his
constituency, does not wish to aggravate the
situation; but why does the Prime Minister
not bring out the facts in this matter.

Very recently a guarantee was given in this
bouse by the Minister of Manpower and Immi-
gration and the Minister of Labour to the
effect that there would be absolutely no
change in the wînter works program, other
than the $500 for winter buiit homes. If there
is no change, why is this government delaying
the winter works program? The Prime Minis-
ter, in answer to a question in respect of the
winter works program lIn the constituency of
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