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The purpose of wording the section in that
manner was not to place a limiting date upon
the operation of the act, but to permit the
governor in council to give consideration to
the matter from time to time. It was found
last year that we neglected to give that con-
sideration until after March 31, and so the
section was amended to read:

Section 9 of the Agricultural Prices Support Act,
1944, chapter 29 of the statutes of 1944-45, shall be
deemed to have continued in force from the thirty-
first day of March, 1948, until the coming Into force
of this act and shall continue in force thereafter
for such further period as the governor in council
may fix by proclamation.

This section was so worded in order to
permit the government to give consideration
to the matter from time to time. The present
order in council sets the date at March 31,
1950, and before that date the matter will be
further considered.

FOOD
REQUEST FOR STATEMENT ON CONTRACTS WITH

BRITAIN

On the orders of the day:
Mr. W. Ross Thatcher (Moose Jaw): I should

like to direct a question to the Minister of
Agriculture, and I apologize for not having
given him notice. In view of his recent trip
to Great Britain will the minister be prepared
to give the house a full statement in connec-
tion with the British-Canadian food contracts?

Right Hon. J. G. Gardiner (Minister of
Agriculture): I have not decided as yet
whether I will speak on the address. If I do,
I will make a point of saying something about
the matter. If not, I shall certainly be pre-
pared to deal with it when my estimates are
before the committee, or at any other time
the matter is up for discussion.

LABOUR CONDITIONS
INQUIRY As TO DISALLOWANCE OF P.E.I. TRADE

UNION ACT (1948)

On the orders of the day:
Hon. Stuari S. Garson (Minister of Justice):

On Tuesday last the hon. member for Van-
couver East (Mr. MacInnis) asked me the
following question:

Nearly a year ago a delegation representing two
major labour organizations in Canada waited on
the then minister of justice and asked that the
governnent disallow the Trade Union Act (1948)
passed by the legislature of Prince Edward Island.
Can the minister tell the house whether the gov-
ernment intends to take action to that end?

My information is that the government of
Prince Edward Island proposes at the
approaching session of the legislature to intro-
duce a measure to amend the statute in
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question. Final action on the petition for dis-
allowance has been delayed pending action
by the Prince Edward Island legislature to
amend the statute accordingly.

SPEECH FROM THE THRONE

CONTINUATION OF DEBATE ON THE ADDRESS
IN REPLY

The house resumed from Wednesday, Feb-
ruary 2, consideration of the motion of Mr.
D. F. Brown for an address to His Excellency
the Governor General in reply to his speech
at the opening of the session, and the amend-
ment thereto of Mr. Drew, and the amendment
to the aznendment of Mr. Coldwell.

Mr. Robert Fair (Battile River): Mr. Speaker,
when the house rose yesterday afternoon I
was dealing with the British wheat agreement.
Because the farmers are not particularly satis-
fied with the outcome of or the returns from
that agreement, I should like now to continue
with a discussion of the 1949 contracts.

I think it is understood by most people in
Canada that there has been a good deal of
dissension, both on this side of the Atlantic
and in England, in connection with the British
contracts. In order to show the feelings of
some people in Great Britain I should like to
read a clipping from the Edmonton Bulletin
as follows:

British Press sees Canada Being Slapped
London, December 10 (BUP). The British press

got on Gardiner's side today. Notable was an
editorial in the London Daily Graphie. It said that
Canadians feel the Anglo-Danish food deal is being
made at their expense, and that unless a full state-
ment is made immediately "grave harm" may be
done to Britain's relations with Canada.

The Daily Graphie then says it is confirmed that
Britain is increasing her purchases from Denmark;
it is a slap in the face to Canada and "rubbing salt
into the wound," as the newspaper puts it.

Dealing further with the 1949 contracts, I
have here an item which appeared in Canada's
Weekly of December 24, 1948, with the head-
line, "Mr. Gardiner clarifies the position.
'Canada did not let the U.K. down on any
contract.' " Then appears a fine photograph
of the minister. I should like to read part
of this article, because I think it will throw
a little light on the contracts. Perhaps the
minister when he speaks will deal with any
part of it which is contentious. I quote:

"Al of our discussions on food bulk contracts
were proceeding satisfactorily until difficulties arose
in adjusting the relationship between dollars and
sterling. We were aiming at being able to provide
the United Kingdom with 350 million pounds of
bacon, 125 million pounds of cheese, 75 million dozen
eggs and having 400,000 head of cattle which we
could dispose of either ta the United States or the
United Kingdom. We could provide all the require-
ments of the United Kingdom for wheat and much
of the needed barley and oats if long time contracts
could be agreed to.
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"It was our hope that you would agree to take
these quantities and we would be prepared to accept
returns for them which would bear a reasonable
relationship to the returns which are being provided
to your own farmers. Canada and Britain are
linked in tradition. Canada and Britain are one in
their hopes for the future. We were just beginning
ta think that at last our common sorrows growing
out of war were going to result in lasting joy when
the root of all evil, 'money,' entered".

I may say this is a speech that was made
by the Minister of Agriculture (Mr. Gar-
diner) to a Canadian chamber of commerce
luncheon in the old country. Dealing with
the 1949 contracts, he goes on to say:

To indicate that it was desired that, because of
shortage of dollars with which to buy from us, it
was expected that we would, as soon as possible, get
our quantities of beef, bacon and eggs down to zero.
When the United Kingdom traders came over this
year they intimated that they could not find dollars
with which to buy food, together with other pur-
chases they desired to make, excepting wheat and
cheese. They were, after much discussion, pre-
vailed upon to find dollars with which to buy 160
million pounds of bacon and 46 million dozen of
dried and storage eggs.

I am not making these statements to be critical
of the United Kingdom government or its agents. I
am making them to impress upon you the fact that
the British people want our bacon, want our eggs,
want our beef, want our wheat. I am making them
to impress upon you that if dollar requirements had
not intervened we would have been in a position to
send you in 1949 over 300 million pounds of bacon,
nearly 200 million pounds of beef, 80 million dozen
of eggs, several hundred thousand barrels of apples,
thousands of bushels of beans and much jam, none
of which your traders feel you can afford to have
from us because of the dollar shortage. We cannot
seIl the apples, beans, jam and salmon to anyone
at any price under the present dollar arrangement,
and for the moment we are finding it impossible to
dispose of millions of bushels of linseed at 30 per
cent less than you are paying others for it. They
are taking 140 million bushels of wheat and 50
million pounds of cheese from us because they must
have them, and we appear willing to provide them
for fewer dollars than any other will supply them.

Then follows a paragraph of which I
should like members on all sides of the house
to take particular notice:

All this is bringing me to wonder if an unknown
economist-or was it Abraham Lincoln or some such
individual as Churchill?-was not right when he
said that he would rather have the money in his
pocket tied to the unthinking inanimate substance
called gold which cannot change its mind than to
the manipulations of some small group of crackpots
who fancy themselves as economists or statesmen.

I take it the minister is referring to officials
of the Department of Finance, and as our
trading position stands at the present time
I think they are pretty well named. In 1945
all parties, with the exception of the Social
Crediters and one lone member of the Pro-
gressive Conservative party, the hon. mem-
ber for Broadview (Mr. Church), voted in
favour of legislation which is causing much
of our present difficulty. I thought I had
better place that on record so that people
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may do some sound thinking before adopting
another program of this kind. Further on the
minister says:

I barged into a meeting where I was not intended
to be the other day and heard one of your members
of parliament imply, if he did not say it, that the
Marshall plan is creating more communists in
Europe than Stalin.

Commenting on that paragraph, Mr.
Speaker, may I say that the policies of our
present government are helping to create
communists in Canada, because the poten-
tial production of this country is not being
made available to the people, and for that
reason people are dissatisfied and turning
perhaps to communistic ways of life. Fur-
ther on he says:

I am not convinced that this latter statement is
correct, but I am convinced that the world is not
in any state of mind where it can be expected to
agree that the manipulation of any system or systems
of currency is going to be allowed to interfere with
the will of those who have empty stomachs when
it is preventing surpluses of food to get to them.
It might be a good thing for everybody if they
would close down the uinitpd nations meetings long
enough to permit the United Kingdom and United
States experts to get together and settle some basis
upon which dollars and sterling can be converted to
allow nations like Canada to produce food to feed
the starving millions and distribute it. If that can-
not be done, then they might provide some means
by which we may have an opportunity to fill our
country with working people to develop the re-
sources the world needs for its war and other ma-
chines, that they may eat the surpluses which are
already piling up but which we are not permitted
to sell.

I say again, sir, that this is a direct result
of legislation that has been passed in this
house. It is about time we took action to
relieve the suffering of people in other coun-
tries, and relieve a lot of the distress in this
country as well, by having at least some of
the disadvantages arising from that legisla-
tion remedied. So far as we are concerned
we want to have international agreements, if
possible, and we also want to have the wheat
board continued. I understand that every
day of the week, including Sunday, certain
people are asking that the wheat board be
put out of business. We want it continued
in operation and staffed by the very best men
who can be obtained for the purpose. Per-
sonally I have no complaint whatever about
the wheat board, and so far as I know, my
group has no complaint whatever about the
management of that organization in the past.

In spite of the advice given in the editorial
in Maclean's magazine of January 15 last, we
believe that floor prices should be established
for agricultural products; otherwise you are
going to destroy one of the greatest industries
in the country. Conditions which people are
prophesying for the near future will, if they
prevail, tend to destroy our agricultural
industry.
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I hope to say more about this subject on a
later occasion, but in the ten minutes or so
that remain at my disposal I should like to
deal with one or two other matters.

The speech from the throne says:
Prosperous conditions now prevailing are being

reflected in the buoyant level of national revenues,
a condition to which due consideration is being
given by my ministers in the preparation of forth-
coming budgetary proposais.

I wonder if that is not a breach of confid-
ence, because it is the first time since I came
here, and for many years before that, that
any reference has been made to the budget
in the speech from the throne. Many of the
people are looking for drastic reductions in
taxation. We of this group certainly favour
them, and we also favour an increase in the
exemptions from the present $750 and $1,500
to double the amount in both cases. There
is no opportunity for a young man to get
married today, and start off in any kind of
business on his own. In my home town of
Vermilion I know of several couples who
want to get married, but because of the
burden laid upon them by taxation they are
afraid to make the venture. They are not
able to provide themselves with homes. For
that reason I believe the progress of the
country is being hindered; for my home town
is no different from any other town, city or
rural district in Canada.

If the government wants to advance the
interests of the country, drastic reductions
must be made in taxation. Then there are a
number of nuisance taxes. I would ask the
government to be kind to the children first
of all. At the present time we have a heavy
war tax on the "pop" youngsters drink. I am
not suggesting that you remove a lot of the
taxes on liquor. I hope the youngsters do
not drink it; as to those who are drinking it,
I do not think it does them very much good.
They get a little kick out of it at the time,
but possibly get a kick the next day as an
aftermath. In the case of Coca-Cola how-
ever, and all other soft drinks, I would urge
the government to remove the two cent tax
so that people may again have their drink of
"pop" without the nuisance of the tax.

Again I would suggest that candy bars,
which formerly sold at five cents, be made
available to the youngsters at that price-
and I do not mean in the decreased size which
today costs seven cents. Make them bigger
and better at five cents each. Give the
youngsters a chance, because they have been
robbed of their candy bars for a number of
years. The hon. member for Macleod (Mr.
Hansell) says they now cost eight cents. I
have not bought any candy bars for years, so
I do not know; but I am taking his word
for it.
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We have found it necessary to import some

fifteen million pounds of butter from other
countries. If it were not for the severe income
tax that has been levied I believe you would
find our own farmers milking their cows and
selling the cream to be made into butter.
Instead, we are turning our business over to
other countries and taking it away from our
farmers. Recently I read an article on turkey
production in the three prairie provinces.
Last year in Alberta there was an increase of
about six per cent, but in Manitoba and
Saskatchewan there was a large reduction, I
believe amounting to 26 to 40 per cent. This
production is not good enough. People want
turkeys to eat, and taxation should not be
such as to prevent them from getting turkeys.
We also like to eat pork and beef, but again
heavy taxes are responsible for reduced pro-
duction.

On many occasions we have asked that the
trans-Canada highway be built. We appre-
ciated the move made last fal by the Minister
of Mines and Resources (Mr. MacKinnon),
though last session the then minister of
reconstruction (Mr. Howe) and the Minister
of Public Works (Mr. Fournier) refused to
have anything to do with it. A start now has
been made; and we have a demand by many
organizations in the west that a trans-Canada
highway commission be set up. If this is done
we will avoid many squabbles between
provincial governments and reach a decision
as to the route that highway should follow.
The trans-Canada highway should have been
built years ago; we should now be able to
travel from coast to coast without finding it
necessary to travel part of the distance in
another country.

On various occasions I have been very
much hurt to find that many of our crippled
people, old and young, are compelled to live
on a bare subsistence level. Last summer I
went to the Lloydminster exhibition. After
the crowd had left the grandstand and gone
to see the sideshows a young girl I have
known for years came to me and asked if any-
thing was being done to help the crippled
people of Canada. I told her about the nat-
ional health program announced last session
by the Minister of National Health and Wel-
fare (Mr. Martin), and she asked, "Is anything
provided specificaly for crippled people?" I
was sorry to have to tell her there was not,
but I said that when I came back this session
I certainly would see that the matter was
brought to the attention of the minister. He
has been good to some people; I hope he will
not forget the unfortunate crippled people.

Mr. Martin: Of course under the health pro-
gram there is a grant to deal with conditions
which cause children to become crippled.
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Mr. Fair: I understand that children are
looked after, but I believe this young lady is
close to thirty. Just as I turned away after
speaking to her I met another neighbour
whom I have known for quite a while; she
was being pushed along in a wheel chair by
ber dad. Neither of these families is in a
financial position to look after these crippled
people. Our two major parties have been
scrapping for the last week or so over their
sins of the past, but now I hope the party in
power will get busy and do something worth
while, and that the other party to my right,
the Progressive Conservatives, will get busy
and help them. The sins of the past do not
help people in the future. We should look
ahead and prepare for the future instead of
looking back searching for each other's past
sins.

On the question of education I should like
to read the resolution which was sent to me
the other day by the Canadian school trustees'
association:

Foderal Grants in Aid
Whereas various educational bodies in all prov-

inces are concerned with the present inequality of
educational opportunity throughout the nation;

And whereas present sources of finances are
insufficient;

Therefore be it resolved that we ask the federal
government to give grants in aid in order that the
provinces whose needs are greatest may be able to
provide equality of educational opportunity.

This is signed by the secretary, Henry E.
Spencer, who was at one time a member of
this house. I am glad to see that Mr. Spencer
is turning again to his old love, monetary
reform, because this is the place where credit
can be created. This government has that
power, while apparently the provinces have
not. There is no reason why this govern-
ment should adopt a dog-in-the-manger atti-
tude by restricting the creation of credit and
at the same time refusing to allow the prov-
inces to make use of it. Substantial grants
should be made to the provinces to be
administered by them without any strings
attached.

Old age pensioners also demand better
treatment than they have had in the past.
We know that the amount given is by no
means sufficient to afford them a decent stand-
ard of living, and I hope something worth
while will be done this session on their
behalf.

I have just one further matter to deal with;
I refer to soldier settlers. Last session an
item of $150,000 was placed in the estimates
and passed by the house without any contro-
versial discussion, but that amount does not
begin to deal with the problem. The veterans
affairs committee, which has done such excel-
lent work under the present minister, as well
as under the former minister, Mr. Mackenzie,
who has now gone to the other place, unani-
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mously recommended in its report that the
veterans be given clear title as requested in
the brief presented on June 17 last by the
president and secretary of the soldier set-
tlers association. Now, thirty years after the
soldier settlement legislation was passed, I
ask the government to make the final gesture
of giving these men clear title, in the interests
of these citizens, whose average age is about
sixty though some of them are over eighty.
In the name of common sense I ask today
that clear title be granted to those who
remain in debt to the board.

Mr. J. A. Bradelle (Cochrane): Mr. Speaker,
I beg the indulgence of the bouse for a few
moments. I know that indulgence will be
readily granted, because I have not spoken
very often in this house during the last ten
years. However, there are times when a
rnember of parliament must express his opin-
ion and voice the sentiments of the people
whom he has the heavy responsibility, and
honour, of representing in this national forum.

Simce we prorogued last summer quite a
few changes have taken place in this House
of Commons, to which I am going to allude
very briefly. First, as one who has been in
this house for many years, I want to pay a
special, personal tribute, in which I am voic-
ing the sentiments of all my constituents, to
our past leader, now the hon. member for
Glengarry (Mr. Mackenzie King). When I
first came to this house in 1926, Mr. Speaker,
I was elected as a Labour Independent; but
after I saw Mr. Mackenzie King and the
Liberal party functioning in this chamber I
went back to my executive and said that
unless I was allowed to follow Mr. King and
his party-not blindly but intelligently-I
would not remain here. At that time I was
given carte blanche, and I have never
regretted that action.

I sincerely believe, I am sincerely con-
vinced, that under that fine leadership which
was supported on so many occasions at gen-
eral elections in an unmistakable way, Canada
has enjoyed years of prosperity, great accom-
plishments, and a large measure of national
unity. It is said when a man gets married
people will tell of his faults; be has to die to
get praise. In this instance, our revered past
leader must enjoy life because, if there was
ever a man that was abused in the hurly
burly of public life, it was certainly the right
hon. member for Glengarry. He is still in
,public life as a member of parliament, but

t is no longer leader of his party. Now, every
section of Canada, every section of the press,
finds it possible to put in proper perspective
the fine qualifications of the right bon. mem-
ber for Glengarry. He must enjoy this
because he deserves it. If there was ever a
man who gave of himself it was certainly the
right hon. gentleman.
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I also wish to say a few words of praise
concerning the present Prime Minister of this
country. I wish to praise him for many
reasons, but the primary one is that he was a
man with a successful law practice, highly
honoured in his province, who was prac-
tically conscripted. We al know the circum-
stances. He answered the call diligently and
loyally. It was not very long before this
parliament and this nation fully realized the
stature of this fine man, with his broad vision
and his true Canadianism. I know Canada
was proud when last August the Liberal party
chose him as its leader. I know Canada feels
secure at the present time in the fine leader-
ship he has already given as Prime Minister
of this country.

I should like to say a few words about the
new leader of the Progressive Conservative
party. I was proud of his nomination as
leader of that national party. One of the
reasons for my pride is the fact that I am
an Ontarian. He has made some sacrifices in
coming into this field because, as you all
know, he was certainly successful in so far
as provincial politics were concerned. The
hon. gentleman resigned his position as pre-
mier of the province of Ontario. So long as
it is possible to have men of that calibre
enter the field of national politics, this coun-
try as a whole does not need to worry very
much. It is a sign that there is something
great; there is something for which a man is
willing to make the necessary personal sacri-
fices to enter this field. When one considers
the actions of the right hon. the Prime Minis-
ter of this country and the leader of the
Progressive Conservative party, I repeat,
people do not need to worry about the future
of Canada. It should be secure.

I should like to make a few remarks about
the past leader of the Progressive Conserva-
tive party. I get mixed up in trying to say
the name of that party because my father
was a Conservative in the days when they
were only Conservatives. I wish to pay him
a tribute. Regardless of what publicity may
say about the new leader of his party, I do
not think the leadership will be more digni-
fied or more Canadian than the leadership he
gave. I say that sincerely. No doubt he has
brought a lot of his own fine, strong colour,
which was mostly Liberal, into the ranks of
the Progressive Conservative party. This
parliament and the nation as a whole bas
benefited from his actions as leader of that
great party.

May I say a word concerning a new mem-
ber who bas great physical size, and also, it
bas been stated, great mental stature. I wish
to pay tribute to the new member for Digby-
Annapolis-Kings (Mr. Nowlan). Before the
election he received some praise, not only
from the Ottawa Journal, which is a Con-
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servative newspaper, but from all news-
papers in the maritimes that knew him. It
was said he was a well qualified man, highly
respected in those sections of Canada which
had the opportunity of knowing and appre-
ciating him.

I should like to say a few words about
another physical giant who lately came to
this house, the hon. member for Rosthern
(Mr. Boucher). May I say to him that his
predecessor was highly respected by every
section of the house. He sometimes found it
possible to arouse the ire of hon. members
opposite but, at the same time, no one
doubted his sincerity. I know that the pres-
ent member must possess a large measure of
his fine qualities.

At this point, I should like to say a few
words about the hon. member for Laval-Two
Mountains (Mr. Demers). I may have to
repeat my words concerning him when I
speak about the mover and seconder of the
address in reply to the speech from the
throne. I should like to compliment him on
his maiden effort in this bouse. He spoke as
a true Canadian, and as a man who believes
absolutely in national unity. He impressed
me as a man who is not going to follow the
current, but will breast the head wind. The
House of Commons needs men of that calibre.
It is always easier to f ollow the line of least
resistance. I know the hon. member for
Laval-Two Mountains will never do that
because he will follow his own personal
inclinations and his own Canadianism.

I should like to say a few words about the
new Secretary of State for External Affairs
(Mr. Pearson). At this point I find it neces-
sary to answer certain sections of the press
who seem to be under the impression that we
backbenchers of the Liberal party were
impatient at the government for bringing
new members into this field. The truth is
far from that, because after all, the whole is
more important than any part. I praise the
government for finding it possible to bring
into government circles men of the calibre
of the Secretary of State for External Affairs
and the Minister of Justice (Mr. Garson). I
believe it is the duty of all parties, under any
conditions or circumstances, to bring into
public life all possible talents of statesman-
ship. Speaking for myself as well as for the
backbenchers, may I say again that we are
proud and glad to have within our ranks men
of the calibre of those I have just mentioned.

May I also say a word of praise about the
member for Marquette (Mr. Garson), the
Minister of Justice. Although some sections
of the bouse did not entirely agree with what
he said yesterday, all members must have
seen in him a real Canadian who will work,
not only for provincial autonomy, but also
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for national unity. I watched the hon. member
for Neepawa (Mr. Bracken), during the course
of the remarks made by the Minister of
Justice. I am sure he could hear the echo of
his own words during the time he was
premier of Manitoba. It must have been
pleasant for him to hear them repeated by
the Minister of Justice in his presence
yesterday.

I had the honour and privilege of working
under the Secretary of State for External
Affairs during 1948 as a delegate to the united
nations in New York. Prior to that, a section
of the committee on external affairs visited
New York. On both occasions we were given
the opportunity of seeing him in action. I
know I am not revealing any secrets when
I say that he was highly respected by member
nations of the united nations. My own
observations proved this. I believe it is
safe to say that any of the higher positions
in that organization were within his reach
4f he had wiSherd them. It is for this reason
that I repeat that the Secretary of State
for External Affairs is a wonderful acquisi-
tion, not only to the Liberal party and to
parliament, but also to the whole of Canada.
He, also, has made great sacrifices to come
here since he had a secure position which he
filled to the satisfaction of everyone. I could
apply the same principle to him as I did
to the Prime Minister and to the leader of
the opposition. It applies just as forcibly
to the Secretary of State for External Affairs.

Now, I wish to turn my attention to that
fine young man, the hon. member for Queens-
Lunenburg (Mr. Winters). I wish to felici-
tate him on his assumption of the office he
occupies at the present time. He also was
successful in his own calling. In answering
the call of his constituents, he came into the
national forum. I am positive this young
man will go far in the national life of Canada.

I wish to say a few words of praise to the
members of parliament who have been made
parliamentary assistants. Little criticism has
been heard concerning the original appoint-
ments because bon. members of this house
fully realize the necessity of having younger
men groomed for the higher positions. I
believe our experience over the last two or
three years fully bears out what I have just
said. To these new appointees, and to those
who were appointed when this system was
inaugurated, I wish all possible success in
discharging the heavy responsibilities they
have undertaken. I am glad to state, and I
think everyone will agree with me, that
every one of them bas been filling his posi-
tion marvellously well and to the satisfaction
of the country as a whole.

I wish to say a word about the mover of the
address in reply to the speech from the
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throne, the bon. member for Essex West (Mr.
Brown). A year ago last spring, accompanied
by my esteemed friend the hon. member for
Davenport (Mr. MacNicol), I visited that
wonderful section of Canada which the hon.
member so well described as the sun parlour
of Canada. I had been there before but I
made an extended visit and spent a week in
that section of Canada. I went to Kingsville
and saw the work being carried on by Manly
Miner, the son of Jack Miner. We went to
Leamington. Wherever we went, we were
always well received. One thing that went
to my heart more deeply than anything else
was for me, a Canadian of French descent, to
go into those sections of rural Ontario, which
is predominantly English-speaking and pro-
testant, and see the broadmindedness of the
people there, and the friendliness they have
towards other Canadians. On several occa-
sions when I was given an opportunity of
speaking, I made the wish that it might be
possible for my compatriots from the prov-
ince of Quebec to come and visit those sec-
tions of the country and to see the fine spirit
prevailing among the population there. I
also said that it would be beneficial for them
to come and visit the old historic province of
Quebec where they would find a great con-
mon ground, our love for Canada as a whole.

On this visit I saw things that I believe it
is my duty to mention here. On a Sunday
morning, in a locality whose name I do not
need to mention, I went to mass at eight
o'clock. It was held in the basement of the
church. There was no superstructure, just
a few skeleton beams of steel. After the
service I went to see the priest. He said,
"Mr. Bradette, we have enough money with
which to go on and complete the building,
but you will perhaps be greatly surprised
and delighted to learn that at least one-third
of the money to complete the church has been
supplied by English-speaking protestants."
That is the kind of spirit that everyone
approves fron the heart, the mind and the
soul.

I wish to say just one word about our
present financial situation. To me sometimes
the pros and cons of politics and some of the
propaganda we hear are fairly baffling. Let
us suppose for one moment that, instead of
having a fairly good surplus in our budget,
we were to have a heavy deficit. What would
be the criticism we would hear from every
section of the opposition and the opposition
press? They would say that this country was
near bankruptcy. Now we have a surplus
and perhaps it will be large. I have no time
to discuss that aspect at the moment. The
opposition find it possible to criticize; but,
from my experience, I believe it is just as
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necessary to have a sound national income
as it is to have a sound personal one.

I come to the province of Ontario, in which
an election was held last year. Boasts were
made, and rightly so, that the government of
that province had a surplus of $25 million.
Do you think that we Liberals criticized the
Conservative administration at Queen's Park
for such an accomplishment? Certainly not,
because it was a real accomplishment. But
there is more to it than that. What did they
do with that fine surplus? Instead of doing
as the national treasury did-reduce taxation
-they increased it. For instance, at the
present time we pay a tax of eleven cents
per gallon on gasoline. When the federal
government took off the gasoline tax and
left the matter in the hands of the provinces,
the Ontario treasury put it on. They did the
same thing with the amusement tax. At that
time, when the provincial government had a
surplus, we were proud of it. Why should
not every Canadian be proud of the present
economic situation? I will go this far: I
would not be in favour of having a great
surplus from year to year. There is a time
and a place for everything. Our present hope
is that taxation will be greatly reduced in
the present budget. But why will that be
possible? Purely and simply because the
present administration has been courageous
and capable, presenting policies which were
not always absolutely popular with the
Canadian people. But the Canadian people
are practical, and they are much happier
today with a large surplus than they would
have been with a large deficit, and I believe
that they like courage.

One must be practical in all these things.
I repeat, you may have the pendulum going
too far one way or the other. I would not
like to see a large surplus from year to year.
But we must ask ourselves this question. If
the national debt kept piling up by billions
and billions of dollars every year, would we
be happy then? Is it not true that when we
were in danger of inflation, the national
government was courageous enough to tell
the Canadian people that they must fear
inflation, which is just as dangerous, and
more so in certain circumstances, than defla-
tion? In warning the people the government
was alert, and for its action I, representing
my constituency, praise the government.
Again I repeat that if we are in a position at
this present session to decrease taxation, that
is due largely to the fact that our economic
and financial position is as fine as that of any
other country in the world.

I want to say a few words about election
promises. We in northern Ontario, in spite
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of Dr. Chisholm, still believe in old man
Santa Claus. We believe that he is a fine old
man and that he is performing a useful
service. At the general provincial election
we had a new type of Santa Claus, a rather
young, handsome and glamorous young man.
He made promises that dipped deeply into
the Ontario provincial treasury. For what
purpose? For the purpose of winning the
provincial election. It is not an absolutely
bad purpose, I must admit, because all parties
always try to win elections. Why a person
would be highly scandalized because that
might have been done, I do not know. It
might have to be done by this party. I do
not know why the leader of the opposition
thought it was scandalous when it happened
so glaringly during the last provincial elec-
tion. If I know anything about the constitu-
tion of the provinces, and of the country, it
is this. When a legislature or the central
government is dissolved, the government is
then practically in the hands of the people,
and I believe it is absolutely in order for the
leaders of the parties or for the ex-premier
of the province to make certain promises; but
how it is permissible to dip into the provin-
cial treasury in order to fulfil those promises,
and for the money to be handed out immedi-
ately, without legislative sanction, is past
my comprehension. If all the promises that
were made during the last provincial election
had been implemented, we in northern
Ontario would be sitting pretty. For in-
stance, promise was made of a fine university
in Fort William or Port Arthur. Then a day
or two later another university was promised
for North Bay. Promise was made to a fine
rural community in my own riding-and I
am not scandalized about it; I merely make
mention of the fact. This place was located
fourteen miles east of the industrial town of
Kapuskasing. The promise of an agricultural
college was made to that fine rural com-
munity. I am going to see that they get it,
because the promise was made. The people
of that area are entitled to what they were
promised; they should have it. Then, promise
was made of a water system, funds for which
were to be provided, to the extent of $120,000,
out of the provincial treasury.

The other sixty-four rural communities in
that section are watching developments.
When these promises are fulfilled, the citizens
will be proud of what they have. But each
of those municipalities will go to Queen's
Park and make similar requests; and if they
do, they will be entitled to what they ask,
because I say election promises must be
fulfilled-there can be no getting away from
that. Otherwise it would be deceiving the
population, and not keeping faith with the
voters of Canada or of a province.



HOUSE OF COMMONS
The Address-Mr. Bradette

I should like for a moment to speak con-
cerning a delicate subject. A few days before
the last vote in the most recent Ontario
provincial election, in this city of Ottawa a
fine institution which has been operated for
generations was granted $250,000. Perhaps
the amount should have been greater. But
my point is this: Why was not that money
voted properly from the floor of the Ontario
legislature? Why was it granted just at
election time? I do not criticize the grant,
because in my view the organization in ques-
tion should have been given at least $500,000.
But a procedure of this kind skirts closely
the process of political buying; there is no
getting away from that fact.

These are matters which of necessity must
be placed before this national forum because,
in my view, no matter what party is making
an appeal to the Canadian people, it has no
right to buy votes out of the provincial or the
national treasury. And I would stay by that
statement. After all, the roof of democracy
must fall over our heads if care is not taken
in this connection.

In a few months it is likely that we will be
engaged in a general election. I do not want
to see the spectacle of the political parties
of the House of Commons going before the
people in an effort to overbid each other out
of funds in the public treasury. That is not
democracy; that is not freedom; that is not
Canadianism-and it should not be done. It
is falsifying our constitution.

May I next refer to those election promises
which are never implemented. The Canadian
people generally are as well informed as
members of the House of Commons, and
when promises are not fulfilled they are
entitled to resent it. They do not like this
failure to fulfil promises, and they soon learn
that they have been fooled. You may fool
them once or twice, but you cannot fool them
all the time. I make this appeal in all sin-
cerity, because I well remember when, in
1935 I believe it was, I made a definite
promise during the campaign, and I promised
that I would never make another one. My
promise was that I would bring back a better
service for the numbers 1 and 2 transcon-
tinental trains from Toronto to Winnipeg,
passing through Cochrane. But my promise
was never implemented, and the people up
there have held that against me,-and rightly
so. Every election I am reminded of it. I
would repeat that it is contrary to all demo-
cratic principles to go before the people at
election time, whether provincially or in a
general election, and make promises, when
those who make them know full well they
will never be fulfilled.

While I have not the time to go deeply
into the matter, I should like to say a few
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words about dominion-provincial relations.
In this forum three years ago, prior to
the 1946 dominion-provincial conference I
expressed the wish that the premier of
Ontario would be big enough to see the view-
point of all parts of Canada. I am sorry he
did not come up fully to my expectations. I
do not blame him altogether for what hap-
pened in those instances; but ie must take
some of the blame.

I come from a section of the country which
at times has had quarrels with Queen's Park;
I mean northern Ontario, that fine treasure
house in Ontario. Sometimes our resources
were badly used and wasted, and at a time
when we had practically no voice in the gov-
ernment at Toronto. However, we have
always remained true to the old province of
Ontario. When one hears talk of secession
of that portion of Ontario from Fort William
to North Bay or anywhere else, one may be
sure that 99, per cent of the people in north-
ern Ontario have always been against it, and
wIi continue so. We believe that Ontario
must remain as it is at the present time.

The point I wished to bring out is that those
of us from northern Ontario believe that the
welfare of the whole of this province is bet-
ter than the welfare of the northern section
of it, or even of the city of Toronto. We
believe in the welfare of the whole of the
province-and that same principle applies
with equal force to Canada as a whole. I
would ask the present administration at
Queen's Park, and I would ask those here in
the House of Commons, as a man who was
born in the province of Quebec, to forget
sometimes some of the smaller features in
politics, and to think of Canada as a whole.
Ontario has been described as a privileged
province, but she is not. Ontario is Ontario
only through the accident of geography. While
the people are Ontarian, they are primarily
Canadian.

The leader of the opposition (Mr. Drew), as
premier of Ontario, was a talented man; no
one can deny that. He is a true Canadian.
But why he did not practise that true Can-
adianism in his relations with the dominion
and the other provinces is something beyond
my comprehension.

May I say one word about our present trade
situation, and particularly our trade with dear
old England. I am speaking my mind on this
score, because I have always been a great
admirer of those fine, tidy little islands; and
even more so since the last war, when for over
a year Great Britain was the only human
rampart against the hordes of barbarism,
nazism and fascism. No matter what we do
for England, no matter what happens in the
future, we can never forget that fact; because
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I maintain that had it not been for Great
Britamn democracy for the rest of the world
would have died.

However, in our relations there may be
times when some irritation is revealed. May
I compliment here and now the Prime Minister
(Mr. St. Laurent) who, when speaking on this
subi ect, asked us to be tolerant when discuss-
ing this matter, because it was a sensitive one.
It is true that we have to be careful, because
some people consider it only from the stand-
point of dollars and cents. True, li any
democracy dollars and cents must count; but
at the same time 1 maintain that in our trade
relations with Great Britain sentiment must
always have its place no matter what some
may say. We may have to exercise a good
deal of sentiment if the day cornes when
liquidation of her debt to us is required. I
repeat, without fear of successful contradic-
tion, that some day they may find it impossible
to meet all their obligations. Under these
conditions, what would be the duty of the
Canadian nation? It would be proper for us
to forget about it, for the simple reason that
Great Britain has paid li blood a price away
beyond anything which can be counted in
monetary consideration. She has paid in the
lives she lost and the horrible tortures she
had to suifer, not only among the personnel
of ber armed forces, people who had military
training, but among lier young children and
hier old people who were destroyed by tens
of thousands when, for over eight months, the
luftwaiffe poisoned the skies of Great Britain.

We must not forget that situation, that
great epic of heroism. Whlle we may have
done ail that we possibly could, we must not
forget that there may be times when Great
Britain must do certain things from neces-
slty. We too have international trade prob-
lems.

I do not believe in the iron curtain. It
should neyer have been allowed to exist.
Speaking not as an expert but as a Cana-
dian, may I say that I cannot comprehend
how it could be possible for Great Britain to
hurt Canada by dealing with any nation
within the iron curtain. My reasons are not
only sentimental; I say that because a prin-
ciple is involved. If the application of that
principle is continued it may mean the doom
of freedom and democracy as we know themn.

In support of my opinion I should like to
quote from an article which appeared i that
fine weekly paper The Ensign of January 29,
1949:

Building on slavery.

This is worth listening to. It may be that
Great Britain has a right to deal with other
nations, but if Canada attempted to deal with
a nation behind the iron curtain I would be
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the first to rise in my place and protest. The
article reads:

The Yorkshire Post says editorlally that one of the
reasons Great Britain must buy food from Poland
rather than from Canada-

We are ail i sympathy with the fine
Polish people. They do flot like the coin-

* munists, for they are flot communistic by
nature; but they are behind the iron curtain
at the present ti.me.
-Is that the prices of lier manufactured goods are
too high to compete in North America. The editorial
concludes that Britain must export more goods at
present wage levels, but with cheaper raw materials
than the new world can supply.

We have every sympathy with Great Britaln'a
brave effort to restore her economy, which suffers
from war wastage, from technlcal and mechanical
obsolescence, and from currency dislocations. Neyer-
theless we are appalled by the implications of the
Anglo-Polish and similar pacts when viewed in the
light of the above reasoning. Reduced to their true
significance. they mean that henceforth Britaln'a
living standard Is to be maintained. flot by lncreased.
efficlency at home and unsnarled trade abroad, but
by the poverty, exploitation and expropriation of
eastern European farmers by their communist slave
masters.

Those are strong words, but I do flot think
anyone will dare deny them. Those who
purchase from a country behind the iron cur-
tain should know that they are buying goods
that have been produced by political slavery
pure and simple and by terrific sacrifices on
the part of the people. The article continues:

We know from history that a soviet governmnent
wlll buy machinery and other finished goods needed
for its "«plans" at the expense of millions of starving
pasants. It has been estimated that more than
three and a haîf million pasants were deliberately
starved in the thirties when their wheat was shlpped
sbroad to buy equipment for Magnitogorsk, Dnle-
prostroi, and other projects.

Can Britain est her bread wlth a good conscience
when it is known that she buys it cheaper than in
Canada because a ruthless dictator is explolting bis
Polish slaves? Can the United States permit a dollar
shortage which helps to produce such a situation?
Doas not this constitute aiding and abettlng a crime
against humanity? These are questions to be aný
swered, for not even economic distresa excuses
transgressions against basic morality.

I speak very feelingly on this subject. After,
ail, we can ail remember the terrible blood
bath through which Canada and Great Britain
have passed i defence of democracy. We'
see now where trade balances and a monetary,
system have forced a great nation to deal
with other nations inside the iron curtain.
I ar n ot going to go into the question of inter-
nationalism, for I have too much respect'for
our great friends to the south. I think the
average United States citizen would like to
see the dollar made more pliable, more
humanized, so as to bring about freer trade
throughout the world. The average United
States citizen would like to see something
done about the sterling situation. It would
be a great humanitarian victory if there were
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freer trade between Great Britain and the
rest of the world, Great Britain and Canada
and Great Britain and the United States, and
in fact between all nations.

I should like to say a few words about what
I hope will be our new sister province-New-
foundland. There is something fine in this
possibility, something great. It is expected
that within a few months there will be inte-
grated into the Canadian federation that fine,
old colony located in the gulf of St. Lawrence.
In my youth, which was a long time ago,
when I was attending a small rural school I
was always baffled that Newfoundland, which
was so close to the American continent, geo-
graphically speaking, and which was so close
to the Canadian mainland, was not a part of
Canada. To me the gulf of St. Lawrence
seemed to have opened its mouth deliberately
so that Newfoundland could come into
Canada.

It was a proud day for us and no doubt a
proud day for Newfoundland when by a
majority vote they decided to come into the
Canadian confederation. They have prob-
lems of their own and in my view it is the
duty of every Canadian worthy of the name to
study their problems, to try to know them,
to sympathize with them and to help them
in arriving at a solution. I believe that the
Newfoundlanders will fully realize what it
means to come into the great Canadian
federation.

When this is accomplished, when New-
foundland does come into the Canadian fed-
eration, I hope that they will send some of
their fine sons and daughters to Canada to
explain to us their aspirations, their struggles
in the past, their love, their culture and what
they expect of the future. Then in turn
Canada should send some of her prominent
sons and daughters to sell and make better
known this country to that great strategic
island which in the future may mean so
much to the peace of the world.

I make that suggestion in all sincerity. I
wonder how many Canadians know the fine
qualities of the Newfoundlander? How many
of us know their loyalty to British traditions?
Perhaps the same thing could be said,
although perhaps not as forcibly, of many
Newfoundlanders who have never had an
opportunity to know Canada.

It-would not be just a matter of selling one
to the other; it would be a matter of interest-
ing our population and making them realize
what a wonderful asset there is in having
that fine sentinel between Greenland, Europe,
and the Canadian mainland-a sentinel to
guard us against things that may happen in
the future, which have never happened in
the past.
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I make this plea very sincerely. This is
not just a political question; it is bigger than
that. I hope that the moment Newfoundland
comes into confederation Canada will choose
half a dozen of her sons and daughters who
are well qualified, and that Newfoundland
will do the same. There are in each country
many intelligent men and women-who will
visit the other to tell them of their own. We
love these people already because they belong
to the British family of nations. We want
them to come here to tell us of their aspira-
tions, of their problems, of the things that
they expect from the Canadian confederation.

It is true they will have to make sacrifices
in order to enter confederation, but the sane
will also apply to us. We must be ready and
willing to try to understand them, and to
have respect for their traditions and ideals.
Let us not get away from the fact that in the
past Newfoundland has been a real sentinel
of the British empire on this continent, and
will remain faithful in its loyalty in the
future.

I want to say a word or two about the
St. Lawrence waterway. As a person who
represents a section of Canada that, geograph-
ically speaking, is really central, I may say
that we are open-minded as far as the St.
Lawrence waterway is concerned. The po-
tential hydro power is needed at the present
time in the province of Ontario. I do not say
that in a critical way. It is because of the
progress that industry has made.in the prov-
ince. There are also the factors of immi-
gration and transportation. I feel somewhat
reticent about discussing the problem because,
under Sir Wilfrid Laurier, a national rail link
was built between the maritimes and Win-
nipeg out of the federal treasury. Today,
west of the town of Hearst, with one of the
finest roadbeds on the North American con-
tinent, the rails are practically rusty. We
are in favour of the development of the St.
Lawrence waterway because it is a necessity.

The United States and Canada are friendly
nations and we should have no difficulty on
that project. But, in saying that, I want to
protest against a situation which has been
allowed to exist for many years in regard to
that fine national link between Quebec city
and Winnipeg. It is practically unused at the
present time. You have there a potential
that should be used winter and summer. Why
it is not is past my comprehension. It is true
that when the national transcontinental line
was built north from Quebec, and out through
the wilds of northern Quebec and northern
Ontario, they thought that there was nothing
but muskeg. Then they found the area con-
tained the finest natural resources, and today
it is the real treasure house of Canada. From
Quebec city to fifty miles west of the town
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of Hearst they have developed those natural
resources, with the result that you have there
some of the best paying traffic on the whole
of the Canadian National railway system.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: The hon. member's
time has expired.

Some hon. Members: Go on.

Mr. Bradette: I greatly appreciate the indul-
gence of the members of the house and thank
them for it. I have no right to it, because
hon. members have been too kind to me in
the past. I will terminate now. I may have
occasion to say something else about certain
problems which are very important, not only
to our section of the country but also to
other sections, because we are not parochial
in our viewpoint. We happen to be located
in what we call central Canada. We are abso-
lutely national as far as our problems are
concerned. It may surprise some of the
members listening to me at the present time
to know that we are familiar with the names
of the mayors of the cities of Winnipeg,
Regina, Saskatoon and Vancouver. We also
know the names of the mayors of the cities
of Halifax, Saint John and Montreal. There-
fore we are truly national as far as our loca-
tion is concerned, and I also believe we are
truly national in our viewpoint.

That is why I appreciate the kindness
extended to me. We have no real grievances,
but I am going to mention freight rates very
briefly. If there is a zone that has suffered
it has been my zone. I have no right to say
"my"; I am not big enough. I should say
"our zone". We always had discrepancies,
but we accepted them for the benefit of the
whole. We must be practical. If the Can-
adian National Railways has great deficits, we
must remember that this nation owes some-
thing to that national railway system, and
also the Canadian Pacifie railway system.
During the war their accomplishments were
such that no other nation in the world was
able to match them. They did something that
was a revelation to the whole world, and helped
our war effort greatly. Nevertheless, I main-
tain that we are not getting the ful benefit of
our fine national system at the present time.
I am not going to enlarge any more on that
point. All I want to do before resuming my
seat is to express the hope that in dealing with
freight rates we will all take a national view-
point. Can we expect our railway systems to
carry on with deficits year after year? We
must be practical. Speaking as a northern
Ontario man, I am in favour of certain con-
cessions as far as British Columbia is con-
cerned, as far as the Crowsnest pass rates are
concerned, and as far as the maritime prov-
inces are concerned. I am sure I am speaking
for the people of central Canada when I say
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that I believe they are willing to make adjust-
ments and certain sacrifices as far as freight
rates are concerned. I believe they should
do so for the whole of Canada, because again
I repeat, the whole is better than any part,
and a problem of that magnitude must be
faced and in a national way.

Before I forget, I want to say that I am not
a Canadian National railway man, and I am
not a Canadian Pacific railway man. How-
ever, I do not believe in the plank incorpor-
ated in the C.C.F. platform at their last
convention involving the amalgamation of the
C.P.R. and the C.N.R. It is true that I believe
implicitly in the Canadian National railway
system, but at the same time I maintain it
would not be fair to the Canadian people if
the two systems were amalgamated. You
have only to mention that to Canadian Pacifie
men and Canadian National men to see that
they highly resent that plank in the platform
of the C.C.F. party. The railway systems in
Canada not only have the commercial view-
point in mind; they have to give service to
certain localities. There is a humanitarian-
ism in that regard on the part of the Can-
adian National Railways and the Canadian
Pacific Railway. I say that with feeling. A
few years ago the then premier of the prov-
ince of Ontario, Mr. Hepburn, allowed the
construction of the Temiskaming and North-
ern Ontario railway, as it was then called,
from Cochrane to Moose Factory. At the time
many people were very much in favour of
that, but when they found there was very
little revenue for the extension of the railway
they wanted to dismantle it and take the rails
away. I went to Toronto and told the premier
of Ontario that he could not do it because,
when they built that ribbon of steel from
Cochrane to Moose Factory and Moosonee,
they had permitted the settlement of certain
small localities along the railway; and I said
that if the people of Ontario knew the situa-
tion they would not permit the demolition of
the Temiskaming and Northern Ontario rail-
way. To the credit of the Ontario adminis-
tration it was not done.

The railways in a country like Canada have
more than freight and passenger services to
give. They have to provide service in a great,
expansive territory at times under very
difficult conditions, a service to which every
Canadian man and woman is entitled. That
is why, as a Canadian, as an Ontarian, and as
a member of this parliament, I want to take
this opportunity to say that I am absolutely
against the amalgamation of the Canadian
Pacific Railway and the Canadian National
Railways on the ground of humanitarianism
and also on the ground that better service
may be given to the Canadian people if both
railways maintain their identity.
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Mr. Cruickshank: I rise on a question of
privilege. I do so because the last speaker
is on my own side of the house, and I prefer
to do so now rather than when a speaker from
the other side of the house has concluded a
speech. We have talked about amendment
of the rules. I should like to suggest that
only the Prime Minister (Mr. St. Laurent)
and the leader of the opposition (Mr. Drew)
be allowed to exceed forty minutes. If you
are going to permit one member to do it, then
every one of us should have the same privi-
lege. I say that with no disrespect to the
previous speaker, who is a member on my
own side of the house. If a member cannot
say what he bas to say in forty minutes he
should write it out, hand it to the press and
stay in his own riding. I respectfully suggest
that the forty-minute rule be enforced, with
the exception of the Prime Minister and the
leader of the opposition.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: I may say it is the
custom of the Speaker to remind the bouse
when a member has spoken forty minutes,
but if the house gives unanimous consent then
the member continues, and the Speaker can
do nothing about that.

Mr. Donald M. Fleming (Eglinion): Mr.
Speaker, I am sure it is gratifying to every
true lover of democracy to see on the part of
the Canadian public a quickened interest in
what is going on in this parliament. There
are many reasons one can think of for that
fact. Perhaps rumours of an election have
assisted. In any event, the fact that we have
in the house a new Prime Minister (Mr. St.
Laurent) and a new leader of the opposition
(Mr. Drew) undoubtedly has been a major
factor in attracting increased interest to what
is transpiring in this bouse. I would say to
the Prime Minister (Mr. St. Laurent) that
when he was elected to the leadership of the
Liberal party, and then when he assumed the
responsibilities of Prime Minister of Canada,
it was a great pleasure to extend very hearty
congratulations to him; and I repeat those
congratulations today. We have had many
differences; we may have more today before
I conclude my remarks, but the warmth of
my congratulations is not in the least abated.

I should like to say a word, too, concerning
the man who leads the Progressive Conser-
vative party, the new leader of the opposition
in this chamber (Mr. Drew). I have had the
good fortune to know him personally for
something like twenty-four years now; and
I know him, as this bouse increasingly will
come to know and appreciate him, as a man
of high courage, a man who presently, after
the next election, will give the whole Cana-
dian people dynamic, progressive and vigorous
leadership. His record as premier of the
province of Ontario is such that it will be
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the ambition of premiers of that province in
generations to come to seek in some degree
to emulate it. He was at all times progressive,
and he gave that province such administration
as will leave it forever in his debt. This
party under the present leader of the opposi-
tion presents to the people of Canada an
invincible unity, and that unity will make
itself felt not only in this chamber during the
present session, but, after the election that is
to come, throughout this dominion when he
takes his position as Prime Minister.

I suppose it is only to be expected that
some members of the house should seek to
train their cap pistols on big targets. I sup-
pose some, like the hon. member for St.
James (Mr. Beaudry), because their armoury
may not be quite as heavy as they would wish,
will seek to make up what may be lacking
in their aim by choosing large targets. But I
want to say that remarks such as those which
f ell from the lips of the hon. member for St.
James today and on Tuesday do not hurt my
leader or reflect upon him fly remarks of
that kind the hon. member only hurts and
reflects upon himself.

It was appropriate that the leader of the
opposition, in his speech opening this debate,
should have concentrated most of his remarks
on the subject of dominion-provincial rela-
tions, because those who have sat in this
house since 1945 will not forget how fre-
quently members opposite have sought to
regale the house with accusations directed at
the distinguished man who is now leader of
the opposition. It was refreshing to see that
leader literally take the government by the
scruff of the neck and give a complete answer
to those who have been misrepresenting the
record in the years that have intervened since
the government sabotaged the last dominion-
provincial conference.

Did it not strike members of the house as
passing strange that when the Prime Minister
followed the leader of the opposition last Fri-
day evening he completely avoided the sub-
ject of dominion-provincial relations? As a
matter of fact he sought with almost indecent
haste to align himself on the side of the
angels. Here is what he said, as we find it
at page 60 of Hansard:

Before doing that, however, I want to say to the
leader of the opposition that there are many of the
things he said in his speech concerning dominion-
provincial relations, and concerning the constitution
of Canada, and its principles, with which I am in
entire agreement.

Some hon. Members: Why not?

Mr. Fleming: Quite so; at last we have a
little wisdom flowing from lips opposite. Why
not? There is no reason why hon. members
opposite should not have agreed with every
word the leader of the opposition said in
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his speech last Friday. I do not condemn
the Prime Minister for the extent to which he
professes himself to be in agreement with the
leader of the opposition; I commend him for
his frankness in that respect. I only regret
he did not go the full distance and commit
himself completely to agreement with the
leader of the opposition.

But, Mr. Speaker, behold the welter of
confusion, the welter of contradiction which
always characterizes speeches from the right-
hand side of the chamber immediately became
apparent. When the new Minister of Justice
(Mr. Garson), making his maiden speech in
the house yesterday, undertook to be the
spokesman of the government on the subject
of dominion-provincial relations, what an
extraordinary attitude he displayed! It is time
the government decided where they stand on
this subject, because here we have the man
who apparently is to be the government
spokesman on this question describing the
fundamental conception of confederation, the
kind of confederation that apparently he
professes to cling to, at page 165 of Hansard:

The provinces were deliberately left with small
revenues, which in some provinces were inadequate
from the start, in order that the legal powers which
they received under the constitution would be sup-
ported as little as possible by revenues wherewith
to pay for exercising them. The idea was that after
a short trial with that sort of federal system they
would ultimately, in the language of Sir A. T. Galt,
"at no distant day be enabled to do away with those
artificial boundaries which separated one province
from another, and come together as one united
people"-without any provinces.

That, Mr. Speaker, is the conception of
confederation that fell from the lips of the
government spokesman on the subject of
dominion-provincial relations. Then, very
properly, he went on to give this description
of his own conception, as already expressed;
this is what he says at page 166.

Mr. Martin: If the hon. gentleman would
permit a question, was that not a quotation?

Mr. Fleming: The part following the words
"Sir A. T. Galt" is a quotation, until we get
down to the words "without any provinces",
which the minister added.

Mr. Cruickshank: The new way of doing it
is to say "I am quoting now" and "I have
stopped quoting."

Mr. Fleming: I have no time to deal with
remarks of that kind. This is the way the
spokesman for the government sums up his
conception of Canadian confederation:

Well, sir, how did this limited and static concep-
tion of provincial responsibility . . . work out?

This "limited and static conception of pro-
vincial responsibility"-those are the words
of the government spokesman on the subject
of dominion-provincial relations. I suggest,
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Mr. Speaker, you could not have a better
description of the whole conception of con-
federation which has actuated the govern-
ment since the time it took office, particularly
in these years since the war, than in those
words: "this limited and static conception
of provincial responsibility." That is just
the conception that has characterized the
attitude of this government toward the prov-
inces since this whole question became a
national issue.

I would say to the minister, if I had the
opportunity of speaking to him now, that he
and his province owe very much to the stand
my leader took at the dominion-provincial
conference. Had it not been for that firm
and courageous stand, taken with a due
appreciation of the essential realities of con-
federation in Canada, the province of Man-
itoba would not have had nearly as good an
agreement with the dominion government as
it eventually got.

Step by step, just along the lines my
leader and other leaders like the premier of
Quebec and the premier of Nova Scotia had
been taking at the dominion-provincial con-
ference, the province of Manitoba and others
properly began to get more and more under
the agreements. The province of Manitoba
and other provinces throughout this domin-
ion, as time goes on and the truth sinks in,
will come to appreciate more and more how
much they owe to the courageous stand taken
by my leader at the dominion-provincial
conference.

Mr. Knowles: Would the hon. member per-
mit a question?

Mr. Fleming: I would rather take the
questions at the end of my statement, since
time is running short.

Mr. Knowles: Is this an admission that
your leader broke up the conference?

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Order; I should point
out that a question cannot be asked without
the consent of the member.

Mr. Cruickshank: He cannot answer him
anyhow?

Mr. Fleming: When you get a question as
absurd as the one asked by the hon. member
from Winnipeg, it does not take long to dis-
pose of it. I have just made it clear the
dominion government sabotaged the confer-
ence and I may say it would have been
sabotaged just as quickly if the C.C.F. had
been the government, because the worst
centralizers in this Dominion of Canada are
the C.C.F. socialists.

This mentality that has been exhibited by
the Minister of Justice is apparently the
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mentality that is to characterize this govern-
ment in its continued relations with the
provinces.

We had to listen to the Prime Minister on
Monday last say, in effect, that he had neither
the time nor the patience to attend further
dominion-provincial conferences.

Mr. Cruickshank: He never said any such
thing.

Mr. Fleming: The Prime Minister under-
took to tell this house how much he objected
to having to return from an international
conference several years ago to attend one of
these dominion-provincial conferences. He
went on to complain about that and to say
that, in effect, the method of general domin-
ion-provincial conferences was futile. It
could result in nothing of benefit to Canada
in the future. If we are to take his words at
face value, apparently as long as this govern-
ment is in office-and that will not be long,
since its days are numbered-there will be
no more dominion-provincial conferences. In
other words, the method of general confer-
ence which brought about confederation has
no place in the thinking of the government
which clings to the treasury benches oppo-
site. The Prime Minister has repudiated the
nethod of open, general conference. He has
repudiated the confederation method of deal-
ing with problems arising within the frame-
work of confederation. He has not the time,
he has not the patience for any more general
dominion-provincial conferences.

Mr. Speaker, none of us is going to say
Canada should not be represented at inter-
national conferences where Canadian interests
are involved. I am sure no one is going to
say that, because many of these conferences
do not succeed in their purpose, they should
not be held. The Prime Minister of Canada
has reached the point now in his political
thinking that it is all very well to have inter-
national conferences whether they succeed
or whether they do not, but in the matter
of Canadian conferences-dominion-provincial
conferences where Canadians representing the
federal authority on the one hand and the
provinces on the other might be expected to
sit down and discuss problems of mutual
concern-he says there is not to be any place
in his time or in his patience for conferences
of that kind. Where on earth, Mr. Speaker,
is the consistency in the Prime Minister who
complains that he was brought back from an
international conference to attend a dominion-
provincial conference?

I am very proud that my leader has con-
tinued to call, as be has, without abatement
from the time the government sabotaged the
last dominion-provincial conference in May
1946, for the resumption of the general
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dominion-provincial conferences. The people
who are responsible for the fact there has
been no resumption of the conferences are
the people who are occupying those treasury
benches. Their days are numbered, however,
and it is a happy thing for Canada that is so.

I turn, not to another subject, but to another
phase of the government's attitude towards
the constitution of this country. In his
remarks last Friday and Monday the Prime
Minister exhibited tender spots. I was parti-
cularly interested in what he had to say on
Monday concerning an incident which trans-
pired in this house on the 18th of June, 1946,
when, as Minister of Justice, be was spokes-
man for the government in the debate on
an address which sought an amendment to
the British North America Act from the
parliament at Westminster concerning the
redistribution of representation in this
chamber.

The Prime Minister revealed a tender spot
and went on to complain very bitterly about
the attention paid to his words on that occa-
sion. What were those words? What was
the mentality those words revealed? What
was the attitude towards the constitution of
this country and towards the language rights
enshrined in section 133 of the British North
America Act which was discussed at that
time? I found it most significant, Mr.
Speaker, that on Monday the Prime Minister
was very selective in his quotation from what
he said on June 18, 1946. Of course, he
quoted the passages in which be quoted from
an exchange of remarks between King
Agrippa and Festus and Paul, and some of
the passages which followed on page 2621
of Hansard, 1946.

For some reason or other, Mr. Speaker.
the Prime Minister failed, however, to quote
the words which immediately preceded the
words he quoted at some length and which
are the nub and kernel of everything he said
on that occasion and which give full justifi-
cation to what has since been said in this
chamber and in all parts of Canada, particu-
larly the province of Quebec, concerning his
speech. These words which the Prime Minis-
ter failed to quote, Mr. Speaker, are found
on the same page of the 1946 Hansard as that
to which I have referred. At that point he
was dealing expressly with section 133 of
the British North America Act and with a
question which had been asked of him by
the bon. member for Calgary West (Mr.
Smith) as to whether, in his opinion, parlia-
ment was free to seek an amendment of the
constitution as long as the subject did not
fall within section 92 of the British North
America Act. He answered as follows:

Can that-
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-meaning section 133 of the British North
America Act-
-be dealt with without the consent of the provincial
legislatures?

That is the question and this is the Prime
Minister's answer, given as Minister of
Justice.

Legally I say it can.

Mr. Speaker, that is the remark which has
been discussed.

Mr. Martin: Why does the hon. gentleman
not read the whole statement instead of one
excerpt?

Mr. Fleming: If the hon. minister had been
in the house or had read Hansard, he would
know the Prime Minister read at very great
length from what he said on June 18, 1946.
I repeat, for the benefit of the minister, that
the Prime Minister omitted to read that most
significant statement in the passage he read.
I do not think that omission was accidental.
That is the contention which fel from the
lips of the right hon. gentleman on that
occasion which has given rise to so much
disturbance in certain parts of this country
and which ought to be a matter of genuine
concern to all parts.

Mr. Cruickshank: In all parts; what parts?

Mr. Fleming: In the parts with which the
hon. gentleman apparently is not acquainted,
but should be.

The Prime Minister has said the province
of Quebec likes its facts straight. I wonder
if the Prime Minister did not get the facts
straight from the people of Quebec last July
when the results of the provincial general
election were announced. Strangely enough,
although this subject bas been discussed on
many occasions, to the Prime Minister's
certain knowledge, it has taken him nearly
three years to rise in his place in this house
and attempt to put an interpretation on
remarks that he made on June 18, 1946. Let
there be no mistake about that.

Mr. Martin: May I ask the hon. gentleman
a question?

Mr. Fleming: Mr. Speaker, my time is
limited, and I will not ask for any extension.
If the Minister of National Health and Wel-
fare (Mr. Martin) will wait until I finish, I
shall be glad to answer his question.

Mr. Martin: The hon. gentleman has said-

Mr. Fleming: Mr. Speaker, I wish to
continue.

Mr. Martin: I should like to ask-

Some hon. Members: Sit down.
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Mr. Fleming: Whether the Minister of

National Health and Welfare likes it or not,
I say that remark from the Prime Minister
was a perfectly deliberate and studied remark.
It was, however, in accord with the conten-
tion the Prime Minister, then Minister of
Justice, was making not only then but in the
previous days of debate on that same subject.

Mr. Martin: I rise to a point of order. The
hon. gentleman has just now made an insinua-
tion that the Prime Minister deliberately tried
to deceive this House of Commons.

Mr. Fleming: I did not.
An hon. Member: What is the point of

order?
Mr. Martin: That is the point of order. I

say that is unparliamentary language, and
that the hon. gentleman should withdraw it
at once.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: I understand that the
hon. member for Eglinton (Mr. Fleming) bas
stated that he did not make the statement
that the Prime Minister had deliberately tried
to decelve this house.

Mr. Fleming: I did not say that. I did not
use the word "deceive". What I said was
that the Prime Minister's statement was a
perfectly deliberate statement; that is, that
the statement he made, which I have just
quoted, was a deliberate statement. He was
not caught off guard.

Mr. Martin: I rise to a point of order. I am
subject to the judgment of the house, but if
the hon. gentleman now says that he did not
seek to convey the impression, by the words
he used, that the Prime Minister had deliber-
ately deceived this house, or if he now with-
draws that insinuation, I will withdraw my
objection.

Mr. Fleming: Mr. Speaker, I withdraw
nothing, because I did not make that remark.
I wish the Minister of National Health and
Welfare would pay attention to what is being
said instead of concentrating on making
interruptions and trying to delay me. What
I said was that the statement of the Prime
Minister was a perfectly deliberate statement.
He was not caught off guard. What he said
was completely in keeping with the argument
he was making in the bouse that day and in
the previous days of that same session. It was
a deliberate statement. The consequences of
that statement of the Prime Minister, which
was a deliberate statement, have been
incalculably mischievous and harmful to the
whole of Canadian unity, and those remarks
have given rise to a distrust and disturbance
of feeling for which he is entirely responsible.

He did not do that without due warning
on that occasion, because he had ample warn-
ing from those who followed him.
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Mr. Cruickshank: Tell us about the
iniquitous family allowances.

Mr. Fleming: I wish to refer to some of the
things which were said then. I had the
honour to follow the Prime Minister in that
debate-

Mr. Cruickshank: The hon. member speaks
every day.

Mr. Fleming: I pointed out the danger in
remarks of that kind. Here is what I had to
say at that time, and I am quoting from the
daily edition of Hansard because a transla-
tion was given in the bound edition. It is
to be found at page 2701 of the daily edition
of Hansard of 1946.

Mr. Cruickshank: The hon. member spoke
in French that day.

Mr. Fleming: Yes. And whether the hon.
member likes it or not, I propose to read my
remarks made in French on that occasion.

Mr. Cruickshank: What about the conven-
tion?

Mr. Fleming: I will say to the hon. member
that I am happy about the results of the
national convention of the Progressive Con-
servative party and I am happy in the selec-
tion of leader made by the convention.

Mr. Cruickshank: There will be another
chance next year.

Mr. Depu±y Speaker: Order.
Mr. Fleming:

(Translation):
Now the Minister of Justice says that there is no

need to consult the provinces on redistribution. He
contends that as long as an amendment of the con-
stitution does not involve matters allocated in the
British North America Act to the provincial juris-
diction, such as property and civil rights under sec-
tion 92 of the act, the provinces have no right to be
consulted by parliament.

(Text):
Mr. Cruickshank: Oh, oh.
Mr. Fleming: The hon. member seems to be

getting some amusement out of this.
Mr. Cruickshank: Any time the hon. mem-

ber talks nonsense, I get amusement.

Mr. Fleming: This is what I said:

(Translation):
This is a dangerous doctrine. Its full significance

should be clearly understood. If parliament can
bring about an amendment of section 51 of the
constitution without consulting the provinces, it can
also bring about without consulting the provinces
amendments of other sections of the British North
America Act. How long will the rights of minorities
which are now guaranteed by the constitution be
safe if this doctrine, expounded by the Minister of
Justice, prevails? It would mean that parliament
could, if it wished, bring about an amendment of
section 133 of the British North America Act, and
thereby eliminate the use of the French language in
parliament-all without consulting the provinces.
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Let us then be on our guard against creating so
dangerous a precedent. The proposed increase in
the number of members of parliament would be
gained at too high a cost if it is to be acquired on
that basis.

The British North America Act is not an ordinary
statute to be amended at the whim of parliament.
It is our national constitution; it contains the
pact entered into by the old provinces at the time
of confederation, binding the dominion and each
province; and it is the great charter of the rights of
minorities, particularly of those of the French
tongue and culture. Let no bold hand be lightly
laid on this constitution to overturn its provisions
without consultation with the provinces.

Mr. Cruickshank: Hear! Hear!

(Text):
Mr. Fleming: I say with respect, Mr.

Speaker, that the Prime Minister did not see
fit either on that occasion or since to listen to
such words of warning as were offered in
good part by members of this house who
appreciated the gravity of the remarks he
was making. When a government bas had
power too long, and has had too much power.
it ceases to be attentive to things that are
said in the bouse by the representatives of
the people and seeks shortcuts through the
constitution to achieve the goal it has in
mind; and shortcuts towards objectives, that
are attained by driving through the constitu-
tion, are undesirable in a country like
Canada. If the Prime Minister has cause for
complaint in the fact that his words, which
I have quoted, have become issues in many
parts of Canada, the responsibility rests on
his shoulders and on no others. And when
he reminds us that the motto of the province
of Quebec is "Je me souviens", meaning "I
remember", I wonder if the province of
Quebec did not nobly live up to its motto
with regard to this subject and others at its
last provincial election in July. For his per-
sonal motto I think the Prime Minister should
choose "Je voudrais oublier", meaning "I
should like to forget".

In the time that remains at my disposal I
wish to say a word on the subject of radio
broadcasting. In the speech from the throne
we heard the announcement of the govern-
ment's intention to appoint a royal commis-
sion. If the government intends to do that, it
does not need to say so in the speech from
the throne. It does not need to make it a
matter of announcement in parliament. It
may be interesting; but of course the gov-
ernment has that power of appointing royal
commissions.

Here is a government that, on the eve of
an election, is undertaking to say that it will
appoint a royal commission to deal with
some subjects that are greatly agitating the
minds-and rightly so-of the people of
Canada at the present time. There is in
Canada a great deal of dissatisfaction about
the whole method of the administration of
radio broadcasting, the whole method of



FEBRUARY 3, 1949

control and, above all, with the high-handed
attitude of the government and of the C.B.C.
with respect to the subject of television.

The Prime Minister (Mr. St. Laurent)
revealed that he needs some further briefing
on the facts when he undertook to give to the
house, as it appears at page 82 of Hansard,
apparently what was the substance of a com-
munication addressed to him by the Minister
of National Revenue (Mr. McCann). The
Prime Minister said:

I have a note here that there was an attempt to
set it up,-

That is, the House of Commons committee
on radio broadcasting at the 1948 session-
-but that the minister in charge found there was
no one who wanted it.

Mr. Speaker, if the government had made a
full announcement last session of what it
intended to do, or intended to permit the
Canadian Broadcasting Corporation to do in
spending money the government put at its
disposal, you may be sure there would have
been a demand for the setting up of that com-
mittee. As a matter of fact the 1947 com-
mittee included in its report a recommenda-
tion that the committee should be made a
standing committee of the house.

On this subject I would say this to the
Prime Minister-and first of all on the sub-
ject of television-that he is not going to
escape responsibility by the setting up of a
royal commission. It may be a convenient
device to try to sidetrack debate and discus-
sion by saying, "Oh well, that particular sub-
ject is under review by a royal commission.
We do not wish to prejudice their review of
the question, and we are asking the commis-
sion to deal with it." The government must
not be permitted to dodge its responsibilities
that way.

This subject of television has been dis-
cussed in committees and by the press, and
the attitude of the government and the C.B.C.
bas been exposed before committees. It was
exposed before the House of Commons com-
mittee in 1947. On that occasion the Min-
ister of National Revenue undertook to inform
the committee of the stand taken by the gov-
erament on this question, and to justify it.

What he said in effect was, "We do not
think it is a good thing for Canadians, while
this field of television is in its infancy, to
permit Canadians to go ahead and risk their
money in the development of it. We and the
C.B.C. are not going to do anything; we will
sit by and see what happens in the United
States."

That was the sum and substance of the
attitude of the government as portrayed to
the committee by the Minister of National
Revenue. Mr. Speaker, I characterized it
then, I characterized it last year and I
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characterize it today as a dog-in-the-manger
attitude, born out of the infernal paternalism
which characterizes this government's atti-
tude at all times.

What does it amount to? They will not let
private stations do anything; they will not
let Canadians who are quite prepared to risk
their money in developing this field go ahead
and do so. They will not permit them,
because they say it is not a good thing that
they be permitted to risk their money. They
will not do it themselves. They have been
marking time, and have not done anything.

The result is that Canada, which ought to
be a leader in this scientific field, is far
behind. We are away behind the United
States; we are behind Great Britain, too, in
the field of television. Apparently this gov-
ernment is content to sit back and watch the
rest of the world go by. It is content to let
the rest of the world get ahead of us while
it sits with folded hands, and keeps its hands
folded-and also keeps the hands folded of
those who would develop the field, if the
government gave them the opportunity.

The other striking point in the remarks of
the Prime Minister in connection with radio
broadcasting bas to do with what he declared
to be his open mind on the subject whether
the C.B.C. should be permitted to continue to
have power to regulate all radio broadcasting
in Canada by private stations, or whether
that function should be assigned to a publie
body separate and distinct from the Cana-
dian Broadcasting Corporation, which is an
operating body.

Mr. Speaker, that is a strange profession
from the Prime Minister, who bas been a
leading member of this administration for
the last seven years. It has been the policy
of this administration throughout that time
to refuse to deprive the Canadian Broad-
casting Corporation of any of its power to
control all broadcasting in Canada carried
on by other stations.

His colleague and deskmate (Mr. Howe) bas
taken the position in the house, time after
time-and apparently the Prime Minister did
not pay any attention to it; perhaps we should
not have either-that this power should not
be taken from the C.B.C. But today, if you
please, the Prime Minister, as a reason for
appointing a royal commission on the sub-
ject, and seeking to get the government out
of its responsibility, says, "I have an open
mind on the subject."

Well, he was a member of the administra-
tion for the last seven or eight years which
has had a closed mind on the subject. If the
Prime Minister's mind is open, then let us
congratulate him and let us also hope that
the opening of minds will also be communi-
cated to other members of his administration.
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I see I have only three or four mintes of my
time left, so I shall devote it to the subject
of housing. Again, housing is the neglected
child on the doorstep of the government,
despite all the promises on which the govern-
ment was elected in connection with housing,
and all the glorious things it has been telling
the Canadian people for the last several
years. Despite all this the housing situation
today is as bad as ever it was.

May I remind the house what the ever-
optimistic minister, the then minister of
reconstruction and supply, and now Minister
of Trade and Commerce (Mr. Howe) said in
the house on July 22, 1946, as reported at
page 3672 of Hansard:

As at March, 1946, our minimum immediate hous-
ing needs were estimated at 150,000 housing units.

Then he went on to describe that as the
emergent requirement. I asked him about
it a year or two later, but he had forgotten
all about it-which proves conclusively that
he was reading somebody else's speech on
that occasion. Then, in the city of Toronto
only last week, the president of Central
Mortgage and Housing Corporation, Mr.
Mansur, in a speech to the Canadian con-
struction association, had this to say:

The number of household groups including not
only families but also individuals who maintain
households, exceeds the number of front doors by
approximately 350,000.

Then he goes on to say, in terms of
emergency-

It would be my guess that the immediate need
is of the order of 150,000 units.

That shows, Mr. Speaker, that the housing
shortage is just as bad today as it was three
years ago. That indicates the measure of the
government's progress in the field of housing
-after all their promises, after all the non-
sense they have told us in this House of
Commons about the progress they were mak-
ing in housing. The fact of the matter is
that the housing crisis in Canada today is as
bad as it was three years ago. Their progress
has been exactly nil.

In conclusion may I say we are dealing
with a motion by my leader expressing want
of confidence in this government. We see a
government that has attempted to rip up the
Canadian constitution, which has neglected
defence, and admits now the critical danger
which this country faces because of its neg-
lecting defence; which has made inroads upon
the freedoms and responsibilities of parlia-
ment; which bas imposed a crushing burden of
taxation; which has been practising extrava-
gance on a profligate scale, as evidenced in
the report made to the house the day before
yesterday showing that one Toronto lawyer
in the last two years has been paid $172,000
in fees.

[Mr. Fleming.]

I say to you that this government does not
possess the confidence of the country, and
that the government does not deserve the
confidence of this House of Commons.

Mr. F. S. Zaplilny (Dauphin): Mr. Speaker,
one of the terms which has come up regularly
in this debate has been a reference to national
unity, and I should like to make that the
theme of my remarks this afternoon.

There is no doubt in my mind that all
members of parliament, regardless of their
political complexions, are interested in and
desirous that there shall be national unity in
this country. I believe we are fortunate in
that we have one of the most wonderful
countries in the world. We are the inheritors
of a great tradition and of great natural
resources. National disunity could be a most
serious instrument in destroying much that
has been done. However, I say with all
sincerity that I am very doubtful if the
speeches thus far made on the question of
dominion-provincial relations, the subject
which has occupied the time of most speakers
fromn the government and official opposition
groups, have helped in any way to create
national unity in this country.

The speeches I have heard thus far con-
sisted of accusations, counter-accusations,
acrimony, recrimination and explanation.
There was a political high wind blowing.
Somehow through all these verbal acrobatics
the speakers have managed to keep their
eyes cocked toward the province of Quebec.

I am sure that if we desire national unity
in this country it can be achieved, but it can
be achieved only by this parliament setting
its eyes resolutely to the future and being
prepared to forget much of what has taken
place and by striving to prepare and carve
out a program of economic and social security.
In addition, and perhaps even of more
importance, there should be the greatest pos-
sible equality of opportunity in the future
for all the people of Canada rather than
privileges for the few. If we will do that, I
think much more will be achieved in the way
of national unity than by all this wrangling
which has so far taken place.

The speaker who preceded me referred to
the welter of confusion in connection with
dominion-provincial relations. I would be
happy if I could stand up and say that his
speech had cleared up that confusion. How-
ever, much as I would like to pay him that
compliment, I am not able to do so because
his words have only added to the welter of
confusion so far as I have been able to under-
stand them. He merely went over the ground
that has been gone over so often. I sincerely
hope that for the time being, at least until
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the smoke screen clears away, this house
will drop that subject and get on with its
real business.

If we are to find national unity the real
business before the house is to see that this
parliament-this may be the last session of
the present parliament and therefore there is
a greater sense of urgency than ever-should
do for the people of Canada those things
which they expect will be done. What are
some of those things?

First, ever since the election of 1945 the
people of Canada have been led to believe
that the government had plans for an over-
all social security system. It has been called
by various names, but what it boils down to
is that the government, along with other
parties in and outside of the house, promised
the people that they would amend the Old
Age Pensions Act in a way to provide that
the means test would be abolished and the
age limit lowered to 65 years-in some cases
it was promised that it would be lowered to
60 years, but we will be happy if it is brought
down to 65 years as the first instalment-and
the amount of pension raised in order to
bring it into line with present costs of liv-
ing, which would require approximately $50
per month.

We in this group have urged that in the
form of resolutions and motions ever since
this parliament commenced. We have not
been successful in obtaining a majority vote
on that subject. We invite other parties in
the house to join our pleas to the government
that they do not let this opportunity go by
without bringing into being these things that
I have mentioned and which were promised,
in good faith I believe, and accepted in good
faith at election time.

We also need legislation to provide similar
assistance to all persons who are crippled or
disabled in some way. The other evening the
hon. member for Qu'Appelle (Mrs. Strum)
made an excellent plea, with which the Min-
ister of National Health and Welfare (Mr.
Martin) agreed, on behalf of persons suffering
from arthritis and similar disabilities. We
know from personal experience that in every
community in Canada there are people who
are not old enough to qualify for an old age
pension, people in their forties and fifties,
who are hopelessly disabled from some form
of rheumatism or other disease and who must
depend in most cases solely on municipal aid.

There is no legislation to provide this aid
so far as the dominion is concerned. In
most provinces there is no provincial legisla-
tion to provide this assistance for crippled
persons, and I know this is so with regard
to Manitoba with the exception of those who
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live in unorganized territories. In all other
cases they are a drain upon the municipality.

Those who are close to municipal affairs
know that municipalities, particularly rural
municipalities, are having their hands full
trying to provide education, build roads,
repair bridges and so on and simply cannot
provide the assistance required by these
unfortunate victims of disease. Therefore we
need legislation at the federal level to pro-
vide for disabled persons of this country on
the same basis as we provide for old age
pensioners. That is something that is urgent
and could be done at this session of parlia-
ment. There is no reason why it could not
be done.

We hear a lot about the huge surpluses that
are being built up-later on I shall refer to
one reason for that-and there certainly is
no argument that we cannot get to work and
pass the necessary legislation in order to
show that we made those promises in good
faith and are prepared to carry them out.

The speech from the throne makes a- refer-
ence to the extension of the scope of the
Family Allowances Act. We have no way of
knowing just what that will mean when it
gets to the stage of legislation. However, I
hope that it will include at least two exten-
sions.

The first should be in connection with
students who are over the prescribed age for
family allowances and who are still attending
school. In many cases parents are trying to
give children higher education but at a con-
siderable sacrifice to their own standard of
living. The payment of family allowances
would be of great assistance to those people
who are sincerely trying to educate their
children.

Another way in which they should be
extended is in connection with immigrants
arriving in the country. At the present time
the act does not permit the payment of allow-
ances to the children of immigrants until
they have been here three years. I made a
plea on that point last June and if I remem-
ber correctly the minister said that considera-
tion would be given to it. I do not know
whether he has that in mind but it seems to
me that if we look at the thing from a logical
standpoint we will realize that these immi-
grants, regardless of whence they come,
have not great resources. They are coming
here to try to make a living out of the great
wealth of our natural resources. They are
prepared to work hard but during the first
three years of their life in Canada they
require the assistance that could be given
in the way of family allowances much more
so than ten or fifteen years hence. It would
seem the better part of wisdom to extend the
act to cover the children of these people.
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We need a national health insurance pro-
gram, but I shall not go into details about
that as my leader has placed our proposals
before the house.

There is another matter which while not
strictly a social security item certainly is
required. I refer to aid for education. I am
glad the hon. member for Battle River (Mr.
Fair), who always makes an excellent speech,
referred to that today. I shal not undertake
to discuss it in detail as I have a resolution
on the order paper already and it would be
out of order for me to discuss it ahead of
time.

Suffice to say that within the last few
months the people of Canada from coast to
coast, especially such organized bodies as
school teachers and educational societies,
have expressed the opinion that it is neces-
sary for the federal government to come to
the assistance of the provinces which are try-
ing to bring about an improved standard of
education but which find themselves in finan-
cial difficulties.

Only recently we heard of the teachers'
strike in Montreal and newspaper reports
indicate that possibly a further dispute may
arise. It is going to become more and more
difficult for some of the provinces to finance
their educational program unless this govern-
ment is prepared to give some grants in aid
to help them over the rough spots.

Perhaps the most importrant problem that
faces Canada today, particularly western
Canada, is the need for the stabilization of
the agricultural industry and I say "stabiliza-
tion" advisedly. During the past few years
the government of Canada has been making
agreements with other countries for the sale
of agricultural products and has given assur-
ance to the farmers of Canada that they will
not be penalized by the fact that their
products are being sold at controlled prices.

I am sure that the government will realize
that the farmers of western Canada, the grain
growers particularly, have been very patient
and co-operative. They accepted the plan of
the government to sell grain to Great Britain
and other countries under agreement on the
understanding that the government would do
everything possible to keep the cost of pro-
duction at its then level. These agreements
were entered into and we know what has
happened. Figures have been placed on
Hansard in the last few days and I do not
need to repeat them. However, I will say
that the cost of production certainly has not
remained stationary.

I should like to quote from the Rural
Co-Operator, which is published in this prov-
ince. They are giving their point of view on
this question. They issue a warning, and it
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is a serious warning, and I am sure the Min-
ister of Agriculture (Mr. Gardiner) will be
the first one to admit it.

In discussing the increased cost of produc-
tion, Mr. Hannam had this to say:

But a double-barreled trend of farn prices going
down and costs remaining high or going higher
will soon undermine farm prosperity. The danger
is it could and might develop into a period of
general business recession. Because of this danger,
maintenance of agriculture in a healthy economic
position is vital to the national welfare.

Those are words of wisdom.

Mr. Gardiner: My hon. friend bas said he
is sure I would be the first to agree. I should
like to point out that statement is a prophecy
of what may happen in the future. Would
my friend not agree that up to the present
time farmers are getting the highest return
for their products they have ever had?

Mr. Zapliiny: I am glad the minister made
that interjection, because I started out with
what I had to say by saying that it is the
duty of this parliament to look into the future,
and to make provision for certain things that
may happen.

Mr. Gardiner: We have done very well up
to the present.

Mr. Zapliiny: I am not going to detract
from the minister's self-congratulation. Per-
haps he feels justified in patting himself on
the back.

Mr. Gardiner: Even that statement says
that.

Mr. Zaplitny: I think perhaps the best
thing I can do, Mr. Speaker, is to continue
to quote. Perhaps the minister will take a
somewhat different view of it as I go on.
The same article continues:

During the war farmers toiled long hours, in-
creased their production, and sold their product far
below cost. At the same time the dominion govern-
ment paid industry's "cost plus." It promised
farmers, as postwar compensation, floor prices which
would give them more than the market price.

That has not yet happened.
What have they had? A ceiling price on butter,

a ban on exports to the United States, which still
remains on dairy products, and margarine. At the
same time industry has been making unprecedented
profits. The dominion government has been allow-
ing industry special taxation privileges such as
double depreciation, for instance, charging up the
cost of new capital equipment over a period of
five years as a deduction from income tax.

Mr. Gardiner: The only criticism I would
make up to that point is that the interjection
made by the hon. member is not in the state-
ment itself. I refer to his words, "that has
not yet happened". As a matter of fact, prices
to the farmer on many of these farrn com-
modities are higher now in Canada than they
could receive in the United States.
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Mr. Zapli±ny: The chief commodity, in the
west at least, is wheat. The price of wheat
is certainly not over the world price at the
present time.

Mr. Gardiner: It is over the price being
discussed in the international committee.

Mr. Zapliiny: Let me proceed.
At the same time the government bas joined in

the hue and cry, as much industry inspired and
financed as the margarine campaign, about farmers
not paying income tax. The dominion government
has persecuted farmers, bas demanded income tax
returns from thousands of farmers who were not
taxable, and bas collected tax from others who
would not be taxable if they could afford to employ
accountants to keep their records and make their
returns for them.

Further, the article has this to say, and
perhaps this is the most significant part of it:

Why are farmers being pushed around or just
ignored by their governments?

It is "governments" because it refers also
to the Ontario government. It goes on:

Mr. Howe gives one of the answers. He says that
in 1919 agriculture was Canada's most important
industry, contributing 44 per cent of the total net
value of commodity production against 33 per cent
contributed by manufacturing. By 1945 agriculture
was contributing 21 per cent, and manufacturing 52
per cent. Presumably, with Mr. Howe's encourage-
ment, there bas been a substantial change since
then in the same direction.

May I pause there to point out that these
are dollar values, and of course they do not
reflect actual physical production.

First, then, farmers are producing a smaller pro-
portion of the total dollar production volume, and
farm people are a smaller proportion of the total
population. Second, farmers handle only their own
money, while business handles the money of pro-
ducers, consumers, shareholders, and uses It to
publish and propagandize the ideas and public poli-
cies of which it approves, and to finance and control
political parties.

Those are strong words. A little later I
will refer to the article again in another
connection. I think that sets out the attitude
of the Canadian Federation of Agriculture.
Perhaps by now the minister has less reason
to congratulate himself than he had when I
was reading the first part of the article.

Mr. Gardiner: Oh, no; I still say that the
first part is all prophecy.

Mr. Zapliiny: I was not hoping to get the
minister to agree with me. Then we move
on from there. The gist of that whole article,
and what I have said so far, is simply that,
while admitting, for purposes of common
ground with the minister, that agriculture is
now receiving as high or higher prices-I
have not the statistics before me-for its
products, compared with other years, there is
a trend going on now which is causing con-
cern to the farmers of Canada. The prices
of many of their products are still under
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control. Even if they were not we know
from experience, and from a cursory study of
what is going on in the world today, that the
prospect for farm prices, as far as our
exports are concerned, is not in an upward
direction. I think the minister will agree
with that because he stated that himself not
very long ago. The prospect is that farmers
will have to accept lower prices for their
products in the future than they have in the
immediate past. That being so, it makes it
doubly important that the cost of production
for farmers shall not rise. As a matter of
fact, it has risen too much already in relation
to what the farmer receives. That puts the
onus on the government if they are going to
undertake to ask farmers to accept controlled
prices for their produce because of the condi-
tion of the export market. Farmers can
understand that very easily. Farm organiza-
tions have been very reasonable and co-
operative in that regard. They have under-
stood that because European countries and
Great Britain cannot pay higher prices they
will have to accept the prices they can pay.
There is, however, the other half of the
bargain which is equally important. The
government should then undertake to see to
it that the farmer can buy, at reasonable
prices, the products he needs in order to
remain in farming, such as his farm machin-
ery, fuel, hardware, and all the other things
that are necessary for farming.

The government had the whole stabiliza-
tion program in its hands in 1945. Since
then it has destroyed half of it. It has
destroyed that part which has to do with
the cost of production of the farmer, by yank-
ing off the controls on manufactured products,
over the protests of organized farmers,
organized workers and most of the profes-
sional people of this country. They listened
to the advice of a small privileged group who
saw an opportunity to reap a harvest when
the controls were taken off; and by doing
so they have placed the farmer between two
grindstones, with the prospect of farm prices
going down and the cost of production on its
way up. If that process continues it will not
be long until the farmers find themselves in
a very tough position.

The government is now responsible for
seeing to it that the cost of producing f arm
products does not go any higher; and as a
matter of fact in my opinion it is already
too high. It is for the government to state
in this house very soon what they intend
to do. Future agreements for the sale of
farm products are still up in the air and the
cost of living and the cost of production are
still rising. The farmers of this country want
to know where the government stand, whether
they are going to take off all the controls and
trust to free enterprise and the speculative
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market to see that the farmers get the going free enterprise; we do not have it in the fun
price. Already the farmers have expressed sense of the word, and we will fot have it,
an opinion on that. They do not agree with What we will have is a combination of free
that type of marketing, because speculative enterprise and public enterprise, and it is up
marketing has not given the farmer a fair to the government to provide the balance
return for his products. Or are they going wheel of public enterprise in order to keep
to reimpose some controls on manufactured prices at reasonable levels. I am not saying
products and give the farmers a square deal? the government must do it ah, because the

While I am on the subject of controls I co-operative movement in this country has
may as well say that there are those who been doing a great job in keeping prices at
argue, very seriously and sincerely, that since reasonable levels.
the war emergency is over we should get rid Mr. Gardiner: Ever since the Liberals first
of all controls and return to a system of free encouraged it.
enterprise. That is a very comforting, very Mr. Zaplitny: I remember that the Liberals
neat little package of philosophy. The only encouraged it a couple of years ago by
trouble is that it does not work, because we sîapping on an income tax. If it had fot been
have never successfully operated a free enter- for the fight this group put up in the house
prise system in this country. Ever since the for a period of about ten days the co-opera-
beginning there have been interests ready to tives would have been taxed out of existence;
run to the government for protection just as and the Minister of Finance (Mr. Abbott)
soon as they considered their industry needed
it. I see the hon. member for Rosedale (Mr.
Jackman) smiling, and I can almost hear what But let us not get sîdetracked on that sub-
he is thinking. But before he even says Ject; let me follow through with what I was
anything to me let me tell him that the indus- saying. The co-operative movement, if car.
tries in his province were the first to deny ried into government and public aif airs,
the free enterprise system in Canada. They would be one method of keeping prices
were the first to benefit from our tariff reasonable, because there is ss profit motive
tem, and some of them are still benefiting
from it. That might have been the properWhen you

thing to do at the time, to subsidize and
assist the manufacturing industries of Canada to jack up prices and profiteer, because
in order to develop greater production; but people would not be sa foolish as to charge
these sae people, like the Canadian manu-for their

facturers' association, for example, and the terdec in keepig haie at eaon
Canadian chamber of commerce, who today levels. But co-operatives are limited in what
go out and rave against the subsidy system they can do. Tbey are limited in the amount
and in favour of free enterprise, who are of money they can raise; and some of the
against controls, have a very short memory. things that need ta be done in this country
They were the main beneficiaries of govern- must be done on a large scale. Only the
ment intervention when it was in their federal government have the finances with
interest for the government to intervene. which ta do ther, and only the federal gov-
Now that they have obtained what they want ernment are in a position ta do them. In the
they say, "Throw it wide open. We want meantîre, until they accept the philosophy
free enterprise from now on." That is a of public enterprise as one of the chief fac-
very comfortable position if you are in the tors in aur economic hfe, we must have
driver's seat, but there are many people in price control or we are going ta have
this country who are very serious about this profiteering.
matter and who know we shall never move But let me move on. We also need increased
out of the field of subsidies. If we did we incare tax exemptions for rany of the low-
would have to revise our whole economic incare groups in this country. Here I want
system in a backward direction, and it can- ta quote from a leaflet entithed "Labour
not be done. If we moved out of the subsidy Research" containing figures which core
field in its full sense we would have no social from the statistics branch of the Departrent
security schemes in this country, because of National Revenue. These figures are for
that is a means whereby the wealthier sub- 1946, and 1 ar told more recent figures are
sidize the poor. We would have no govern- not available because the incare tax depart-
ment assistance of any kind to industry; and ment is about two years behind in supphying
some of those who today are crying about these statistics. The Minister of National
controls would be the first to weep bitter Revenue (Mr. McCann) shakes his head. If he
tears and ask the government to intervene in can produce the figures for 1948 1 shah be
their behaif. Sa let us not kid ourselves about very glad to see the. According ta these

wMr. Zaplitny.o
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figures the breakdown of incomes in this
country for 1946 showed that those receiving
up to $1,000 a year totalled 13.7 per cent,
while those receiving from $1,000 to $2,000
a year comprised 52-8 per cent of our popula-
tion. The figures show that 89.3 per cent of
the people of Canada earning incomes
received less than $3,000 a year. If you take
the two lower groups and add 52-8 per cent
to 13.7 per cent you get 66-5 per cent; and
you can appreciate the position of 66.5 per
cent of the people of Canada who are receiv-
ing less than $2,000 a year and still have to
pay income tax.

If I were to carry on a bit further I might
point out that the trend in regard to savings
over the last three years is very serious. The
speech from the throne makes reference to
this wave of prosperity which is supposed to
be bubbling around us.

We may have been at the crest, but it
appears from the report on savings that the
crest has passed and we are on the way
down. Soon, we may be in the trough. In
1944, the percentage of income that went
into savings was 21-6 per cent; that is, it was
possible to save roughly one-fifth of your
income, taken on an average across Canada.
By 1947, that percentage of income which
could be saved fell to 6.4 per cent. This is
a serious drop in the space of three years. If
that trend continues, by 1950 and 1951, that
portion of income which the ordinary people
of Canada can save will have disappeared
entirely owing to the high prices.

Mr. McCann: The government was doing
the saving for them in 1944.

Mr. Zapliiny: You are no doubt referring
to compulsory savings. Whether they were
compulsory or voluntary, they were savings
at the disposal of the people of Canada. The
portion of income people have been able to
save has slipped from 21.6 per cent in 1944
to 6-4 per cent in 1947. You cannot refute
that argument.

I wish to refer to a few more items in con-
nection with agriculture. The speech from
the throne makes mention of an amendment
to the Prairie Farm Assistance Act. I have
no way of knowing just what is contemplated,
but I do hope it will include the type of
amendment we have urged from here on
several occasions in the past, to the effect
that the unit be made smaller than a town-
ship for the purpose of qualifying for assist-
ance. In Manitoba, particularly the northern
part of that province, where we suffer more
from hail and flood than we do from drought,
such an amendment would be of importance
to many farmers in acquiring assistance to
which they are morally entitled but which,
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because of the technicality involved in putting
it on a township basis, is denied them. I have
taken this matter up on so many occasions,
I shall not take the time to go into details.
The Minister of Agriculture knows very well
what I mean. He has been in the area and
has seen for himself the grave injustices
which arise from the present system of
administering the act. It must be made pos-
sible to administer it on a smaller unit basis
so that the farmers who actually need assist-
ance will be the ones to receive it.

At the present time we have the anomaly
of farmers who have a good crop receiving
assistance on top of that, whereas the farmers
who are completely wiped out by flood or
hail get nothing. Surely, that is an administra-
tive problem which should be solved before
this session is completed.

There is also need for the extension of the
Prairie Farm Rehabilitation Act. As a matter
of fact some members, including the member
for Souris (Mr. Ross), have argued the act
should be made applicable to all farmers from
coast to coast. I am going to make this
plea to the Minister of Agriculture (Mr.
Gardiner), that the designated area be ex-
tended to include the three prairie provinces.
As it is now, it covers only a section of the
three prairie provinces, usually referred to
as the Palliser triangle. There are other
parts of these provinces which need the
services of the rehabilitation provisions just
as seriously. There is a need for flood pre-
vention and water conservation, which makes
it necessary to extend the operative provisions
of that act to take in the total area of the
three prairie provinces. I am sure the
minister will give that suggestion serious
consideration, knowing the problem as he
does, around the area of Dauphin particularly,
about which I am speaking at the present
time.

Another thing which would bring about
greater national unity would be an equaliza-
tion of the burden of freight rates across
this country. It is not necessary for me
to go into detail on this subject because we
talked freight rates at the last session until
we dreamed about them. Nothing has been
done as yet to solve the problem. The
railway companies have received one increase
of 21 per cent and have made application for
another increase of 20 per cent.

May I say at this point that I am pleased
to see the 'ion. Minister of Justice (Mr.
Garson) take his seat. As premier of the
province of Manitoba, he was one of those
who went all over that province making a
lot of fine speeches about their opposition
to the increased freight rates. Fate has so
arranged it that the hon. member is today the
Minister of Justice. I say it is his duty now
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to see that justice is done on the freight
rates question. When this matter comes
before the house, it will be interesting to see
what stand the Minister of Justice will take,
since he is now a member of the govern-
ment. I wonder if he will be as bold in his
statements, as sweeping in his denunciations
of the actions of the government, as he was
in Manitoba. I hope he will not retreat
frorn his position, since it might cause some
of us to say some very nasty things about
him.

For the remainder of my time, I should
like to turn to another subject which is of
great importance in connection with national
unity, and that is electoral reform. Recently
a bill was placed before the house by the
hon. member for Quebec South (Mr. Power).
I am not going to discuss that bill, Mr.
Speaker, but merely refer to it. In his opinion
this bill would have the effect of reforming
some of the practices that are being carried
on during elections. At the outset, without
discussing the bill at all, I should like to say
I am not convinced we can legislate any
political party into honesty. I am not that
much of an optimist. The bill may have,
however, some effect in bringing out discus-
sion in this house. It is a serious matter
that such practices do take place.

I refer now to an article which the hon.
member for Quebec South, a former Minister
of National Defence in this government, wrote
and which appeared in Maclean's magazine. I
will have time to quote only a few excerpts
from this article concerning the practices
which have been carried on by his own party.
I wish to congratulate the hon. member on
his frankness. I believe he has done the
people of Canada a public service. The article
reads as follows:

There was a time, of course, when votes were
literally bought for money in the market place. I
well remember an incident, more than forty years
ago, when the Liberal buyers set up shop on one
side of an actual market and their Tory competitors
for votes on the other, while the vendors, the
voters, moved from one side to the other, offering
their franchises to the highest bidder. It was a
tight election and toward the end of the day single
votes were going for as high as $75 and $80 and one
transaction was even recorded for an even $100.
When the exchange, or rather the polling places,
closed the winner's majority was two votes.

If the other party had had $300 more, they
might have won the election.

Then the writer goes on to say that such
things are not done any more. This was
forty years ago, and we have now become
smoother operators. Today there are surrep-
titious deliveries of coal, large orders of
groceries, or even electric washing machines
made at the right moment. Surely, the people
of Canada do not approve such tactics.

[Mr. Zaplitny.]

Mr. Smith (Calgary West): If you continue
reading that article, you will see the writer
says the people who owned the washing
machines came and took thern away again.

Mr. Zaplitny: That is right. I was only
trying to save time. Bills were sent for those
washing machines and they had to be
returned. The people of Canada will, no
doubt, be astonished to find out that is still
going on in this country of ours. Surely we
should set higher standards of behaviour
when we appeal to the people of Canada.

The people are asking these two simple
questions.

First, why does the Liberal party, as
revealed by one of its own members, find it
necessary to offer cash, groceries or washing
machines for votes, if their policy is correct?
And second, where are they getting the
money from?

At six o'clock the house took recess.

AFTER RECESS

The house resumed at eight o'clock.

Mr. Daniel McIvor (Fort William): Mr.
Speaker, I count it a great privilege to have
another opportunity to represent the con-
stituency of Fort William. The people there
are intelligent, sensible, honest and progres-
sive, and I still consider it a great honour to
represent them.

My first words are those of congratulation
of the mover and seconder of the address in
reply to the speech from the throne. I know
the mover somewhat intimately, because he
is my roommate. He is a faithful, hard
worker; there is not a lazy bone in his body,
and the government would do well to con-
sider him for advancement. He is not in his
seat, so I am free to say this.

Then, there are two other men, neither of
whom is in the house tonight-and one of
whorn will not be here. There are no other
two men who stand higher in my respect
because of their unselfish service. The first
of these is the former member for Carleton;
for any man who resigns his seat to let
another man come in to take his place is
rendering an unselfish service. Indeed, had
he not donc that, the leader of the opposition
(Mr. Drew) might not have been in his seat
at the present time.

The other man to whom I pay tribute is an
old friend, the bon. member for Neepawa
(Mr. Bracken). He, too, did an unselfish thing
by stepping down to allow another man to
take his place. The House of Commons
would be much poorer if he were not here,
and I pay tribute to him.
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My next words wil have reference to the
speech frorn the throne, which. contains many
good things, as I arn sure you will agree, Mn.
Speaker, after I have finished. The speech
is full of hope, and contains suggestions con-
cernmng actions which I hope wrnl corne to
pass. These are not empty promises.

I would congratulate the Ministen o! Fin-
ance (Mr. Abbott) upon trying to pay off a
littie o! our national debt. Some hon. mern-
bers well know that there are people who
will borrow money on Friday, tell you they
wil pay it back on Monday, but who do not
"ýcorne across." Any minister nepresenting
an honest government, as we believe we have,
has a right to see that the debts are paid.

The speech contains much hope in that its
first suggestion concerns tax neduction. The
first measure of neduction will corne about
because of the slice which will be taken off
the national debt; for that neason some taxes
will not need to be paid.

Then, thene is the furthen promise in the
speech from the throne that the sales tax wil
be reduced, which in my opinion is a propen
procedure. The common people are hit
handest by the sales tax, and when it is
neduced the cost of living must corne down.
In that connection let me say there is one
extra sales tax, oven and above the regular
business sales tax, which should be wiped
out completely; I refer to the 25 per cent
tax applied to the business of jewelers. That
should be wiped out, and I fuliy expect it
wrnl be.

Then, further, the tax on soft drinks and
chocolate should be neduced. However, we
shali have another opportunity to speak on
that point because a Liberal member bas had
the foresight to introduce the subject by way
of a nesolution now appearing on the order
paper.

Another hope beld out in the speech from
the tbrone is that of the construction o!
great waterways. The Prime Minister (Mr.
St. Laurent) bas given us much encourage-
ment in this connection, and I believe Presi-
dent Truman is a man of his word. It would
seem now that the great watenways project
would reach fruition before any great' tirne
has elapsed. We at the head o! the lakes
believe tbis to be an absolute necessity. We
know it will help employment, tbat it would
furnish much-needed power and that it
would be of great advantage to transporta-
tion. I would like to be able to step onto a
freight boat at Fort William and go across
to Londonderry. I would enjoy ridîng even
on a freight boat for that distance because of
what I would see when I got there.
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project would mean much in the develop-
ment of power. I need scarcely tell the-
House of Commons that we at the head of
the lakes are in a comfortable position, so.
far as our supply of power is concerned.
When people in this section of Canada could
not get the power, we were revelling in it,
and did not need to turn off our lights, if>
we did not want to. And if there is anyone.
here who is thinking of opening Up a new
industry, then let me tell him that because of
our supply of power, water and good fresh
air, the finest place in Canada would be Fort
William or Port Arthur.

Mr. Brooks: And lots of wind, too.

Mr. McIvor: Another hope in the speech-
f rom the throne is for the building of the.
trans-Canada highway. We at the head of»
the lakes think this should come through,,
and have held the view for a good while.-
However, if you keep pecking away at a thing
long enough, if it is right you will get there.
eventually. We believe that the trans-Canada
highway wrnl soon be a reality, and we thank
the Minister of Mines and Resources (Mr.
MacKinnon) for his big-hearted co-operation.
This highway would be of great advantage.
to people in the east, so that they could corne
Up yonder to lake Nipigon, Up through Port,
Arthur and Fort William, up to Hillcrest on
the top of the hill. Boy! the view there would
pay them for the whole trip. And then, if
they were to go around Fort William and Up.
past Loch Lomond, 800 feet up on Mount,
McKay and looked over that scenery, they
would realize that it is truly gorgeous! There,
is nothing to touch it in ail Canada. There-
fore I thank the minister for the work he-
has done.

The Minister of National Health and Wel-
fare (Mr. Martin) is not in the bouse, but I
should like to congratulate him upon his
visit to the head of the lakes. We had a
promise of $200,000 for an addition to our
sanatorium, one which, serves not only the
Thunder Bay area, but the whole of northern
Ontario. Because of the number of Indians
and others who were being cared for in that
sanatorium, the former Minister of National
HeaI.tb and Welfare said that $200,000 would
be set aside for us. Sorne difficulty developed.
We tbought we had that $200,000, and we
were not going to let go. Wihen the minister
saw oui sanatorium, and tbe work being
done, and when he saw the way the Indians
were being cared for there was no further
doubt about our getting it. For this we thank
bim.



HOUSE OF COMMONS
The Address-Mr. McIvor

I should like to speak about another mat-
ter which was mentioned either in the speech
from the throne or at some other time, some-
thing I have advocated for six years, and
that is a national contributory pension. Rail-
road men have called on me, and they say
it is an absolute necessity. A railroader may
have a pension, but that does not provide for
his wife. And any railroader who loves his
wife wants to leave the best for her after he
is gone. Therefore I say we should have a
national contributory pension for all Canada;
and I believe this has been suggested by the
Minister of National Health and Welfare.
Of course that scheme must not conflict with
other pension schemes conducted by indus-
tries.

I do not know for certain, but I have my
own ideas as to who spiked the dominion-
provincial conference. My heart was sore
when through the years, having built up a
wonderful contributory health bill, it was
wiped out entirely. We had men from New
Zealand, England, the United States and all
over Canada who helped in the framing of
this bill. We thought it was a fine bill that
had been drafted under the supervision of
the former minister of national health. I
think that bill should be called back from its
resting place and put before this house. If all
the provinces do not agree, those who do
should be able to put it into force.

I have a word to say about old age pen-
sions. Before I came down here I had the
honour of being called to speak to a group
of older people, some old age pensioners and
some who had retired from the different rail-
roads. It was a well conducted meeting. I
agreed with those people that the present old
age pension of $30 per month is not enough.
It will be said that Ontario gives another $10
per month, but very few get it. I stood up in
this house last year and congratulated the
premier of Ontario on providing that extra
$10, but at the present time there are a great
many people who have no other income and
who get only $30 per month. It is not
enough.

The other day I was out tramping around
and I passed the home of an old age pensioner
about 8.30 in the morning when some hon.
members are supposed to be taking it easy.
I called in and found that breakfast was still
on the table, so I said, "I am just in time."
They had porridge, but they had no milk
and no brown sugar. They were buying their
little cottage which their son-in-law had
helped to build.

I hope the province of Ontario will rise in
its dignity, in its honesty and in its spirit
of self-sacrifice and give every pensioner that
$10 per month extra no matter who he is.
I think Ontario will do it. British Columbia
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does it and I think Ontario is just a little
better than British Columbia.

I am not forgetting Fort William, of course.
Some of you may think that there are no
farmers at Fort William; you may think that
we have nothing but water, rocks, scrub, bush
and mines. We have those things, but in
addition we have one of the best farming
districts in Ontario. The farmers in this
district are well looked after. Mr. Harrison
is the agricultural representative and Mr. J.
K. Knight is the supervisor of the agricul-
tural substation. Those men keep the
farmers on their toes.

Then there are many agricultural societies
and our farm life has developed considerably.
Our farmers are encouraged to do things
in the right way. Many attractions are
offered to the boys on the farm. These efforts
appeal to me, as I am sure they would appeal
to anyone who wants to see the young
people kept on the farm. We have a good
baseball league in that district. If you want
to spend a thrilling night you should attend
one of those evening games in the summer-
time. Not only do they put on a good round
of baseball; they provide refreshments of a
type that permits you to go home without
your head being light.

In the wintertime they have a rural
hockey league which attracts large numbers
even to the open-air rinks. They play a
splendid brand of hockey and the cup that
is presented in the spring is well contested.

Then we have other types of competition.
Last year I mentioned our 500 bushels to the
acre potato club. That was carried on this
year and F. J. Kailik of Upsala managed to
produce 649 bushels of potatoes to the acre,
not just 500 bushels. I say to other farmers
that if they want to know how to raise
potatoes they do not have to go to Ireland.
If they go to Kailik he will explain the
program that enabled him to achieve that
production.

Then we have the hundred bushels to the
acre oats club. Mr. Finholm of Cloud Bay
raised 105 bushels per acre of good oats. I
think that record leads Canada.

We have several farm associations which
are supported splendidly by the Department
of Agriculture under the leadership of the
minister. We have the head of the lakes agri-
cultural society and there are many exhibi-
tions held in the fall, the principal ones being
at Fort William, Murillo, Hymers and Upsala.
The chief attractions at these fairs are animal
husbandry and farm products.

Fort William and Port Arthur are known
for their good record in connection with
juvenile delinquency, something to which the
good city of Toronto cannot lay claim. They
might be able to make that claim if they
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would take my advice. We have a family
juvenile court which helps, but perhaps what
is of even greater help are our supervised
playgrounds. These are conducted all through
the summer so that our boys and girls do not
have time to get into mischief by hanging
around in gangs. We have our swimming
pools under the supervision of the Y.M.C.A.
and many boys and girls learn to swim during
the summer months.

A large section of our library is set aside
for boys' and girls' books. The librarian has
conducted special film showings with the
assistance of the film board here in Ottawa.
Our city is really tops of all Canada in film
showing. You see that through their eyes,
through their bodies and through their hands
and feet we keep our boys and girls busy so
that the devil does not have a chance to get
into their lives.

I do not think there is a city in Canada
where the churches, Protestant, Roman
Catholic, Jewish and Gentile, are more on
their toes than in Fort William. Our.people
do not mind paying their ministers decent
salaries. I would consider it a special privi-
lege if Toronto would send up one of those
hoodlum gangs and let me place them on one
of our hockey teams. I think they would
go back to Toronto ready to conduct them-
selves sanely.

We have a mining district west of Fort
William fifty miles wide by one hundred
miles long. I should like to read a brief
description by W. A. Gray of the Shebando-
wan district. He says:

The Shebandowan area lies in a belt of rocks com-
prised of sediments and volcanics which have been
intruded by granite, porphyry, gabbro, diorite, dia-
base and several smaller intrusions.

Geological conditions are similar to other areas
where gold and base metals are being produced.

At the south-west end of the belt gold was pro-
duced from the Ardeen mine. East of this you have
the great lakes copper property which at present
is developing a large deposit of copper-silver-gold
around the old Tip Top mine.

Three miles east of this at Kashabowie, Andowan
gold mines are developing a copper-gold property
along with their associates, Norpic Mining Com-
pany. East of this you have the International
Nickel property which, although not producing, has
outlined an ore body by diamond drilling, and is
talked about as a billion dollar deposit in nickel,
copper, gold, platinun and platinum group metals.

May I interject here that I think the Inter-
national Nickel Company should be compelled
to open that mine, and not just keep it for a
future generation.

Around Shebandowan lakes there are many gold,
copper and nickel finds. Some of them have had
considerable development and have proved commer-
cial ore bodies, but due to conditions and lack of
finances never were able to come into production.
Geophysical surveys have been made north of the
village of Shebandowan, and large anomalies bave
been found by this work and have never been
diamond drilled. The Shebandowan area offers

The Address-Mr. McIvor
plenty of possibilities for finances, and if work was
done systematically and money spent wisely, there
is no doubt that more mines would be produced.
and of large tonnage, as the deposits so far found
in the area are of the major type.

I should like to ask the minister to see that
something is done towards the opening up of
new gold mines. I know some of the old
mines are able to carry on, but they are hav-
ing a terribly hard time. I was very grateful
to the gold mining district north of Port
Arthur for the way they helped us during the
depression. They took hundreds of our young
men who could not get work anywhere else.

Then again we have a trades and labour
council in Fort William. We think it is just
about the best. There are Progressive Con-
servatives in that body; there are Liberals in
that body; there are C.C.F.'ers in that body;
there are some Labour-Progressives in it, and
there are some who think they are better than
any of the others. As a labour body they are
not contributing to any political party as far
as is known. They were somewhat disturbed
in the past year, and I was disturbed with
them, because of the treatment of young men
who make their living on boats. I mean the
merchant marine. I think it is not fair for
young men to leave Canada, sail across the
Atlantic, and then find they have not any ship
to bring them back home again. I ask the
Minister of Labour (Mr. Mitchell) to see that
the merchant marine receive decent treat-
ment. I know we have at the head of the
lakes one shipping company that would not
stoop to that sort of thing. It is headed by
Senator N. M. Paterson. He treats his men
fairly if they co-operate with him. I con-
gratulate him on the way he treats his men.

We have new industries at the head of the
lakes. There is an old starch factory which
was taken over by a group of men and is now
producing edible oils. The former member
for Moose Jaw has taken quite a part in it.
He was kind enough to tell me that he
thought Fort William was the best place for
that project, and I think so, too. Then we
have a fuel oil industry which is growing
rapidly. The Minister of Trade and Com-
merce (Mr. Howe) will know that we have
the manufacture of starch from wheat, but
because wheat went up in price they are
pretty well out of business. If the Minister
of Agriculture (Mr. Gardiner) and the Min-
ister of Trade and Commerce could give this
company the same subsidy that is given to
fiour mills we would appreciate it, because
the day will come when wheat will not sell
for as high a price as it does today.

We have certain needs at the head of the
lakes. From the Steep Rock mine trainloads
of hematite ore are brought to Fort William
and then taken to the United States. We
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think we should have a smelter so that we
could keep that ore in Canada and not have
to buy back steel from the United States.
That is an absolute necessity. If I had strong
enough powers I would see that we had a
smelter there. Then we need a breakwater
at island No. 2. I should like to congratulate
the Minister of Public Works (Mr. Fournier)
on dredging the MeKellar river and lowering
it by 20 feet, so that steamers will be able
to go up the McKellar river instead of hav-
ing to go away down and back into it, and
then go out that way again. That is one of
the finest things that the Department of Pub-
lic Works has done for Fort William in many
a long year. We need a public dock. We
have no public dock. It is perhaps my fault
that I was blind to the need, but we hope that
will be remedied this spring. Then we need
the development of Mount McKay into a
public park. I spoke of that last year. The
scenery is par excellence. There is not any-
thing to beat it in all Canada, but the Indians
are in control. They have not the ability to
develop it, and what has been given to them
has perhaps been abused. It would make a
splendid public park. People from the United
States and Canadians from east and west
could enjoy the scenery.

To come back to pensions, I should like to
pay tribute to the chairman of the pension
board, Brigadier General Melville. He is a
splendid friend of the veterans, and is doing
a magnificent job. There are some things,
however, that he cannot do without legisla-
tion. I think Imperial veterans who have
been twenty years in Canada should be given
the burnt-out pension. The veterans of the
South African war are holding a convention
in London, I believe in July. I think that the
Minister of Veterans Affairs (Mr. Gregg)
should see to it that a number of veterans
have their passages paid over there, because
some of these old veterans have not a great
deal of this world's goods.

I have here something I enjoyed reading.
It is the platform of the Progressive Con-
servalive party as established by the Pro-
gressive Conservative national convention,
the program on which the party and its new
leader, the hon. member for Carleton (Mr.
Drew), hope to be elected. I should like to
refer to plank 27, a Canadian national flag.
I do not know whether or not that will come
about under the present government leader-
ship but I wonder what kind of flag they are
going to propose.

Mr. Brooks: It would not be one like the
one you brought in here a year ago.

Mr. McIvor: Then again we get a lot of
literature to read. I read all I have time to
read, and some of it I just look at. I had
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great pleasure this past summer in spending
a day, or part of a day, when I was not busy
at anything else reading "Harvest Triumph-
ant" by Merrill Denison. It is a good book,
one that is well worth reading. I think the
leader of the opposition (Mr. Drew) should
advise the department of education in Toronto
to place this book in our public schools for
collateral reading. It shows the daring,
courage, Christian character, ability and per-
severance of the early settlers of Canada.

I should like to congratulate the Secretary
of State for External Affairs (Mr. Pearson).
I have never been very close to many of the
deputy ministers, but from what they do we
know of their outstanding ability. I con-
gratulate the Secretary of State for External
Affairs on the work he has done in striving
to set up Israel as a nation. I think that was
a fine thing, but again it is necessary for me
to prove it. There is not a nation in the
world that has done as much for civilization
as the Jews.

The. greatest sanitary expert that the world
has ever known is Moses. If you do not
remember it, go back and read it for your-
selves. We would do well to practise some of
his teachings. If we did we would not have
so much stomach trouble. The greatest lawyer
the world has ever known-he is not excelled
even today-was Moses. The laws of Canada,
of the United States, of Great Britain, and
all jurisprudence are based upon the ten
commandments. Sometimes they were
changed a bit but not to their better-
ment. You will find that it is all there. In
addition they have given us this old bible.
There is no book to compare with it. It is
never out of print, and it is the best seller
today. I notice that a large number of hon.
members have a copy of this old book in their
offices. I suppose they also have it on their
room tables.

As far as literature is concerned, there is
no other book that will compare with the
bible in beautiful diction, in simple language
and in plainness of speech. I wonder, Mr.
Speaker, whether you would permit me to
give you a quotation from the bible, taken
from the 55th chapter of Isaiah.

For as the rain cometh down, and the snow from
heaven, and returneth not thither, but watereth the
earth, and maketh it bring forth and bud, that it
may give seed to the sower, and bread to the eater;

So shall my word be that goeth forth out of my
mouth; it shall not return unto me void, but it
shall accomplish that which I please, and it shall
prosper in the thing whereto I sent it.

For ye shall go out with joy, and be led forth
with peace; the mountains and the hills shall break
forth before you into singing, and all the trees of
the field shall clap their hands.

You cannot show me in the writings of any
poet, ancient or modern, any passage that
will compare with it in simplicity, directness
and diction. No other book written can com-
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pare with the bible, wbich is written in words
of one or two syllables. The second book to
àt is Bunyan's " Pilgrim's Progress." Sorne
believe it and some do not. I believe it.

Somebody asked, "What is trutb?" Any-
body who reads the l4tb chapter of John wil
know what trutb is:

Jesus said unto him, I arn the way, the truth and
the life.

That truth wrnl neyer change. The only
thing tbat is the hope of civilization today is
that truth put into practice. I arn happy to
say that a great many hon. members agree
with me in this. A poet has said:

There is a divinity that shapes aur ends,
Raugh-hew them how we wlll.

In conclusion I wish to congratulate the
Prime Minister on the way i which lie
finished bis speech. This is what he said:

There is something more important than dollars.

I tbank him for that. Then lie said:
Man shail not live by bread alane.
That is true. If you and I practise that,

and if the Prime Minister keeps that to the
fore, as the former Prime Minister did, lie
wiil lead Canada in a way that is equal to
the leadership that any country of the world
has ever had.

Mr. John R. MacNlicol <Davenport): Mr.
Speaker, in spite of the kindly rernarks of
the hon. mernber for Fort William (Mr.
Mclvor) about the great city from whicb I
corne, I arn proud to be a humble citizen of
Toronto. If there are one or two hoodlurns in
a population of a million, that does not spoil
the whole city nor does it spoil the great
metropolitan city from which you corne, Your
Honour.

That is alI I arn going to say in reply to
the remarks of rny hon. friend. I rise toniglit
to take up another subject, namely the mar-
vellous effect that navigation on the great
lakes bas had on the building up of the
econorny of Ontario. I shail spend rnost of
rny tirne talking about Ontario. Wbat would
we do in Ontario witbout oui great harbours?
I do not know. They.have had an outstandlng
place in building up Ontario and also Canada.
I would not toucli on this subject at ail bad
it not been for sornething the Prime Minister
(Mr. St. Laurent) said when lie spoke the
other day. I do not intend to criticize wbat
he said, and I arn not going to pass comment
on it other than to quote one passage. He
mentioned the probable implementation of
the St. Lawrence canal proposai at Washing-
ton. I shail quote frorn page 66 of Hansard of
January 28. This is wbat the Prime Minister
said:

1 think it is only f air for us ta say that if we
cannot at this time get implementation of this agree-
ment for the dauble-barreled purpose of navigation
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and power, the value of the power is so great that
we shail have ta give very seriaus consideration to
going ahead and developing it on the power aide
alone-which would be amply justified, I thtnk, by
the econoinic benefits which could be derived from
the power alone.

I wish to empliasize as strongly as I can
that in our dealings with our cousins to the
south, while we promote as strongly as we
can the production of power in that agree-
ment, we must flot under any consideration
forget the vast advantages that accrue from
navigation.

This province and its great industry are
a living example of what has happened
because of our ability to navigate the great
lakes. In preparing to take part in the debate
on the St. Lawrence canal, when and if it
ever does occur in this house, 1 made a very
exhaustive survey of everything pertaining
to the subjeet, but one survey was in con-
nection with the flfteen ports in Ontario on
the great lakes and connecting rivers. I was
rnuch impressed in learning what I did on
that journey. I shall try to take the bouse
on an imaginary journey over the course
that I took, which should show, if I can
properly express it, the vast advantages that
have accrued to Ontario, to Canada and to
the economy of ail of us, as a resuit of w.hat
we have been able to obtain fromn the naviga-
tion of the great lakes. I for one shail not
forget the vast place that navigation holds
in this wbole problem.

I shall first take the bouse to the head of
the lakes frorn wbicb my hon. friend who bas
just taken his seat cornes. There are congre-
gated elevators whose capacity is greater than
that of any other centre in the world sa f ar
as I have been able to ascertain. I believe
that the elevators at the bead of the lakes
have a storage capacity of almost 150,000,000
bushels of grain. They are so weil equipped
with loading and unloading macbinery that
five or six bundred million bushels of grain
are passed through these elevators in some
years and sent on down east. I arn going to
foilow the grain east for a while. A large
proportion of it goes directly overseas either
from ships riglit to Montreal or by being
unloaded at the lower lake ports and then
by rail to the ports on the Atlantic ocean.
First of ail I arn going to talk about the ships
that go down the lakes, loaded witb grain,
which unload their cargoes at one of the great
Ontario bays, Georgian bay. Therefore alter
returning frorn the head of the lakes I shal
take the bouse to the first port that I visited
in the course of my survey, the port of
Midland.

Midland bas more elevator capacity than
any other elevator centre on the lower lakes.
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I believe the elevators there have a capacity
of approximately 14 million bushels. So mag-
nificent is the loading and unloading equip-
ment at that point that through that port on
Georgian bay pass approximately 58 million
bushels of grain per year. Lest I forget, I
must say that all this grain comes from our
great western provinces, to which the prov-
ince of Ontario owes a very great debt of
gratitude. The harbour has a draft of not
less than twenty-five feet. It is an excellent
harbour. It could be improved and made
larger, and I hope the government, in survey-
ing what has been done, will do something
in that regard. I am glad to see the Minister
of Public Works (Mr. Fournier) in his seat,
for I believe such matters come under his
jurisdiction. I hope the responsible minister
will see to it that the harbour at Midland is
extended. There is ample space to extend it.
I examined it very carefully. The extension
of it would permit the berthing of more ships
loaded with grain in the fall of the year.

A day or two ago I read in the newspaper
that, at present, in the Midland harbour the
ships and elevators are plugged to the roof
with 50 million bushels of grain. If the
harbour were extended, perhaps boats con-
taining another 25 million bushels of grain
could be berthed there. It is important that
we do everything we can to handle the
capacity shipments of grain which are sent
down to us by those devoted farmers of the
three western provinces.

Just across the bay from Midland there
is another port, Port McNicoll, named after
the late David McNicoll who for many years
was the general manager of the Canadian
Pacific Railway. This port has elevators the
capacity of which is about 64 million bushels.
There, too, as well as at Midland, the loading
and unloading equipment is so efficient, and
the men operating that equipment are so
capable that through that port almost 50
million bushels of grain are transshipped
yearly. This makes a total of over 100
million bushels per year for these two ports.
All this grain does not go through to the
ocean ports. A lot of it goes out by rail-
road and truck to the great counties surround-
ing these ports, the counties of Simcoe, Grey
and the other counties thereabouts where it
is used by the farmers, chopping-mill opera-
tors or flour mills. This is a tremendous busi-
ness, sir.

Continuing west, the town next to Midland
is Collingwood. At Collingwood there is also
an excellent elevator. At this port, in dis-
tributing the grain, they go farther than any
other port I surveyed. The elevator capacity
at that point is about 2 million bushels, but
they handle up to 15 million or more bushels
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a year, two-thirds of which goes to the farm-
ers in the counties of Grey, Simcoe, North
Wellington and perhaps partly into the county
of Bruce. This is a tremendous business,
Your Honour. We in Ontario are very proud
of that marvellous business built on the
handling of western grain. We are all work-
ing together. In Ontario, we help the west
by using the grain and the west helps us by
producing it.

The harbour at Collingwood has a draft of
about twenty-two feet. It could be improved.
I did not find many complaints. The main
complaint is that when there is a storm on
the bay there is difficulty in getting into the
harbour behind the elevator. The elevator is
most expertly managed. The men who
operate these elevators are men of whom we
might well be proud for their expert ability
in processing, shipping and distributing the
grain grown by our western farmers.

The next port is that of Owen Sound.
Owen Sound is a very beautiful city repre-
sented in this parliament by my hon. friend
from Grey North (Mr. Case). There is a
splendid harbour and an excellent elevator,
due mostly to the efforts of a former member
of this bouse, Mr. Telford. I believe he sat on
the other side of the house. This elevator is
a credit to the men of Owen Sound whc
organized and built it. It handles approxi-
mately 25 million bushels per year; that is
big business. A large portion of the grain
goes to the surrounding counties, helping to
build up the great livestock trade for which
Ontario is so well known. This harbour is
large enough to permit another elevator, and
I hope the men of Owen Sound will go ahead
and build another one.

Continuing around the Bruce peninsula we
corne to the very excellent harbour of
Goderich, represented in this house by the
hon. member for Huron North (Mr. Cardiff).
Goderich is one of the best harbours on the
whole of the great lakes. It has about a
twenty-five foot draft right in from the lake.
The harbour could be improved. The fine
men operating the two main elevators in that
harbour do a magnificent job but they are
handicapped by an island right in the bar-
bour. I am going to ask the Minister of
Public Works to take notice of that and see
that the small island is removed. If one
watches the movement of boats in the bar-
bour it will be observed they find it difficult,
when backing up from the elevator, to avoid
backing into that island. If the little island
were removed it would allow more ships to
be berthed in the harbour, and thus more
grain could be handled. If you went to
Goderich today, you would find the harbour
full of ships, which they move around after
sawing the ice and taking it out of the har-
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bour. Then, the grain is unloaded into the
flour mill and elevators which are located
there. The harbour at Goderich brings great
credit to the province of Ontario.

I must hurry along, as time is short. Con-
tinuing down the lake, we come to another
great port at the city of Sarnia. This city is
growing very rapidly. I have to be very care-
ful, since the representative of that city is
present, but I believe the population is
around 40,000. Located there is an excellent
elevator. It has not as large a capacity as
that at Goderich, which is 3,600,000 bushels,
but a capacity of about three million. The
elevator distributes approximately fifteen
million bushels of grain which comes from
the west. The elevators at Goderich process
approximately thirty million bushels of grain.

At the city of Windsor, represented by my
hon. friend the Minister of National Health
and Welfare (Mr. Martin), there is a very fine
elevator. I am happy to learn that plans have
been made for doubling the capacity which
is, at present, 1,325,000 bushels. I was very
pleased to be able to observe the elevator
in operation when I was there. Approxi-
mately ten million bushels of grain are dis-
tributed or handled by this elevator, a great
deal of which is distributed throughout that
magnificent county of Essex. There are many
stock raisers and farmers in that splendid
county doing a fine job.

Mr. Martin: There are no better people.

Mr. MacNicol: When we leave Windsor,
the next stop is at the lake Erie entrance of
the Welland canal, at Port Colborne and
Humberstone. There too are elevators that
have a capacity of over 6,500,000 bushels but
through which pass upwards of 40,000,000
bushels of grain a year. Some of .this grain
is distributed out around the counties of
Welland, Lincoln and Haldimand. Few
people would think that Toronto would have
elevators, but we have. Anyone inspecting
the harbour at Toronto today would be
amazed to see the four gigantic elevators
located there-two rows of tanks, I think
they call them, or silos for holding grain.
Those elevators have a capacity of about
8,000,000 bushels. For an inland port, that
is an arnazing situation. Through these ele-
vators pass 16,000,000 bushels of grain a year,
all of which is used for making oil, flour,
feed for cattle or cereals for human beings.
I do not think much of it is going across the
ocean.

Then going farther down the lake we come
to the city of Kingston, where there is an
elevator with a capacity of approximately
5,000,000 bushels. There again, while that
is the capacity of the elevator, it handles up
to 25,000,000 or 30,000,000 bushels a year.

The Address-Mr. MacNicol
Much of this grain is distributed as far east
as Cornwall and some of it as far east as
Montreal. I should like to point out what a
magnificent job for the economy of this
country is being done by the lake and river
navigation and the Ontario ports on the
shores of the great lakes.

Then we come to the town represented here
by the excellent, capable and hard-working
whip of the official opposition, the hon. mem-
ber for Grenville-Dundas (Mr. Casselman),
where there is an elevator with a capacity of
5,500,000 bushels. It is a government ele-
vator managed by a most excellent superin-
tendent or manager by the name, I believe,
of Alex Ross, with whom I had a chat. That
harbour at Prescott, where I used to swim
when I was a boy living down there, is doing
wonderful work. These elevators on the
lower great lakes have a combined capacity of
the sum of the figures I gave, perhaps
50,000,000 to 75,000,000 bushels of wheat, but
they have a capacity for forwarding wheat of
not less than 150,000,000 to 200,000,000
bushels, or whatever is the total of the figures
I quoted; I did not add them up. All of this
goes to show what they mean to Ontario.

The farmers in the counties in the hinter-
land behind every one of these fine harbours
use a great deal of that grain. Ontario could
not do more than a fraction of what it does
for the stock trade of Canada if it were not
for the grain that comes down from the west
through these lakes and through these har-
bours. The government assists-and most
wisely so, in my opinion-in the payment
of freight on that grain that is sold east of
Fort William and that comes down here for
use. That is a great help to the Ontario
farmer and to the western farmer in the sell-
ing of his grain in Canada. It is of help to a
vast line of businesses that I could not take
the time to mention, although I should like
to do so, just to give an idea of what it means
to these various businesses and industries
making material in Ontario for the elevators,
for the transport of grain, and in connection
with ships, and the thousands and thousands
of men that are engaged in that interchange
of trade in connection with grain. Thousands
and thousands of farmers and others in
Ontario would be out of work if it were not
for their ability to obtain grain, grown in the
west, as it comes down through that Une I
have mentioned.

We have a great country, Mr. Speaker, if
we all just have vision enough to see it, work
together and help to build it up. In using
the grain down here we are trying to do our
part by using a product that is raised in the
west. I can foresee in the future of this
country a growth of population such that,
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instead of selling abroad the vast proportion that only men of one group are anxious to
of what we raise, we shall reach the stage at promote trade. I urge that an effort be made
which the United States has arrived. Only to encourage the construction of other eleva-
about 6, 7, or 8 per cent of what is produced tors in Ontario, since I am talking about
there is sold outside. Over here we must seil Ontaro, so that te counties round about the
anything over 35 per cent or 40 per cent. Let suggested elevators can do the same job as is
us all work together and build this country being done elsewhere.
up. That whole line of elevators and ports Yesterday I was talking to the hon. member
in Ontario is doing a big job. The men whom for Nipissing (Mr. Gauthier) about the possi-
I met on that trip, I was proud to meet. They bility of a port on the north shore of Lake
are men of a splendid type. I do not know Huron where an elevator could be bult. He
what there is about the handling of grain; told me-and I endorse what he says-that
but, whatever it is, it seems to make the men the Spanish river flows into the north shore
rugged, friendly, gracious and kindly. Every- of lake Huron, and that between its mouth
where I went I was met with courtesy and and Espanola there is an excellent site for an
obtained all the information I required. I elevator which, in building up business, would
made up my mind that when the time came play as big a part in that section of the coun-
that I could use it I would present a picture try around Aigoma and Sudbury as in our
of the vast value of the whole trade not only wonderful counties of Grey, Huron, Bruce,
to my own native province but to the whole Kent, Essex, Waterloo, Wellington and else-
of Canada. To all of those concerned in the where. So I hope some consideration wiii be
trade, in the department and elsewhere, who given to that. The fact is that on lake Erie
help to see to it that the grain is moved and there is no elevator from the time one leaves
used, I say, "The country owes you a debt Windsor until one reaches Port Colborne. The
of gratitude." whole of the centre of that great area of

In the beginning I had intended to tell the western Ontario is without elevator capacity
Prime Minister (Mr. St. Laurent) in connec- to enable them to have the same great bene-
tion with his observation about the probabil- fits which accrue at other places where they
ity of the St. Lawrence agreement coming have them.
before the senate at Washington, that I doubt I should think Port Stanley, situated in the
if any bill or agreement will be passed for constituency of Elgin, would be an excellent
power alone. I have a clipping here but I place to erect an elevaton. Through the rail-
will not take the time to quote it. Everyone w
else has read it. It is a statement by the cuts o i e an ord nd ter
president of the United States to the effect
that, with them, it is either power and navi- neighbouring counties.
gation or neither. So I will again say that One cannot visit Chatham without wonder-
I hope none of us here, in promoting the ing why there is no elevator at that point,
building of the St. Lawrence seaway, will because there used to be an elevator on the
disjoin the two elements. I believe we shall Thames river. Today, however, there is noti-
get farther if we keep together those two ing of that kind, despite the fact that Chatham
forks, power and navigation. If we take a offers great opportunities for the building of
stand for one and not for the other, I believe a fine harbour. I surveyed it carefully, and
we shall be quoted at Washington as not I know there is ample water to enabie ships
being united to obtain the whole. We want to come Up to Chatham, if the river were
the whole development. In the picture I have dredged pnoperly. Thene is ample space for
presented tonight of what navigation on the an elevator at that point-ail of which would
great lakes means to Ontario alone, and help boost the economy of the great county of
through Ontario to Canada, in the matter of Kent, one of the greatest in Canada.
transportation, I have presented only one Then, perhaps I should mention other
product of importance, namely grain. I could points like Belleville, on the norti shore of
of course give an equally good picture of lake Ontario. Perhaps I need not refer to
others, but I thought I ought to confine my any other places, aithougi there may be
remarks to the product raised by our farmers others worthy of mention. However, the
in the west, those men who have done such object of my speaking along these unes to-
a wonderful job all these years and under night is to congratulate ail those who have
distressing circumstances often beyond been associated with tie development of the
description. grain trade-those who are connected with

My time is nearly up, but I want to impress tie harbours, the elevators, the banks, the
the minister. who is in his seat, and the other farms, the railways and the trucks. I con-
ministers who are equally concerned in the gratulate ail of them, and I would encourage
promotion of trade in Canada-and I am con- them to go on and to expand. The more
vinced that they all are. I can never get grain we use in Canada, tie better for ai
myself into the frame of mind where I believe of us.

[Mr. MacNicoi.]
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I believe I have time for only one or two
further observations. Someone may ask what
al this means to Ontario. Well, when any-
one looks at the figures he will be amazed,
as I was. Not being a farmer-although I
lived on a farm-I thought most of the cows
and other stock were in the west; because,
after all, it is really only in western Ontario
and in eastern Ontario that farming is con-
gested. However, I found upon consulting
the bluebook that of the total average crop
acreage in Canada of 63 million acres and
over, only 8,213,000 are in Ontario. But on
those acres, because of the assistance from
harbours, elevators and western grain, one
must look at the vast job they are able to do.

There are more milch cows in Ontario than
anywhere else in Canada; the figure stands at
1,250,000. Then, there are more other types
of cattle in Ontario, with a figure of 1,618,000;
more swine-2,013,000; horses-not so many
as in two other provinces, but still 467,000;
sheep-not so many, but still 701,000; poultry
-we are at the top, with 27,013,000; laying
hens, 11,100,000; eggs, 115,000,000 dozen per
year, ail this from this little province of
Ontario-because it is not so large when one
takes off the vast unsettled areas north of the
main lines of the Canadian Pacific Railway
and the old Grand Trunk Pacific in northern
Ontario. Then, the figure for milk is 5,700,-
000,000 pounds in this little province of
Ontario; butter, 76,700,000 pounds, and
cheese, 96,000,000 pounds. I give much credit
for that to our western farmers, because the
Ontario farmers could not have achieved that
high record, that enviable peak, had it not
been for our ability to obtain western grain.

Then, as my last word, may I give credit
to the splendid harbours on our great lakes,
those I have mentioned-as well as the men
who operate the elevators, the railroaders
and truckers who take the grain away, and
all those others who are associated with the
movement of grain in Ontario from the time
the grain reaches us from the west until it is
on our farms. This grain has enabled the
Ontario farmers to do the great job they have
done, as represented by the figures I have
just placed on record.

In support of our arguments concerning
the St. Lawrence seaways development, let
us keep both programs together-both power
and navigation. I am convinced that if we
do that we will get both; and if we do not
do it I am not sure that we will get either.

Mr. David A. Croll (Spadina): Mr. Speaker,
in rising to participate in this debate I wish
particularly to welcome to the house the
Secretary of State for External Affairs (Mr.
Pearson) and the Minister of Justice (Mr.
Garson). For a long time we have admired
their respective careers, and it does us good
to have them with us in the house.
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I should like also to extend a personal word

of welcome to the hon. member for Carleton
(Mr. Drew). Party politics aside, he and I,
and the hon. member for Kingston City (Mr.
Kidd), have something in common. We are
the only members here who sat together in
a provincial house. The leader of the opposi-
tion (Mr. Drew) followed me in the provincial
house; he followed me to Ottawa-indeed, I
feel as if I am being followed. But I can
assure him I shal do everything I can, and
I hope successfully, to stop his following me
over to the government benches.

The first point which strikes me in the
address of His Excellency is that it devotes
itself to the present and looks to the future.
We as a party are not content to rest on our
past-achievements. I am not minimizing the
record of this government: there it is. It
is worth looking at, not once but twice. Cer-
tainly it is not from poverty of performance
that I suggest we should not rely upon our
past record. But the fact is that it is past. The
record shows what we stand for; and we are
not going to be content to stand on our
record. Much requires to be done today and
tomorrow. This much we can say, that today
Canada is stronger and sounder than she
has ever been in her history; and that the
people of Canada can and will stand five
more years of good government, and the
prosperity that has gone with it.

Let me say something about foreign trade.
Our exports have reached the all-time high
record of $3 billion, one-half of which has
been with our neighbours to the south. What
was more important than the volume was the
ever-increasing variety of exports. No longer
are we a one-commodity or two-commodity
country. Those who have been at the helm
and who have planned and encouraged indus-
trialization have rounded out the economy
of this country so as to give us an entirely
new stability; and our high level of produc-
tion is reflected in the employment index,
which continues to rise to a new peacetime
record.

I am happy to say that industrial relations
seem to be going through a bedding-down
process as the two partners, labour and indus-
try, are learning to get along with each other
much better than they have in the past. It
is worthy of note and worthy of recognition
that labour is becoming more mature and is
taking the long view. Under present circum-
stances the emphasis is on pensions and
security rather than on short-term gains.

In order to ensure manpower for our
expanding economy the government is mov-
ing ahead with the most ambitious immigra-
tion scheme we have had in the last 35 years.
I saw government immigration officiais in
Italy, France, Germany and Austria and I
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found them competent, considerate, inter-
ested in their work and willing to help people
to get to Canada as quickly as they could. I
found the administration to be as good as
could possibly be expected. I do not like to
name anyone on the floor of the house, but
I am told that the commissioner of immigra-
tion, Mr. Jolliffe, is responsible for the present
set-up. He has done an excellent job. I was
impressed with the people I saw, with the
work they were doing, and I felt that they
were a credit to Canada.

During my trip I talked with many people
of all races and all nationalities in different
camps. I am happy to report to the house
that not once did I receive a complaint that
there was bias or discrimination on the part
of the Canadian immigration officials in these
various countries. These people were all
impatient to get to Canada, but they agreed,
and I agreed with them from inquiries I made,
that the officials are free from bias and that
the choice is being made on merit. For that
reason, I was interested in the few words
said the other night by the hon. and very
kindly and gentlemanly member for Middle-
sex East (Mr. White). I quote his statement
from page 127 of Hansard as follows:

I do not know of any department that is so dis-
couraging to work with or from which you get so
few results as the department of immigration.

I have many occasions to visit the depart-
ment of immigration and the officials there
have never failed to show me every courtesy.
I am satisfied that not only are they con-
scientious and able, but that they are under-
staffed and over-worked. In my opinion they
are doing an excellent job for which they
deserve very high marks indeed. I have one
thing for the ears of the government. I do
not think the regulations are wide enough.
I think there should be an immediate broad-
ening of the relationship category to a point
where a person would be admissible if he had
a relative of any kind in this country who
was willing to give the necessary guarantee.
As a matter of fact I am prepared to go
further than that. If a person has in this
country a friend who is willing to vouch for
him, who will be responsible for him, that
person should be permitted to come here.

Our experience in this country with immi-
grants has been excellent. They have made
a fine contribution by their addition to the
Canadian scene. We are particularly lack-
ing in professional and technical people, doc-
tors, dentists, teachers, lawyers, professors
and technicians. Europe is full of such peo-
ple, who are anxious to come here to con-
tribute their knowledge and skill. I think
the time has come to broaden the occupa-
tional categories. We can use these people in
the urban areas and we can use them particu-
Larly in the rural areas where they are badly

[Mr. Croll.]

needed. Last week when in Toronto I made
a speech which was reported in the Ottawa
Journal of January 31, which report reads:

... the Canadian medical profession has "actively
worked" to discourage the entry of refugee doctors
into Canada.

And again:
. . . it is to the discredit of many of our pro-

fessional bodies that they have actively worked to
discourage immigrants in their particular fields.

The charge was promptly denied by Dr.
Magner, president of the Canadian medical
association. Maclean's magazine of February
1 contained a leading editorial which reads:

Canada Needs Brains, so Why Keep Them Out
But there's a bigger obstacle to the immigration

of highly skilled men. There is more than indiffer-
ence, there is, in some cases, active hostility, based
on a fear of competition.

According to the officially accepted estimate, Can-
ada needs about 2,000 more doctors to provide ade-
quate service by present methods. If we had health
insurance on a national scale we'd need many more.
In fact, one of the arguments against health
insurance is that we've nowhere near enough doctors
to carry it out.

And again:
Doctor Hugh Keenleyside, the deputy minister in

charge of immigration, said last spring, "The only
trade union that has been adamant in its official
opposition to the admission of competitive D.P.'s
has been the medical profession".

And just a few more lines:
We can't afford to keep skilled people out merely

because they might compete with people already
here. In fact, it's to the national interests that they
should compete, the more effectively the better.

The present is the greatest opportunity in one
hundred years-since the revolutions of 1848-to en-
rich our nation with fine new blood. We're letting
that opportunity slip.

I do not suppose that there is any member
who rises to speak on the speech from the
throne who does not say something about
taxes. We all agree that reductions are
overdue and that they will come from this
government.

Mr. Fleming: Why did not the hon. mem-
ber say that last year?

Mr. Croll: I said that last year. The hon.
member did not listen. These reductions
should be tailored to do the most good. I
worked out a simple formula; it is so simple
that if you do not like it, you can forget it.
It is about as follows:

For the labouring man-higher exemptions
For the white collar worker and middle class-

reductions
For those in the high brackets-a kind word
For corporations-not even that
For all of us-some reduction in indirect taxes.

As I said, this can be easily forgotten if
the minister does not like it, but it struck
me as having some fairness. I should like
to say something about international affairs.
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We are singularly fortunate in having at the
head of the department a gentleman who
has gained his knowledge firsthand. In my
opinion the minister is a believer, not in the
British line, not in the United States line but
in the Canadian line. That was illustrated by
the stand taken by the government in con-
nection with Israel.

Great Britain turned over the Palestine
problem to the united nations. At that moment
it became a Canadian concern, and the lion's
share of the credit belongs to Canada for the
fact that within eighteen months from the
time that the united nations tackled the
problem a fair settlement was arrived at.
Today a democratic state is created, strong
and free, and all that after twenty-five years
of fruitless discord and strife. Under any
circumstances, Mr. Speaker, the birth of a
nation is a profound event, but in the case
of Israel it is heavy with urgency, tragic with
memories, historic in meaning such as to stir
the heart of every man. So to the government
of the day, and to the members of this House
of Commons, on behalf of countless thousands
of Canadians, and particularly on behalf of
some 200,000 Canadians of Jewish origin, I
can only say, thank you. Believe me, Mr.
Speaker, I have waited a very long time to
be able to say that, but I am glad that today
it falls to my lot, and under such circum-
stances in this chamber.

Canada's first major incursion into the
field of international affairs has been an out-
standing success, and her second one, the
North Atlantic security pact, augurs well to
folow suit. We have come a very long way
from the Imperial conferences of the twen-
ties, when the theory was advanced that
Canada was incapable of performing the
necessary defensive and diplomatic functions.
It took the first world war to prove to every-
one that Canada was a nation. It took the
second world war to prove to the world that
Canada is a power. The people of this coun-
try have great confidence that this govern-
ment will do everything within its power to
see that there is no third world war.

In the speech from the throne, on page 3
of Hansard, the suggestion was made that
there would be a royal commission on cul-
tural matters. I put great stock in that, for
reasons different perhaps from those of other
people, because I think such a commission
might well examine into the very soul of
Canada as a nation. No people, no nation,
yes, and no civilization, will endure without
expressing its aspirations and its achieve-
ments in the arts, in painting and in music.
Perhaps they can tell us what makes a Cana-
dian. Perhaps they can tell us what keeps a
Canadian in Canada, and how we can keep
him here, because there has been a steady
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and relentless drain of young people from
this country to the United States.

Writers have coined a phrase, absorptive
capacity, to indicate the number that we can
take in without upsetting the balance of our
economy. We are far from reaching our
absorptive capacity, but let us look at the
other end of the scale. I think the time has
come, and is overdue, for us to consider our
evaporative capacity, the number of people a
country can lose by emigration without upset-
ting the economy of the country. The two
factors exist in this country in inverse ratio
to each other; our absorptive capacity is high
and our evaporative capacity is low. We can
cure the one by immigration, but what about
our evaporative capacity? I believe that the
royal commission can be helpful in that
respect, because one of the first reasons for
evaporation of population is lack of economic
opportunities for the young people of this
country. No less is there a lack of cultural
and intellectual opportunities which drives
people of talent and people of skill else-
where to find recognition, and an opportunity
to develop their artistic and their cultural
personalities. I think the role of an enlight-
ened government could be well played in
encouraging the arts and sciences, and the
growth of a cultural heritage, for our cultural
background in this country is as good as any
in the hemisphere. We lack the financial
resources that are available in the United
States, which facilitate so much what we call
the free enterprise culture of that country.

We have to make up for large audiences
and capital with increased government inter-
est and sponsorship of cultural affairs in
general. I know that Canadians truly wish
for a national library, a national theatre,
national films, and, yes, for government-
owned television, too, and more liberal sup-
port for the museums and art galleries. These
things will do much to provide our young
people of talent with openings to develop that
talent which they are now compelled to seek
outside our borders. I think the commission
can be an effective means of checking the
evaporation of population which we cannot
afford in this country.

Let me speak of one other major problem,
the matter of social services, a matter that is
becoming not only urgent but of a demanding
nature, and with particular reference to con-
tributory old age pensions and national health
insurance. We need in this country a system
that will not only give, but permit, the aver-
age Canadian to pay for proper medical care.
We need more doctors, and we need to locate
them more evenly. We need more hospitals,
and they should be within easy reach of every
person in the country. These fine hospitals and
excellent doctors are not of much use unless
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the people can afford them. Health insurance tion that even Duplessis saw the implication
in this country is not extravagant, nor is it and could fot stomach it. Therefore I say
back-door socialism; but if it is either it is that Ontario must not, and Ontario will not,
still necessary, for today many people who squeeze the rest of the provinces for the last
need hospitalization, nursing, and medical dollar. Ontario's position is being misrepre-
care avoid it because they cannot pay for it. sented.
Health has become a matter of public con-
cern. It is not a personal matter dependent Mr. Skey: By you.
upon the size of the individual's purse. The Mr. Croil: I know Ontario. My hon. friend
cost has to be spread across the whole coun- says, by me. Certainly I am telling the
try and medical aid should be available country what I think Ontario's position is.
according to need rather than financial posi- 1 ar in a position to speak for Ontario to the
tion. That is not true in Canada today. same extent as any hon. member over on the

I want to say something on dominion- other side, because I know it as well as they
provincial relations. It seems to me that do. It may be that sore of my hon. frîends
provincial rights should not be associated across the way have become recent converts,
with isolation, impoverishment or disregard but I say that from every aspect it was pos-
of human rights. Prosperity is divisible and sible and was necessary that an agreement
should be shared with all provinces. That should be reacbed in order that we ray have
is a provincial right and a provincial respon- these things that I talk about, not only old
sibility which should be wholeheartedly suP- age pensions and health insurance but public
ported by every Canadian in every province. investment, in order that we May bave a

I have kept silent on this question for a cushion against any possibilities that might
long time, but I feel the time has come when arise in this country.
I must speak out. I feel that Ontario has I went through the thirties, wben it was
been put in an unfavourable and ungenerous necessary to core bat-in-band asking for
light. The people of Ontario want contri- handouts in order to be in a position to look
butory old age pensions; they want health after the people who were unemployed. Now
insurance; they want hospitalization; they wben we are atterpting by public investment
want medical services, and they want them to build up a cushion, to bave something
now more than ever before, because they see ready, we find people standing in the way of
the benefits that have come from hospitaliza- it. I have been at dominion-provincial con-
tion to the people in Saskatchewan and to the ferences. I know that a conference is a
people of British Columbia. Ontario, rich in place of compromise. You cannot have your
money, rich in resources and rich in people, own way at them. You bring together people
must realize that her prosperity depends upon of different points of view, and in concert
the prosperity of the rest of Canada. It is somehow or other a solution is found. Wben
undeniable that the western and the eastern that bappens the conference is a success; but
provinces contribute to the welfare of the reading the record and listening to the hon.
central provinces. We in Ontario have the member for Carleton (Mr. Drew) in this
wealth, and we tax it, and the social services bouse, and the Minister of Justice, one finds
in the other provinces must be provided for the record reveals that the conference
by people who are poorer. That is not the foundered on the inflexible and remorseless
view of Ontario. That is the view of a polit- obstacle of the premier 0f Ontario. There
ical party in Ontario. These narrow views was no will to make tbat conference work.
are narrowly held. There was a will, but that will was to impede

After listening to the Minister of Justice pei o ntario misu to was
(Mr. Garson), when the double talk was p
washed aside, when the welter of contradic- deahng with figures and statistics, but other
tions was cleared away, when the tin soldiers pp a re o eal with uma bis
were knocked down, one thing became crystal bave to wait until the votes are counted, but
clear. It is not a question of provincial rights; the leader of the opposition will have to
it is not a question of centralization; it is not answer for that in due time.
a question of a threat to confederation, nor
is it a question of a threat to the constitution; Mr. Drew: That is the most inaccurate of
it is, you pay my price or else. That is what ail the speeches.
it has been. It is very clear now that the Mr. Rodney Adamson (York West): Mr.
proposition that Ontario wanted was not Speaker, the speech from tbe throne is some-
social security for Canada, but social security what like a blind earthworm apparently
for Ontario which would perpetually foster going in different directions without any
inferiority in the other provinces; and so definite course and witbout any definite
mischievous and so selfish was the proposi- apparent reason. But, Mr. Speaker, like the

[Mr. CroIl.]
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blind wormn the speech from the throne has
a very useful purpose. The ordinary earth-
wormi has the business of aerating the soil.
Without the earthworm the soil would grow
sour and stagnate. Similarly, the speech
from the throne gives an opportunity to al
elected members to air their problems and
their constituents' difficulties. It gives this
house an opportunity to air the problems
facing Canada today. Therefore it fulfis a
useful purpose. To cut it short, or to cut it
Up into littie bits, is akin to cutting: an earth-
wormn into littie bits. Each bit has the power
to wiggle but none has the power to do a
useful job.

The other day 1 listened to an impassioned
speech by the Prime Minister (Mr. St.
Laurent). In that speech hie accused the
leader of the opposition (Mr. Drew). He f elt
very aggrieved about something that had
been lef t out of a text. I heard the words
"'left out", "'lef t out", over and over again.
My mind went back to the time when those
words were altered from the far more sinis-
ter words "kicked out", which were recorded
and then altered on the printed pages of the
Hansard of tis house. It seemed to me,
Mr. Speaker, that anyone who was as likely
to alter the record himsel! to such a degree
would, perhaps, be like the pot calling the
kettle black in bringing up a matter of altera-
tions. Referring to the field of histrionics,
sometimes I wonder: "methinks the lady doth
protest toc, much."

There was in the speech from the throne,
Mr. Speaker, one phrase with which I wish
to deal in some detail tonight. I shail read it
to you.

So long as trading and financial conditions remain
unstable. a degree of control over foreign exehange
wtll be required.

I believe that is a fundamental fallacy.
The speech should have read, there will be
no stability of foreign trade until a free
exchange of currencies is permitted. Then,
Mr. Speaker, we might be accomplishing
something. If the governmnent had indicated
an intention of allowing the foreign exchange
control board to lapse on March 31, as it
would under the present statute, instead o!
actuaily wishing to continue it for two whole
years, then we could have looked !orward
to a free trading position based on the sound-
ness o! individual and corporation trading,
which is the only true lasting !orm. o!
international trade.

I have been interested ini the great credit
the governmnent has taken unto ltself as a
result of our export trade. I was interested
In the figure o! $3 billion worth o! export
trade last year. Unquestlonably $3 billion
la a lot of money for a country with only
twelve to thirteen million people. Let us
examine how this is made up.

The Address-Mr. Adamson
First of ail, I should like to mention the

Marshall plan. I do this in some detail
because the figures, so far as I know, have
flot been made public-at least they have
flot been given to this house. Up to the end
of 1948, the total appropriation authorized
under the Marshall plan-I shail not ca i t
the ECA because the Marshall plan is the
general name-was $4,229 million; the ocean
freight was $347 million, leaving an authorized
net of $3,881 million. I arn omitting the
hundreds of thousands although I have thein
here. 0f that amount, the total off shore
purchases amounted to $1,499 million, of
which the Canadian portion was $593 million;
that was to the end of 1948.

Since the beginning of April, 1948, when the
plan began to be operative, to the end of
January, 1949, the figures I have show that
up to the 28th o! January the total authorized
was $4,072 million; the ocean freight was $356
million. The total offshore purchases were
$1,596 million, of which the Canadian share
was $650 million, leaving Canada's percentage
of offshore purchases at approximately 40
per cent and Canada's percentage of the total
aid at 16 per cent. The United States internal
purchases came to $3,881 million, less $1,499
million, or $2,382 million.

I put those figures on the record, Mr.
Speaker, to show that our treatment under
the Marshall plan has been extremely fair. At
this moment, I wish to give every credit to
the executive of that fund for treating this
country as fairly as they have.

I should like to break down the figures in
regard to this Marshall aid a littie further
into percentages of the Canadian purchases.
These percentages are reasonably accurate,
approximately within one or two per cent.
Fifty per cent plus, that is 50 or 51 per cent
of the purchases, was for breadstuff grain;
10 per cent for other foodstuffs; 12 per cent
for wood products, including paper; 4 per
cent manufactured goods or products of
industry; 23 per cent metals in the raw and
base states and one per cent miscellaneous.
Fromn a cash point of view, $135 million was
spent in Canada for base metals in the raw
state.

Recently, Mr. Speaker, a number of comn-
modities have been declared surplus i the
United States. These commodities are as
follows: oats, cotton, tobacco, peanuts, beans,
fiaxseed, linseed oil, oùl cake, meal, and
prunes. Many other items are on the list and
they may be declared surplus within a short
time.

The United States Act which makes the
Marshall plan operative reads as follows:

When agricultural cornodlties are surplus In the
United States, they wifl be procured ini the United
States.
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It is my opinion that is an eminently fair

arrangement. Since the United States is
putting up the money for the Marshall plan,
it should decide where it is going to purchase
the commodities. The percentage of United
States purchases is therefore increasing while
the Canadian percentage of purchases is
remaining static. I put these figures on the
record, Mr. Speaker, so that when we come
to examine the export trade we shall see
how Marshall aid affects the total and in what
way.

Let us assume our export trade for the
year 1948 was, in round figures, $3 billion.
A breakdown of this into different types of
trade shows something of this nature: Sixty-
seven per cent for raw products, 7 per cent
for ships and agricultural machinery, leaving
26 per cent for secondary manufactured goods
which, exclusive of Marshall aid, leaves
our exports at $3 billion, less $600 million
or $2,400 million. Breaking this down into
dollar value, we have $1,608 million for raw
products; $168 million for ships and agricul-
tural machinery; and $624 million for manu-
factured products.

It is these manufactured products which
are so important to us at the present time.
Manufactured goods are the stable export.
I do not think I need to tell the Minister of
Agriculture (Mr. Gardiner) what the fluctua-
tions are in the prices of agricultural pro-
ducts. The other day I received a letter from
a major exporter, and I will read just two
paragraphs because I think they put the story
on the record as well as can be done. The
first paragraph reads as follows:

Now it must be quite clear to our government
that the export of agricultural produce and mined
raw materials is always subject to fluctuations and
consequently a most unstable kind of export. The
anxiety of the Canadian government at the delay in
the receipt of purchase orders for wheat, bacon,
etc., from Britain shows how unstable these agricul-
tural exports are, particularly in times when prices
for agricultural products slump and countries such
as the Argentine may be forced to throw their prod-
ucts at very low prices out to the world market in
order to obtain the sorely needed dollar exchange.

In view of the news today from the Argen-
tine, and the warning from the Bank of
Canada, that statement is significant. The
second paragraph reads:

The history of the foreign trade of such classic
exporting countries as Great Britain, Czechoslovakia,
Germany, Switzerland. shows that a stable export
business can only be created through the export of
finished products, the products of the secondary
industries, the products which bear special brands
or names and which through these brands and their
special features create and establish a definite de-
mand in foreign markets. Canadian wheat, bacon
and eggs, Canadian lumber, pulpwood, copper,
nickel, have no brand and will never establish a
stable market if price fluctuations should occur.

[Mr. Adamson.]

I think that shows how important are the
27 per cent of manufactured goods in our
export trade. These are the goods which are
finding it most difficult to obtain a market,
because they must be paid for in American
dollars. Canadian manufactured goods must
be paid for in American dollars. That is a
most extraordinary situation, and one that
puts a crimp or an obstacle in the way of
trade, which many manufacturers today are
finding it almost impossible to overcome.

Before I go on I want to mention one of
our major exports, newsprint. The figures
that were given to me this very day show
that Australia today is paying sixty-three
pounds, Australian, per ton for newsprint
whereas Canada could supply the same or
better newsprint for forty-four pounds, Aus-
tralian, per ton. Here we have newsprint,
a major export of Canada, unable to be sold
because of currency difficulties; unable to be
sold to Australia because we are not playing
with the same kind of chips. To tie the cur-
rency of this country to that of the United
States and to channel and virtually to steri-
lize our currency is, I suggest, one of the most
dangerous things that any government in any
country could do.

I also received these figures with regard to,
newsprint. Our exports in the last year
before the war came to 550,000 tons whereas
our exports this last year were 400,000 tons,
or a decrease of 150,000 tons; in our best and
most stable single export we have a reduction
of about 20 per cent from pre-war sales. I
must say that the figures came to me as a
surprise, but unless I hear otherwise I con-
sider them to be quite accurate. Here we have
a reduction in the sale of newsprint or in
the export of newsprint; and if the Australian
condition is symptomatic, the reduction can
be based almost entirely on the inability of
our purchasers abroad to find the currency
with which to purchase our newsprint.

With unemployment growing in the Pacifie
province of British Columbia, with some
25,000 people out of work in the metropolitan
Vancouver area, we shall pay a heavy price
in unemployment alone for the lack of stable,
long-term, continuing markets for paper and
for other wood products. In this connection
may I say, Mr. Speaker, that no manufacturer
in any foreign country cares where the raw
materials that go into his product corne from.
The Swiss manufacturer of electric motors
does not care whether the copper for those
electric motors comes from Canada or from
Africa. All he cares about is that he gets
his copper, and that he gets it at a price. In
the same way, the Frenchman looking for a
loaf of bread does not care whether the
four comes from our No. 1 northern hard
wheat. Even though it is perhaps a better
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flour, he does not care. All he cares about is
that he gets a loaf of bread at a reasonable
price. The raw material exports, which com-
prise 67 per cent or two-thirds of our total
exports, are today in a most vulnerable posi-
tion; and they are in that extremely vulner-
able position almost entirely because of our
currency situation with respect to the United
States dollar.

I come now to another point. We who
represent great industrial ridings have a
responsibility to our constituents. That prime
responsibility is to see that the wheels of
industry are kept going. There is no panacea
that will prevent unemployment and depres-
sion except that of a full weekly pay envelope.
No scheme of social security, no promises of
any kind under any circumstances, will take
the place of happy, productive industry and a
full pay envelope. It is a will-o'-the-wisp of
the most dangerous sort to consider that any
type of social security is in any way a sub-
stitute for industry operating at capacity.

I corne again to Canadian exports cut off
by the austerity program announced last year.
At one time-and I give this purely as an
example-we imported about $2,500,000 worth
of Mexican tomatoes. Last year we put on
an embargo against those imports; and I
understand that Mexico followed suit and
put on an embargo against certain Canadian
manufactured goods.

Then these austerity duties were to a degree
removed, but there was no quid pro quo with
regard to our trade with Mexico. Their pro-
hibitions still exist. The trade, which used
to be fairly good and fairly useful, does not
now exist. I feel that, while it is not the
policy of the government, before this austerity
program was taken off there should have
been at least exploratory talks with Mexican
authorities to see if a return in trade could
not have been arranged.

Then, there is one other thing in connection
with trade, and that is that a great deal of it
is on a long-term loan basis. From 15 to 25
per cent of our total trade is on that basis. It
would be a very sanguine man who would
expect that these loans would be paid back
in full, and with interest.

In this connection I should like to quote
briefly from the observations of Mr. C. E.
Gravel, president of the Banque Canadienne
Nationale, who makes this significant com-
ment:

At first sight the situation and prospects of Can-
ada's foreign trade appear to be satisfactory. But
if the official figures are analysed it will be found
that such progress is somewhat illusory. Besides
ignoring the rise in prices, the statistics do not
indicate that, since the end of hostilities, our exports
have been, to the extent of 15 to 25 per cent, on the
basis of long-terrn credits, the full repayment of
which remains doubtful. What have the following
years in store for us in this field?

The Address-Mr. Adamson
With those sentiments I agree entirely.
Then, one other thing: until governments

get out of the business of trying to conduet
international trade, stability will not return.
It is not the function of government by any
stretch of-I was going to say anybody's
imagination, but there are people who do-
imagine it is the function of government to.
act as a trading medium-I will say it is not
the function of government to act as traders.

Trade was built in Canada by individuals,
by firms, by these corporations which get so
much abuse. And those corporations and
individuals took the trouble to analyse the
markets in which they were selling. They
had the time and the ability to train personnel
who knew what their markets wanted.

No government, no cabinet, no group of
civil servants, no matter how expert, able and
willing, can ever take the place of the
individual who is studying the market for
himself and, if I may be permitted to point
out the one essential factor which is not
understood by the socialists, using his own
judgment and taking the risk.

Until we return to a basis whereby each
individual trader carries out his own deal
and arranges his own exchange through the
once able facilities of the chartered banks,
trade will be insecure. We shall not know
from one month's end to the next what
regulation, what government edict, or what
prohibition will be enacted. That is the
essential first step.

There is one further point I should like to
mention with regard to a quid pro quo, and
that is that we have been singularly generous
throughout the world, but particularly so to
the United Kingdom-and I believe in most
instances, extremely justifiably so. But in
the light of the difficulties we are having at the
present time in obtaining stable markets for
our raw materials in the United Kingdom,
and finding the ability to purchase over there,
it should be remembered, for instance, that
we spent $14 million to provide aircraft on
an interest-free loan for the British Overseas
Airways Corporation. That may not seem a
very great sum, but it is an example-and
a high percentage of that was American
dollars. This is $14 million for aircraft for
an air line which will compete with our own,
and it is given as an interest-free loan. It
seems to me that if I were negotiating a loan
I would have my minister of agriculture
somewhere near, and I would perhaps
say, "Let us see if we cannot sell some eggs
for this" or "Let us see if we cannot sell some
butter for this". Perhaps they did, but
apparently not.

Mr. Rowe: They are not too good at that.
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Mr. Adamson: I should like briefly to
analyse our current situation. The Minister
of Finance (Mr. Abbott) announced in the
house the other day, with a degree of satis-
faction, that our gold and United States
dollars held at the present time amounted to
$998 million.

Mr. Abbot±: That was as of December 31.

Mr. Adamson: Yes, December 31. Are they
up since then?

Mr. Abbo±t: They are not down.

Mr. Adamson: At the low point, which was
December, 1947, just a few weeks after the
austerity program was announced. the figure
was $461 million. On those figures there
would be a gain of $537 million in gold and
hard currency. On the face of it that would
seem to be satisfactory, but let us look at
what happened in another period, a somewhat
shorter period. We got Marshall aid for $600
million and we apparently-

Mr. Abboit: We did not get any Marshall
aid.

Mr. Fulton: We certainly did.

Mr. Adamson: We got Marshall aid pur-
chases.

Mr. Abboti: We got paid for $600 million
worth of goods from Marshall aid funds.

Mr. Adamson: Six hundred million dol-
lars.

Mr. Fulton: We got United States dollars.

Mr. Adamson: We got Marshall aid pur-
chases; we got dollars; we got exactly $593
million.

Mr. Fulton: The minister should stop
splitting hairs when be knows perfectly well
what it means.

Mr. Abbott: Which is more than my hon.
friend does.

Mr. Fulton: The minister is entitled to his
own upinion, but I sometimes wonder who
knows best.

Mr. Adamson: And then there was a
United States loan of $150 million. On that
basis we received $750 million in American
dollars which could not under any circum-
stances be considered as a normal trade item.

Mr. Abbot±: We loaned about $150 million.

Mr. Fulton: The minister should get up
and make a statement about it some time and
not leave us in the dark.

Mr. Adamson: That still leaves us with a
much impaired position.

Mr. Abbo±t: A pretty good position.

[Mr. Rowe.]

An hon. Member: The minister does not
like it.

Mr. Abboit: I will say he likes it.

Mr. Adamson: I do not know what the
minister did with the $150 million be had
lef t.

Mr. Abbo±t: It went to the United King-
dom and western Europe.

Mr. Adamson: You never can tell what
happens Even with the Marshall aid and
the United States loan of $750 million and
the gain of $537 million in our net hard cur-
rency and gold position we still show a
deficit in normal trade, excluding Marshall
aid, amounting to $213 million. If it had not
been for the extreme generosity of the United
States and the extraordinary contribution
made by the European economic recovery
program we would be in the hole to the
extent of $213 million in our over all hard
currency and gold nosition.

It should be remenbered that the Marshall
plan started in April. whereas the low point
in our hard currency position was reached in
December, 1947. Therefore if we were to take
a figure on an annual basis it would be far
worse.

We cannot count on Marshall aid continu-
ously. As a matter of fact, Marshall aid will
come to an end either next year or in 1951.
I am not certain of the termination date or
what will happen in Washington. Up to the
end of January we received $650 million for
ofshore purchases for the European recovery
program. To count that into our ordinary
trading position and say that it is much bet-
ter is a dangerous fallacy.

I want to take a brief look at our taxation
and deal with the question of surpluses. The
other day the minister mentioned that since
the war we had reduced our funded debt by
$900 million. That is a lot of money and per-
haps that is good. But what about the sur-
plus we had last year; what about the surplus
we had the year before? Last year the sur-
plus was approximately $600 million, and
according to the usually accurate press it will
be at least $700 million this year, possibly far
more.

Mr. Abbott: Do not bet on that.

Mr. Adamson: I would not bet. Incident-
ally, I would not make betting a habit over
there if I were the minister. Betting is one
thing that I would eschew.

Mr. Rowe: Especially on by-elections.

Mr. Adamson: Anyway we have a $900 mil-
lion retirement funded debt. Last year we
had a surplus of $600 million and this year
we shall have one of at least $700 million, or
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perhaps more. That means that in the last
two fiscal years we have had surpluses
amounting ta $1,300 million; yet we have
reduced the funded debt, according ta the
rninister's statement, by only $900 million.
What on earth happened ta the $400 million?

Mr. Rowe: Digby-Annapolis-Kings.
Mr. Adammson: They would not have spent

$400 million in Digby-Annapolls-Kings.
Notwîthstanding what the minister said,
I know hie could not have done that.
Apparently a lot of money has disappeared.
Whether there is a pronounced boom along
the south bank of the St. Lawrence in Nicolet-
Yarnaska halfway between Montreal and
Quebec I do not know, but still they could flot
get away with $400 million on one or even
two by-elections.

We have this position: We have had two
enormous surpluses and according ta the
minister's awn statement aur funded debt has
been reduced by only $900 million since the
war.

Mr. Depu±y Speaker: I mnust informi the
non. member that his time is up.

Mr. Adamsan: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, I
shaîl finish with just two sentences. To
continue controls in currency is like sllding
down a greasy inclined plane into a crocodile
pit. You hope the crocodiles will not eat
you, but as f ar as recorded history goes any-
one who has tried it has always been eaten
hy the crocodiles. That has been true from
the days of Diocletian right up ta the present
time. 1 warn the minister that the econarnic
crocodiles in the twentieth century are just
as npleasant as they were in Roman times.

Mr. H. E. Brunelle (Champlain): Mr.
Speaker, the prograrn of the governiment for
this session as enunciated in the speech from
the throne is one that will affect every
Canadian citizen once it is i operation. In
the first place, family allowances, which have
already contributed so much ta raising the
standard of living of the mass of people, will
be increased and theref are the allowances
will render stii greater service.

My constituency of Champlain alone re-
ceived during the last twelve manths the sum
of $1,145,232. That will present the leader
of the apposition (Mr. Drew> with occasion
for additional scorn for the baby bonus as a
measure of iniquity and as an instrument of
bribe, ta use bis own expressions.

On the other hand, I arn glad that the
incarne tax wiil be reduced. I hope that it
wiIl be considerably îeduced, and the sooner
the budget is brought dawn the better for ail
cancernied. A great part of the national debt
is made up of the cost of the last twa wars.
Those wars were fought, and the expendi-
tures for themn were incurred, for future
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generations as rnuch as for the present
generation, and although it is rather element-
ary, I submit that future generations should
'be called upon to pay their full share of those
expenditures.

There are vast projects in the speech fromn
the throne which will have a definite bearing
on the future welfare and development of aur
country. For example, there is the St.
Lawrence deep waterway, which will give
employaient ta thousands and thousands of
people flot oniy during the time of construc-
tion but afterwards. it will provide more
electrical power, which will mean more plants,
more manufacturing, more industries in Our
country, and in turn more wori for oui
industrial workers.

Besides the Trans-Canada highway, there
is the ail-important question of the entry of
Newfoundland as a tenth province in our
Canadian confederation. Situated as it is at
the gateway of oui country, this new province
will be of great advantage ta us. Some
people look upon such national projects frorn
the point of view of the duration of a man's
life, whereas a nation's 11f e should be con-
sidered i terms of centuries. Some will
judge the new project in ternis of dollars and
cents. Some are saying that Canada is paying
too much in this deal. I wish ta remind those
who have that view that in 1867, when the
United States purchased from Russia the vast
land of Alaska for $7,200,000, certain people
thought that the United States was paying
too much for that new land. That is less
than one hundred years ago, but I wonder
who wauld say now that the United States
paid toc, much ta acquire Alaska as a part
of their territories.

I arn glad the government is anxiaus as
always ta protect the farmers by finding new
markets for agricultural products. Farmers
are entitled ta the continuous protection of
governmnents owing ta the fact that when it
cames ta arganizing their forces they must
meet almast insurmountable difficulties on
account of the size of aur country, and the
varying geographical conditions. I regret that
the daury industry must now face the com-
petition of margarine. I wish ta remind every-
one-and there are some in my province who
do not seem ta realize it yet-that for ovet
fifty years the federal gaverrament protected
the farmers by prohibiting the sale, manu-
facture and importation of margarine. It is
only recently that aur highest court has de-
clared unconstitutional the federal law which
banned margarine from. oui country. In
declaring the federal law unconstitutional oui
highest court has followed the plea and
recommendation of Mi. Beaulieu, solicitor for
the Union Nationale government, who pre-
tended that the federal law was unconstitu-
tional, and that the regulation, manufacture
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and sale of margarine should be handled by this government is the victim of the confusion.
the provinces. Mr. Beaulieu won the case Last week the leader of the Conservative
for L'Union Nationale government, and also party (Mr. Drew) gave us a striking example
won margarine. The provinces will now of his supreme desire to keep Up that con-
have to look after the question of the regula- fusion, hoping to draw from it some political
tion, manufacture, and sale of margarine, and advantage that somebody else has already
while I hate to think it, I feel certain that drawn. For nearly two hours he trîed to
margarine is now in Canada to stay. show one aspect of his mmd in the matter of

I am glad to know that the Liberal program provincial-federal matters, and I now beg
of social security and national services is leave to show as best I can the other aspect
being rapidly carried out by our able and of the hon. gentleman. I listened attentively
aggressive Minister of National Health and to hlm and I came to the conclusion that he
Welfare (Mr. Martin). The 1948 plan for had fairly well played bis very bad part in

spening$15 milio infiv yers s bingthe first scene to which the speech from thespending $150 million ta five years is being
effectively implemented, and a sum of nearly throne gives rise. May I first say that frank-
$4 million has been granted to the province ness, dignity and self-respect will always win
of Quebec during the last four months. In the general esteem of one's fellow man. On
my city of Cap de la Madeleine there is need the other hand, to be false, to be arrogant
for a hospital. The need has been recognized amd to be mean is fatal. I do not wish it said
and this government is offering to give or thought that for one reason or another I
minimum of $1,000 per bed. Therefore, if the exaggerate when I say that the leader of this
hospital is built and has 250 rooms, this goverament, the Prime Minister (Mr. St.

govrnmnt s oferng nd s wllig t pa Laurent), enjoys the enviable reputation of
government is offering and is willing to payfair-minded
the respectable sum of $250,000. The poor and dignified. That applies to hlm in private
people of Canada will naturally profit by the
generosity of the government in making
these grants to improve the national health The leader of the opposition, in his long
of our country. speech last week, hardly touched upon any

The question of rent control is a mattertheThe uesiono! entconrolis materthrone. That was his business, and I have
which was taken over by this government nothing to say about that. He chose to speak
during the war, and has been administered for over two hours on provincial-federal rela-
by it since the war. It is a provincial matter. tions, placing great emphasis on bis respect
The government, as in all other matters, is for provincial rights and on his great con-
willing to allow the provincial governments sideration for the prerogatives of the inhabit-
to resume the exercise of their rights. ants of Quebec. I shaîl check that in a
Apparently those who form the government moment. Ia fact he laid what he considered
of my province, and the premier of my to be a safe foundation for posing later as a
province, who usually has so much to say friend and defender of the rights and preroga-
about provincial rights and autonomy, have tives of myseif and of my fellow men in
not decided yet to do anything to regain the Quebec. This is the impression he gave
control of rents, although it is a provincial everybody wben he spoke for over two hours
matter. If I had my way I would hand over last week. The leader of the C.C.F. party
rent control to that particular province, no (Mr. Coldwell) noticed it and referred to it
matter what happened. ia his speech. Again I say that was the

I take this opportunity, Mr. Speaker, to say business of the leader of the Conservative
that I have always been desirous of respect- opposition, but it is also mine and I wish to
ing the rights and prerogatives of the prov- say something about it. The trick was
inces, and I am sure that every hon. member childish and manifest, but as it took the form
is anxious to respect those rights. I said o! an offer o! sympathy it became iasulting,
"every hon. member." I hope I am right. in view of what he would naturally expect
Yet, speeches replete with hypocrisy, half- la return.
truths and plain falsehoods are being inflicted When one can find motives la a man's
upon us by those so-called autonomists and words or actions it is easy to interpret those
opportunists of the day. They persist in say- words and actions with accuracy, and I may
ing to whoever will listen to them that the say that sympathy which bas its source in
present federal government bas been and is personal interest is of rather doubtful value.
stil invading provincial rights. That is not la recent years it bas pained me to become
so. Let those who say this name one such aware o! the inner sentiments of the leader
invasion of provincial rights that has been o! the opposition with regard to the people
made since the war. Be that as it may, there o! my province. 0f late, and last week in
is real confusion in the minds of the people particular, a noticeable change was shown
as to the respective rights of this government for the better, probably as a consequence of
and of the provinces in certain matters, and some instinctive need of sympathy. I spea
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in the name of my constituency, where the
people are no different from the rest of the
province of Quebec.

In Quebec, Mr. Speaker, we are ail jealous
of our rights and prerogatives, and we are al
firmly opposed to a legislative union or to a
central form of government in this country.
1 can say that I arn just as firmly opposed to
a legislative union as the premier of Quebec
is himself, and I arn sure that everybody in
this house is just as opposed to a legislative
union as is Mr. Duplessis. When the leader
of the opposition last week expressed his own
opposition to a legislative union, or to a form
of one government only for our country, and
when he gave, as an example of the demerits
of an act of union, the Act of Union of 1840,
I wish to say that he forgot to mention the
fact that the Act of Union of 1840 was
brought about against the will of the people
of Quebec by a hostile group who wanted to
drown us, and who wanted to quickly assimi-
late us. When the leader of the opposition
said that hie was opposed to such a legislative
union I did not believe hlm because on other
occasions, when he was free to speak his
true mind, he said hie was in favour of a dif-
ferent system. In order, as he says, to make
the record clear, 1 wish to quote what he said,
and until I indicate that my quotation is
ended I shahl be quoting from the Toronto
Globe and Mail.

Mr. Sinclair: A great paper!

Mr. Gibson <Comox-Aiberni): Not accurate,
but fulsome.

Mr. Brunelle: On the lOth of November,
1936, addressing the board of trade of
Toronto, the present leader of the opposition
(Mr. Drew) said:

Canada must eliminate the costly inefflciency of
ten governments doing, in most cases, the job of
one, or else slnk in the rislng tide of fasclsm.

We must decide whether we are one nation or
nine.

As for Canada, according to the Toronto
Star, February 23, 1935:

Harassed by debts, labour troubles, and conflict in
company, insurance and labour laws, Col. Drew saw
ti one strong central goverrnent the solution In-
stead of an utterly mad jlgsaw puzzle of ten con-
fflcting governxnents.

Note this weil.
If we were starting aUl over again, sald Mr. Drew.

who would be crazy enough to set up ten govern-
inents ti Canada?

1 believe the hon. member tried to give a
different impression la the house the other
day. By the way, it seems the present leader
of the opposition resembles the late Lord
Bennett in some ways, particularly in that
he has ail his faults. He seemns to believe in
concessions to be made to us. He seems to
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believe also in the *great principle of a
French minister who once said:

La parole a été donnée à l'homme pour cacher
sa pensée.

I might translate that ia this way:
The faculty of speech has been given to man so

that he may more easlly conceal his thoughts.

May I return to the question of conces-
sions? We, in the province of Quebec, want
no privileges. Once more, I should ]ike ta
make it plain we do flot beg for concessions;
we only want the respect of our rights and
prerogatives. The word "concession" is
humiliating.

On the Plains of Abraham in 1759, when
the French army was defeated, my f ore-
fathers were not disgraced nor dishonoured.
The general of the English army, Wolf e, and
the general of the French armny, Montcalm,
both died gloriously on the battlefield. After-
wards, a treaty was signed. Those who stayed
in Canada after both armies had left became
simply Canadians, irrespective of names,
religion or language. Later difficulties came
up, but no difficulty was found insurmount-
able. There were cases of conflict, but I say
that the feelings of the descendants of those
who lost the battie of the Plains of Abraham
are crueily hurt when someone holding a
high position in our country tells them they
are only a vanquished race and should be
content with whatever concessions the victors
condescend to give. I say that if anyone is
guilty of that baseness he is marked by the
people of the province of Quebec.

In our province, Mr. Speaker, I can say
we are proud of our survival. Our feelings
are more easily hurt because we are a
minority with distinct but nonetheless
respectable characteristics. In response to
the implied, heartfelt offer of sympathy of
the leader of the Tory party in this bouse,
I simply say, "no", and 1 hope each one of
my people will answer with a resounding
"no", which will be heard in every part of
Canada. Is anyone surprised at my assertion?
If anyone is I wish to tell hlm I have just
used the very words the leader of the opposi-
tion himself used in Ontario not very long
ago whea hie was trying to stir Up the feelings
of the people of that province against the
people of the province of Quebec.

in order to keep the record straight, I
shahl give you another quotation. When the
leader of the opposition made the statement
to which I have just referred he was speaking
about family ailowances. Referring to the
Globe and Mail of August 10, 1944, I find he
is reported to have said:

But I assure you that the governent of Ontario
intends to do everything wlthin its power to make
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sure that this iniquitous bill does not go into effect. relation. lis views of Canada are not their views;
It is not this bill alone, but the whole principle in- bis ambition for more French-Canadian influence in
volved which we intend to resist. our public hfe is net their ambition. They are flnn

in the opinion that we French Canadians are a
That is a statement by Premier Drew, now source of trouble in their endeavours to make

leader of the opposition. According to the Canada an American England. There is no friend-
Toronto Star of August 10, 1944, he also said: ship or sympathy between them and us. I ma'

add, however, that a good proportion of English-
Are we going to permit the isolationist province speaking Canadians, particularly the young genera-

of Quebec to dominate the destiny of a divided tion, show us more sympathy, because they have a
Canada? I hope that each one of you will answer real sense of true Canadianism.
with a resounding "no", which will be heard in I have decided to leave ther, and I did not do so
every part of the province of Quebec. hastily. For the past few months I have been ln

consultation with people in Quebec who all ex-
Mr. Cruickshank: Is that the same man pressed the opinion that it is useless for the province

who is now leader of the opposition? of Quebec to make ani further attempts to work
hand in hand with the Conservative party. Warn

Mr. Brunelle: Yes. I do not wish to be sympathy, the main element, is lacking. You al
an easy dupe, Mr. Speaker, and I am sure remember the sien' of the man who called upon
the people of my province are of the same an acquaintance. He was first told that the man was

mi.not at homne; hie then forced the deer, but hie wasmind.received with a heap of abuse. e went a third
To substantiate my reaction against intol- time, when he was taken by the sheriff bi the scruff

erance, against arrogance, against concessions of the neck and kicked down the verandah. He then
and other humiliations which always seemI don't think that man wants to seeand the huilitios whch lwas sem.me." Take out the violence and I think you wiil
to come from the same class of people, I wish see there la something like that in the attitude of the
to call as a witness one who knew the Tories Conservative organizers toward Quebec Conserva-
well because he was one of them. I wish to tives.
quote from a speech which was made, not I had intended to end my speech here-
years ago but during the last parliament, by Mr. Hacieil: Your speech?
Mr. J. S. Roy, who then represented the con-
stituency of Gaspe. This speech was made Mr. Brunelle: That is the end of the
on the 4th of November, 1941, and until I quotation.
indicate that the quotation is ended, I am Mr. Hacketl: Yes; you mean that is the end
quoting from the 1941 Hansard, page 4058: of the quotation.

Mr. Speaker, I rise on a question of privilege in
order to make a statement with regard to my Mr. Brunelle: Apparently the hon. member
change of seat in this house. I am sure the bouse for Stanstead (Mr. Hackett) was not here
will be interested to know why I intend to follow when I used a celebrated phrase cf the hon.
hereafter an independent course in this parliament.

A political party is usually composed of men with
the same principles, and among whom there is some makîng quotations.
friendship or brotherly spirit. Mr. Hacke±t: Yes, I was here; and I

I omit a long paragraph and commence thought i highly original on the hon. rer-
about the middle of the page. ber's part.

The bonne entente between the two main elements
of the Liberal-Conservative party gradually deteri- (Translation):
orated. As time went on, French Canadian influence Mr. Brunelle: Mr. Speaker, before resuming
dwindled in the party. This was largely due to my seat, I shaîl add a few words in French. I
the demise of Sir John A. Macdonald. The Liberal
party was strongly organized, and it manoeuvred the
Conservative party into becoming an English Cana- mn this house was devoid of any animosity
dian party in which French Canadian sympathy whatever.
was forcibly thrown into the background. The
present Minister of Justice (Mr. Lapointe) cleverly Mr. Hackel±: No, it was all perfectiy
followed Sir Wilfrid's tactics, and the present Prime friendly!
Minister (Mr. Mackenzie King) is using the Min-
ister of Justice for all he is worth. Sir Robert Mr. Brunelle: I do not wish to offend any-
Borden and Mr. Meighen were never able to contrel one. If I have told truths which ight have
the element which is bent on wrecking our efforts effended sore, it must not be forgotten that
to make Canada a country in which three million they were taken from staterents made in the
French Canadians will be considered. Mr. Bennett,
now Lord Bennett, was the man who said we ought house by the Progressive Conservative leader
to be pleased with the concessions granted to us by himself or by the former member for Gaspé.
English-speaking Canadians. He went back on the The main object cf my remarks was to be
principles of the party which had put him in power,
and did more than all the Liberals put together to
shake public confidence in political conservatism. Some hon. Members: Hear! hear!

Any French-Canadian member of this house who
has mixed with the Conservative party as it now Mr. Brunelle: I wish to prevent it from
exists must realize that he is not a member of their comrntting a fatal error.
political family. He is at best a tolerated stranger, I have tried te make our young people-
accepted from necessity and looked at with a
certain degree of curiosity. In the opinion of Con- gifted, ambîtious, brilliant and truly capable
servative members he is and always will be a poor of filling the hîghest posts in the public, polit-
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ical or social spheres-realize that the fact of
being intolerant and arrogant may bar them
from the high offices they seek to attain.

Our great statesmen, Sir John A. Macdon-
ald, Sir Wilfrid Laurier and the Right Hon.
Mackenzie King, remained at the helm for so
long because they were, above ail, human,
and neyer hurt the feelings of either of our
great racial groups.

The Prime Minister of Canada (Mr. St.
Laurent), the leader whom I have the honour
to serve, follows in the footsteps of these great
men. Now 67 years of age, Mr. St. Laurent
has neyer hurt the feelings of anyone in this
country. A true Canadian, proud of his origin,
he is deeply respectful of those of others and
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frankly prepared to walk hand in hand with
ail men of good will. For these reasons, the
Canadian people from coast to coast wiil
place their trust in him.

(Text):
On motion of Mr. Weir, the debate was

adi ourned.

BUSINESS 0F THE HOUSE

Mr. Fournier (Hull): Tomorrow we shal
continue this debate.

At eleven o'clock the house adjourned,
without question put, pursuant to standing
order.


