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upon them. If it should so happen that, as a 
result of the next election, we are still on the 
opposition side of the house, we will do our 
best to persuade whatever government is then 
in power to follow that course.

We will use as a method of persuasion the 
weapons that are open to members of the 
opposition. No chiding from the other side 
about not being willing to move motions will 
change our course of action. My hon. friends 
can talk all they want to about our not mov
ing a motion on this matter. They know that 
we do not want to upset the passing of this 
money. They know what would happen if 
we did so. If we moved any kind of amend
ment they and I know what they would do. 
They would go around the country saying 
that those people in the opposition were in
humane; that they did not want to spend 
this money to pay for the expenses of this 
program of assistance to the Hungarian ref
ugees. They are not going to catch us in that 
trick of dishonesty, no matter how much they 
may chide us for not doing so.

As for talking about other ways that 
open to us, may I say that they need not lec
ture us on the vehicles that are open to the 
opposition in this parliament, 
them. But when they tell us that the method 
of getting at that order in council is 
vehicle, may I remind them that the only 
thing we could do would be to put down a 
private member’s motion—and there are not 
any on the order paper; they are not allowed 
six weeks after the debate on the address is 
over—criticizing the passing of that order in 
council. If such a motion were passed, it 
would mean that the order in council should 
not have been passed. Nobody in this house 
today has said that that order in council 
should not have been passed. Nobody has 
complained about spending that money by 
governor general’s warrant, 
complaining about is that that money has not 
subsequently been made the subject of a sup
plementary estimate brought before the house 
so that we can have the opportunity not of 
defeating it but of passing it.

My hon. friends opposite can indulge in all 
of these irrelevancies, if they wish to do so. 
This is a clear-cut issue which they have 
created. I confess that I did not have all the 
facts on which to reach a conclusion as to the 
rightness or wrongness of it the day before 
yesterday. But once I had those full facts 
and was aware of the wrongness of what is 
being done, 1 made the decision, in consulta
tion with my colleagues, that it would be 
raised as vigorously and as strongly as pos
sible at the first opportunity. That is what 
we have done. We have raised this matter 
here today on the very first opportunity that 
it could be done.

After my hon. friends opposite refused to 
come to grips with the point and kept wander
ing off on these irrelevant talks, the Minister 
of Finance was pulled to his feet by the 
question the Leader of the Opposition put to 
him. He made a lengthy speech, in which he 
did not even refer to the straightforward 
question that the Leader of the Opposition 
put to him. The Leader of the Opposition 
asked the government across the way if they 
would give an undertaking that, after the 
forthcoming election, they would see to it that 
any future governor general’s warrants would 
be made not only the subject of a report laid 
on the table of the house but the subject of 
supplementary estimates so that parliament 
could deal with them. The Minister of 
Finance did not answer the question, did not 
respond to the challenge. He did not even 
refer to it. I submit, Mr. Chairman, that that 
issue, like some others that have been evaded 
in recent days, is one to which the people of 
Canada have a right to have an answer.

I may say that my leader, the hon. member 
for Rosetown-Biggar, is absent from the house 
today because he has gone to the maritime 
provinces to fulfil an engagement he made 
some weeks ago to address meetings of the 
Canadian Club in Charlottetown and in 
Halifax. He took this afternoon’s train for 
Montreal to go down to the maritime prov
inces. Last night, however, I had a discussion 
with him after I had assembled my material 
on this issue. He shared to the full my con
cern over what has happened. I telephoned 
him at two o’clock today just before he caught 
the train to go to Charlottetown. I told him 
that at last we had succeeded in raising this 
issue this morning—just before lunch—in the 
light of the information I obtained yesterday.

We do not usually talk about these private 
discussions, but since my leader is away I 
feel I should. I do so in the light of what the 
Leader of the Opposition said earlier today. 
My leader urged me at two o’clock today to do 
my best this afternoon to get out of the gov
ernment the kind of commitment the Leader 
of the Opposition asked for earlier today, a 
commitment that during the election period 
coming up there would not be the use of 
governor general’s warrants without those 
warrants being made the subject of estimates 
that could be voted upon by parliament when 
we reassemble after the election. So, Mr. 
Chairman, having failed, along with the 
Leader of the Opposition to get a commitment 
out of the Minister of Finance, I want to say, 
as deputy leader of this party and on behalf 
of my leader as well as all my colleagues, if 
this party is returned to power after the next 
election any governor general’s warrants that 
have to be used, will be laid before parliament 
for parliament to have an opportunity to pass
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