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Inquiries of the Ministry

Mr. Fleming: Will the minister give the
house his assurance that no purchases will
be made except after tender?

Mr. Winters: I can only say it is the policy
of the corporation to call for tenders wherever
that procedure is practicable.

LABOUR CONDITIONS

WAITING PERIOD WITH RESPECT TO UNEMPLOY-
MENT INSURANCE

On the orders of the day:
Mr. Rodney Young (Vancouver Centre): Is

the government taking steps to reduce the
nine-day waiting period now required be-
tween the time of application for unemploy-
ment insurance and its actual payment?

Hon. Humphrey Mitchell (Minister of
Labour): The government has received no
recommendation in this regard from the un-
employment insurance advisory committee or
the unemployment insurance commission
itself. I have been informed, however, that
the unemployment insurance commission is
at present considering the matter. I should
point out to my hon. friend that the nine-day
waiting period is statutory; it is in the basic
law, and it is necessary to give some con-
sideration to the actuarial basis of the fund
before any change is made.

Mr. Fraser: The Minister of Labour refers
to a waiting period in regard to unemploy-
ment insurance, and says he had not received
any recommendation in this regard from the
unemployment insurance office. Has he re-
ceived any request from municipalities
throughout the country?

Mr. Mitchell: The ministers received many
requests about many subjects. I should like
to point out to the hon. member and to the
people who have written him that the un-
employment insurance advisory committee is
responsible for protecting the contributions
made by both parties to the scheme.
In effect this is a trust fund. It is the easiest
thing in the world to pass resolutions-
"Therefore be it resolved that we move the
earth"-but let somebody else do the moving.

Mr. Fraser: Responsible persons have
written to the minister, as have many
municipalities.

CLOSING OF GOVERNMENT-OPERATED FACTORIES
IN SASKATCHEwAN

On the orders of the day:
Mr. Julian H. Ferguson (Simcoe North):

Is the Minister of Labour aware that the
premier of Alberta is about to close some
government-operated factories, and that he
may have to take care of a large number of
people who will be on relief in Saskatchewan?

[Mr. Winters.]

Hon. Humphrey Mitchell (Minister of
Labour): I think I should correct the hon.
member's statement. This is being done in
Saskatchewan, not Alberta.

SPEECH FROM THE THRONE

CONTINUATION OF DEBATE ON ADDRESS IN REPLY

The house resumed from Wednesday, Feb-
ruary 23, 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 amend-
ment to the amendment of Mr. Coldwell.

Mr. J. H. Matthews (Kootenay East): In
rising to participate in the debate on the
address in reply to the speech from the throne,
I should like to express a few of my personal
convictions.

First, I should like to convey my con-
gratulations to both the mover (Mr. Brown)
and the seconder (Mr. Demers) of the address
in reply to the speech from the throne. In
previous sessions of parliament I have heard
the speech from the throne described as
innocuous, something devoid of real meaning
and significance. No one reading this particu-
lar speech from the throne could truthfully
refer to it as innocuous. Unquestionably it
deals with matters of great importance to the
people of Canada. His Excellency the Gov-
ernor General stated correctly that the first
concern of a government is to ensure the
peace and security of its people. Certainly
no right-thinking person could challenge that
statement.

When we come to devise methods of ensur-
ing peace and security, however, divergent
views arise. Whatever methods are employed
to secure the desired result, they will be
cenditioned by the state of the world which
calls them forth.

In this present session of parliament we
are to declare our stand on the north Atlantic
pact. I for one give to the north Atlantic
pact my wholehearted support. In a speech
delivered by the hon. member for Peace
River (Mr. Low), and reported in Hansard
of Monday, January 31, at page 96, I notice
a reference to the fact that his group
supports the north Atlantic pact. This 'is
evidence of their good judgment. The hon.
member goes on to say, however, that the
proposal to set up this north Atlantic pact
indicates a loss of faith in the United Nations
assembly and the security council. With that
opinion I certainly do not agree. I believe
that for the f ew years we have had a United
Nations organization, it has more than justi-
fied its existence. Certainly it has not come
up to our expectations, but in point of fact,
Mr. Speaker, our realizations rarely ever do
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corne up to our expectations. In the main I
believe the actions o! that organization have
been motivated by good will. I believe also
that trne will enable us to view the work of
the United Nations in a truer perspective
than is possible today.

No doubt there are some who look upon
this north Atlantic pact as designed to pro-
voke war. Frankly I do not see it i that
light at ail. My mind goes back, sir, to those
memorable years that gave rise to Hitler and
the nazi regime. We saw the war clouds
gathering; we heard the muttering of the
storni in the distance, yet we f elt helpless to
prevent the war. The fear of war was raised
in many hearts, but we could not and did
not act, other than to foilow a policy o!
appeasement that did not appease. As we
know all too well, a devastating war broke
upon the world, and for six long years we
fought for our very existence, until victory
crowned our anms. Once again we see the
war clouds gathering. Nations, our own
included, are rearming as quickly as pos-
sible. What are we to do? Are we to stand
helplessly aside, petnified by fear, or shal
we do sornething before it is too late? The
setting up o! this north Atlantic pact is, to
rny mind, the effort of peace-loving nations.
It is the combining of their strength to main-
tain peace in a world that is weary of war.

Since leaving my constituency ta attend
this session o! parliament I have been dis-
turbed by reports in the press that the
Canadian Pacific Railway Comnpany has
decided to convert many locomotives !rom
coal to oul burners, especially locomotives
operating through the Crowsnest pass and on
the Calgary to Edmonton rua. There can be
no doubt that the recent discovery o! new
and extensive oil reserves in Alberta has had
something ta do with this decision. Coal has
steadily increased in price, along with other
commodities, both ta smail and to large con-
sumers. It has been said, and it will be said
again, that the steadily icreasing wage
scales applicable to our miners have braught
about this unfortunate situation. In other
words the blame is being laid at the door o!
the coal miners of Alberta and British Columi-
bia. It is true that wages have been increased
in order to avoid work stoppages, but those
wage demands have been made necessary by
the steady increase in the cost o! living; and
a large part o! the responsibility for the
increase in the cost o! living rests upon this
governiment because of its mistaken policies.
Had. price controls been retained, these infla-
tionary tendencies could have been curbed.
It is easy ta blaine the coal miners for mak-
ing legitimate wage demands. To any per-
son who is indlined to do that, I would say
this: you had better be prepared to take off
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your coat and show a wilflngness to go down
into the coal mines and work as these men
do, under the sanie conditions, facing death
every hour in many forms.

I have spoken before in this house of the
need for ample meals for men engaged in a
heavy industry such as coal mining, and I do
flot intend to repeat those remarks today,
except to say this. The housewives who pre-
pare meals today fully realize the difference
between meals of the sandwich variety and
those which include vegetables, butter, eggs,
bacon, cheese, and so on. Such meals cost
real money, let no one make any mistake
about it.

No doubt there are many who wiil defend
the Canadian Pacific Railway Company's
decision to convert their engines frorn coal
to ail burners, but let us look at the picture.
They have secured a twenty-one per cent
increase i freight rates. They have increased
the price of ail meals in their dining cars
and of ail berths i their sleeping cars. What,
then, is the purpose of these increases? -Is it
to show a favourable balance sheet at the
end af the year? Is it in order that they may
pay higher dividends to their shareholders?
If so, I want to say that such a result will
be dearly bought if it is to be at the cost of
a long-established industry, and if it threatens
the security af the men, women and children
to whom this industry means so rnuch. Boards
af trade in Alberta and British Columbia are
vigorously protesting this action on the part
of the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company,
but the company has declared its unalterable
determination to proceed according to plan.
I want to tell the governent that this is flot
the, last they wrnl hear o! this particular
matter.

It is only a little better than a year ago
that a royal commission on coal presented
its report to the government. At that tume a
nation-wide survey was made looking to the
stabilizing o! the coal industry. In view o!
these more recent developments there wil
soon be no coal industry to stabilize; for I
believe that what is now taking place through
this action of the Canadian Pacific Railway
Company is the beginning of the end o! our
coal mining industry.

Before I leave the question o! coal and
coal miners, I wish to voice a grievance which
to many of our coal miners is a source o!
much Irritation. During the year 1947 many
of our coal miners, particularly in the Fernie
and Michel areas, worked steadily and quai-
fied themselves for two weeks' holidays with
pay in 1948, according to, the ternis o! their
working agreement. The house will remem-
ber, however, that last spring we suiffered
disastrous floods in many parts of British
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Columbia. The Kootenays and the Crowsnest The resuit of that tax was responsible for a
pass areas were terribly unfortunate in this twenty-five per cent drop in employment in
respect. Owing to the damage to railway the soft drink industry in that state. Our
bridges, traffic on the railways was suspended, Canadian tax has had a similar effect in this
with the result that for three weeks our coal country.
mines were idle. When the miners applied The 1941 census figures list 61,266 retai
for unemployment insurance benefits for that stores whose business includes soit drink mer-
period, it was refused to those who had holi- chandising. These 61,266 retaflers hep to dis-
days with pay coming to them. On the other tribute to Canadians the profits of the soit
hand, men who had not laboured so diligently drink industry. Let us not forget that a large
as to qualify for holidays with pay, men who part of their tax-paying ability depends
had not hesitated to be absentees, received directly on the revenue from the sale of soit
unemployment insurance payments for the drinks. There can be no question in any per-
whole period during which the mines were son's mmd that soft drinks are sociaily desir-
idle. It would seem that in the unemploy- able. They do supply refreshment which the
ment insurance regulations there are still public demands. These soft drink taxes were
some kinks which need to be ironed out. first imposed as a wartime emergency system

I now want to refer to a situation which of taxation. It is high time they were
exists at Field in British Columbia, a town removed.
the Yoho national park. Field is a railway div- Speaking of income tax reductions, I wish
isional point. It is here that the time changes to point out to the government that in every
from Pacific time to mountain and vice versa. part of Canada there is a group of people
Field is built on a mountainside sloping down ho are not helped by income tax reductions.
to the Kicking Horse river. It has no sewage- ohd people to whom I ar referring are the
disposal system. Each home has its own septic oln al ser ances. hese leopie
tank. Many of these have served for so manyo oilsriealwne.Teepoltan. Mny f tesehae srve fo somay have taken a terrific beating during the years
years that they overflow, to the annoyance of infiated prices. I ask the government to
of those who live on the lower levels. This think very seriously about these people and
situation constitutes a threat to the health and their predicament and to give them a break.
well-being of all the people in that particular The government has condoned rising prices.
community. To make matters worse, there is It has tried to win the good will f business
a real need of an effective water supply. generaiiy. Now it had better reverse the
Much of the water for household purposes is trend or be prepared to pay the price, which
taken from the Kicking Horse river, which wiii be an electoral defeat. Already the
in more recent years has been polluted by the handwriting is on the wail for ail to see.
tailings from the base metals mine located Last year this group, the C.C.F., took three
farther up the river. The Minister of Mines federal by-elections in a row. This year the
and Resources (Mr. MacKinnon), on whose Progressive Conservative party have accom-
department rests responsibility for the care of plished the same feat. It would seem that
our national parks, would earn the deep grati- a flood tide is setting in, both for the C.C.F.
tude of the people of Field if appropriate and for the Progressive Conservative party.
action could be taken with respect to these That can only mean that it wili be an ebb
matters. tide so far as the Liberal party is concerned.

We understand that the Minister of Finance In part the speech from the throne says:
(Mr. Abbott) is now preparing a budget for A measure for assistance in the provision of a
the fiscal year 1949-50. For two years in transcontinental hlghway will also be laid before
succession-at least this will be so when this you.
forthcoming budget is brought down-he will When people across the dominion read that
be reporting to the house staggering surpluses. sentence, some will be tempted to say, "At
Consequently nearly everyone is demanding long last, thank goodness." But those who
tax reductions, and I join in that demand. better understand the workings of depart-
I want particularly to suggest the dropping mental red tape will merely smile and
of the two cent tax on soft drinks, and the continue to wait and see. There is no greater
return of the five «cent chocolate bar. The domestic need in Canada than a trans-Canada
government prides itself on its adherence to highway linking east and west. Such a high-
the principle of free enterprise, but certainly way will do more to create national unity
these taxes on the soft drink industry have than reams of paper or countiess speeches
had the result of almost putting some of these could ever do.
people out of business. It has a strong bear- At the close of the session last summer
ing as well on the question of employment. I motored from Ottawa to my home in British
In June 1947 a tax was put on soft drinks in Columbia. I certainly would have rejoiced
the state of Pennsylvania in the United States. if there had been an ail-Canadian highway

[Mr. Matthews (Kootenay East)hr
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that I could have used. But because we
have flot an ail-Canadian highwny I crossed
into the United States at Snult Ste. Marie
and enjoyed the excellent pnved ronds
pravided through the states ai Michigan,
Wisconsin and Minnesota, returning ta Canada
vin Winnipeg and proceeding thence west.
A trans-Canada highway, paved throughout
and built ta standard wldth, would not anly
keep n hast af Canadian motorists i Canada,
but wauld help ta bring tens af thousands af
United States matarists inta the country, al
of whom spend their money freely for food,
fuel and shelter.

The people af British Columbia have three
highways leading into Alberta; the northern
route fram Edmonton, sametimes spaken af
ns the Yellowhend route; the central route
through Banff and Calgary, and the sauthern
all-year route through the Crowsnest pass.
There is no need for new construction on
the southern route; it is necessary only ta
widen it ta standard width. The British
Columbia gaverninent has practicnlly com-
pleted what is called the Hope-Princeton cut-
off. As n matter af fact, I understand that
it is ta be apened this year. They have alsa
spent over $1 million on the sauthern route
between Creston and Crowsnest, thus con-
necting up with n splendid new highwny on
which the Alberta gavernment spent many
hundreds of thousnnds af dollars in 1948. This
sauthern hlghway passes through a highly
lndustrialized area, and therefare is of grenter
value froni a commercial point af view. Last
but certainly nat least, it passes thraugh whnt
is cansidered ta be the mast scenic portion
ai the mountains. It is without question the
most rendily accessible Canadian east-west
highway for United States tourists and busi-
nessmen. With the necessary improvernents
made and maintained on the sauthern high-
way, no Canadian motorists should ever again
have ta go into the United States in order
ta travel from coast ta coast.

Many areas in British Columbia would
be benefited by an extension ai the Prairie
Fnrm Rehabilitation Act. I should like ta
refer pnrticularly ta arens in the Columbia
valley which are crying out for wnter for
irrigation purposes. It is not possible for
the residents in these areas ta provide irriga-
tion fadilities for themselves. They need
gavernment nid. The district ai Wilmer in
my constituency is a case in point. Here we
have an area that once enjoyed irrigation
through n private campany. It is now suifer-
ing for want af an adequnte water supply.
The private campnny has gone out af busi-
ness. Flumnes have broken down and dis-
appeared, and once fertile acres are naw
revertlng ta brush. Here, then, is an aren
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which should be served through the Prairie
Farm Rehabilitation Act. I ar n ot yet in
possession of ail the details that may be
required, but when I get them I intend to
take the matter up further with the Depart-
ment of Agriculture.

Now, sir, I wish ta call the attention of
the Minister of Public Works-I arn glad
ta see that he is in his seat this afternoon-
to the ever-present menace af Ripple rock an
the north Pacific coast, and the need for Its
remaval. I know it has been a hendache,
and it will continue ta be a headache until
it is deait with. In this cannection I shouid
like ta refer ta an article which appeared I
SatuTdal, Night af February 18, 1948, entitled
"Radar and whistle-listen on bnckstairs ta
Alaska", by Mari orie Freeman Campbell.
The article rends:

In the event of a third global war, British Colum-
bia's famous Inside passage wlll take on an import-
ance it did not possesa in elther world wars I or Il.
For whether war cornes ta Canada by air, which
military strategists consider the most llkely method,
or by water, its direction will undoubtedly render
land bases in Alaska and the Aleutians a prime
necessity. To help service these bases. freight wilI
again move ini wartime volume Up the protected
imer channel. Naval vessels will thread its maze
of waterways.

Under these ciicumstances it is of interest ta
Canadians to understand the channel, the methods
of navigation peculiar to It, its difficulties and
dangers, foremost of which Is the ill-famed Ripple
rock, described In the Pacific Marine Review as "the
nlghtmare of the north Pacifiec sea lane."

Representative of the many hazards of the passage
is Ripple rock, a twin-headed shoal lying i Seymour
narrows, in the region between Vancouver island
and the mainland.

Since as long as Ripple rock remains in the
narrows no capital ship of the navy can use the
Inside passage. its removal was determined upon by
the federal goverrament as a war measure.

Although the government of the Ulnited States
offered fis services, the Canadian goverament con-
sidered the shoal a Canadian responsibility. Con-
sequently two attempts, costing in the neighbour-
hood of one million dollars, were made, bath
abortive, the fIrst attacking the rock from a drilling
barge anchored by steel cables attached to same
550 tons of concrete. the second from, a barge sup-
ported by overhead cable. That Ripple rock la
partly exposed for only forty-five minutes at exc-
treme 10w tide explains part of the difficulties met.

Over the years many millions of dollars of shlp-
ping and countless lives have fallen prey ta, the rock
-even in 1944 the Canadian government's own
hydrographic survey ship. equipped with a wealth
of delicate instruments. and dedicated ta locating
danger spots for shipping.

"He who holda Alaska," said the late General
William Mitchell, "holds the world."

I wnnt ta repent those words for the bene-
fit of the rninister:

*'He who holds Alaska," said the late General
William Mitchell, "holds the world."

Now, in time of peace, would it nat seem gaod
policy ta eliminate the nightmare of the Alaska qea
lane?

1 amn sure that the minister has nat for-
gotten Ripple rock, or the vast sums af money
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that have been spent in trying to remove it.
It would be foolish of me to presume to tell
the minister how to remove it, but in view
of the menace of war which now confronts
the world I submit he would do well to secure
immediately the best engineering advice
available in the United States or any other
country in the world.

The article which I have just quoted men-
tions the fact that the government of the
United States offered its services some years
ago, but they were declined. The United
States is deeply interested in the removal of
Ripple rock, because the inner channel is
used by their shipping as much as, if not
more than, ours. In the event of another war
their interest would be intensified. Would it
not be wisdom and good policy on our part
to hand over this problem to the United
States to see what they can do with it? We
have tried our best, and have failed. I sug-
gest to the minister that it is possible that
the United States may be able to adopt other
methods and succeed. One thing is certain-
Ripple rock must go.

Mr. Rene N. Jutras (Provencher): Mr.
Speaker, I wish first of all to associate myself
with those hon. members who have con-
gratulated the bon. member for Essex West
(Mr. Brown) upon the manner in whicb he
moved the address in reply to the speech from
the throne. He proved that he was fully
conscious of the responsibilities that were
bestowed upon him and he carried out
those responsibilities in the best manner
possible.

(Translation):
At the same time, I wish to congratulate

the bon. member for Laval-Two Mountains
(Mr. Demers). Although he was making his
maiden speech in the house, and sitting here
for the first time, be was, from the very
start, a credit to his own people, to his
constituents, to his party and to this chamber.

I also take this opportunity of congratu-
lating the Prime Minister (Mr. St. Laurent) on
his acceptance of the honourable but no less
exacting responsibility of guiding a state bub-
bling over with activity and extending to new
lands, of leading the greatest political party
in this country, and of succeeding the two
most eminent political leaders in all our his-
tory. I commend him for the high-minded-
ness, determination and warm sincerity he
evinced in taking on these duties.

(Text):

I wish now to offer my congratulations to
the leader of the opposition (Mr. Drew). He
has begun his duties as leader of the opposi-
tion with great vigour and has succeeded in
raising the morale of the official opposition.

[Mr. Matthews (Kootenay East).]

I cannot in the time at my disposal extend
my congratulations to all the newcomers to
this house, but I should like to say one further
word to our Minister of Justice (Mr. Garson).
He bas already made a great contribution to
the debates in this house. His coming here
was a great loss to the provincial government
of Manitoba, but by the same token his
coming here has been our gain.

I should like to turn briefly to our diplo-
matic representation throughout the world.
I was struck by the story contained in the
annual report for 1948 of the Department of
External Affairs. This report shows the
growth of Canada among the nations of the
world, and more particularly does our diplo-
matic representation throughout the world
bring out that fact.

We are told in the annual report that
Canada now has twenty-nine diplomatie
missions abroad, eleven consular offices, four
special missions, and diplomatie missions
consisting of fourteen embassies, eight lega-
tians and seven high commissioners' offices.
Fifty-one countries maintain missions in
Canada, which reveals that the other nations
of the world recognize the importance of
this country and its maturity. The report
goes on to state that seven new Canadian
posts were established in 1948. There were
established a legation in Belgrade; permanent
representation to the united nations at New
York and Geneva; a consulate general at San
Francisco; consulates at Detroit and Boston
in the United States, and at Frankfurt in
Germany. During the year the legation at
Rome was raised to the status of an embassy.
Of course we cannot expect to see as much
expansion in future years. I should like to
add my voice, however, to those who have
already requested the government to send
a representative to Vatican City. As you
know, the matter bas been raised throughout
the length and breadth of the nation in the
last few months. Most, if not all, of the
leading newspapers of the country have
commented very favourably on such a move.

At this moment there is in Canada a repre-
sentative of the Holy See. Most of the
members must have seen the residence of
the apostolic delegate on the Driveway, but
I am sure that quite a few of them do not
understand the function of such a representa-
tive. The office of apostolic delegate bas
been in existence for nearly fifty years.
Although it is in all senses of the word a
permanent mission to Canada, nevertheless
it is a purely religious one. The apostolie
delegate acts in the name of the Pope
in relation to the episcopates of the country.
That is his only function. If we were to send
an ambassador ta the Vatican, however, the
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office of the apostolic delegate wauld then be
raised ta the status of a nunciature. Then he
would have a twafald mission, the same mis-
sion that he has naw, ta be the representative
of the Pape ta the episcapates of the
country, and secandly, a diplomatie mission
ta the government, the primary purpose of
which would be ta imprave relations between
the state and the church.

To thase wha might see in this situation
an occasion for the church ta encroach upon
the rights of the state, let me say that they
need nat have any fear. History proves that
the church knaws her place. It would be
against her traditions and against her interests
ta do so. If one needs ta be convinced he
has anly ta loak at China, one of the most
pagan countries of the world. China has
exchanged representatives with the Vatican
for a great many years. The same thing
applies ta Japan. Surely no countries could
be found with views mare divergent from
those of the Vatican. Yet there has neyer
been an instance of encraachment either way.
Therefore the real advantages ta the church,
in having such a diplamatic exchange with
this country, would be very small indeed
compared with the advantages that Canada
would derive, because I am sure that most
members wiil agree with me that, particularly
at this time, the church is the strangest ram-
part against cammunism. It is the one force
that wiil neyer surrender under any circum-
stances. That is why the church is sa ruth-
lessly and relentlessly attacked in ail countries
where Russia, if she is nat the dominating
factor, at least has great influence.

Taday, when s0 many countries are con-
flned behind the iran curtain, the Vatican
affers a special vantage point ta survey that
particular problem, and ail other problems of
the worîd. Again, if one is loaking for an
example, during the war Hitler, even when
he was persecuting the church, maintained a
diplomatic representative at that vantage
point in arder ta have better knawledge of
the situation. I think it is common knowledge
that the diplamats of the Holy See have
always enjoyed the highest prestige of any
diplomatic representatives. Above ail, in my
opinion, the diplamats of the Holy See epita-
mize the Christian spirit. On that basis alane,
does one need ta say anything more? I hope
that in the near future we wrnl take aur place
at this highly cultural, highly inteilectual,
and highly strategic centre.

I should Uike ta deal mare particularly with
export trade. I do not claim ta be an expert
on export trade, but 1 do claim the ability ta
read the English language. At the present
time there is no doubt that our export trade
is very good. There are signs, however, that
point ta certain dangers at this very moment.
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If one analyses Canada's export; trade for the
last year, one finds that hall of aur export
trade has been paid for by loans from Canada,
and ERP authorizations. Therefore what that
means is that, if those two factors are
removed, our export trade will drop by at
least 50 per cent. When you couple that fact
with last winter's annauncement that our best
buyer of wheat did nat have any maney ta
pay for it, it raises a very definite challenge,
a challenge similar ta the ane that was placed
before Canada and the United States after
the first great war. It is nat merely a chal-
lenge ta the farmers; it is a challenge ta the
whale nation, because surely nobady will pro-
pound the thesis now that there can be pros-
perity in Canada with no export market for
agricultural praducts. If that part of aur
ecanamy draps, then the rest af the ecanomy
af the country wlll f oilow in the wake af it.
Therefare I say it raises a definite challenge
similar ta the ane that was raised after the
last war.

Yau remember haw we came aut af the war
with very large productian i Canada, and
aur buyers in Europe practicaily ail broke,
and with no facilities ta pay for aur gaads.
It was at that tiine that the Liberal gavern-
ment went ta the peaple. At that very time
it made arrangements and it had made
arrangements before, ta take care of the
challenge. We know today that the Liberal
gaverniment met the challenge very success-
fully. The officiai appositian af that day had
nothing ta affer. They even tried ta ridicule
the promises made by the gavernment that
they wauld maintain prasperity in the coun-
try. They were sa sure of themselves that
they just sat back camplacently, expecting
that their hapes wauld materialize, and that
there would be no prosperity in the cauntry.
The same thing could be said of aur friends
of the C.C.F. During that time they put on
a frantic act ta try and stampede the western
people especially into taking caver under
their pratecting wing.

Mr. Wright: What periad are yau speaking
of?

Mr. Jutras: I am speaking of the period
after the last war, when this gavernment went
ta the people. That was exactly the position
your party took at that time. You went
throughout the country saying the government
had no way of contraling these matters; and
you pointed also ta this great, black, rolling
cboud of depression that was coming and was
gaing ta burst upon this nation, say]ng the
gavernment was absolutely helpless ta do
anything about it. Taday yaur party is sing-
ing quite a different tune. They say there
were no clouds at ail, that ail was weil; but
that was nat the story you put out at that
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time. It was under those circumstances that
the United Kingdom wheat agreement was
signed. At that time, after the last war, there
was quite a feeling of dread and anxiety
among farmers throughout the three prairie
provinces, and quite a bit of uncertainty as to
the future.

Mr. Wright: Is there not today?

Mr. Jutras: I think the hon. member will
agree that at that time the farmers were not
ready to return to the previous method of
marketing. They demanded stability and
security. It is one thing not to get the highest
price. It is another thing to operate at a loss;
to see our farms mortgaged one after the
other; to see our children clothed by charity;
to see our schools closed; to see our govern-
nents staggering under a huge load of public

debt and the municipalities with taxes unpaid
to the point where they are absolutely
stymied. That is an entirely different story.
In the last few years we have heard a great
deal in this house about losses, but the great
propagandists of those losses have been very
careful to pick out a few years which suit
their own purposes. They did not go over the
whole record. We heard nothing about the
time the farmers were actually operating at
a loss.

I think it should be pointed out particularly
at this time that this nation owes a great deal
to the farmers of Canada. All through the
depression the farmers not only did not get
the highest price or even a decent price; they
operated at a loss. But they fed this Canadian
nation without flinching. They mortgaged
their farms; they even mortgaged their prov-
inces, in the case of the west. The farmers
did not go on strike but kept on feeding this
country at a loss all during the depression
years. If one were to try to compute the debt
this nation owes the farmers my hon. friend
from Souris (Mr. Ross) would not be even
close with the figures he obtained from the
Winnipeg grain exchange. These are the
losses the farmers do not want to have to
bear again. If one were to take only the drop
In national revenue in 1934, that alone would
be sufficient to pay off the total bonded
Indebtedness of the three prairie provinces
and the total bonded indebtedness of all the
municipalities in those provinces, and leave
over enough money to finance those three pro-
vincial governments for practically twenty
years. That will give an idea of the con-
tribution the farmers have made to this
country.

I am making this statement now for one
purpose only; that is, to plead with the other
classes of society in other parts of this
country that if the day ever comes when they

[Mr. Jutras.]

are called upon to recognize that debt of
gratitude, they will not hesitate to do so and
by doing so help the farmers to help them-
selves; for I am quite sure no one would
attempt to argue that we can have a pros-
perous country when such a large and impor-
tant class of society as our farming class are
heavily in debt and incapable of doing any-
thing for themselves.

It was under those circumstances,
Mr. Speaker, that the wheat agreement was
signed. It is little wonder that the farmers
as a whole held that a bird in the hand was
worth two in the bush. Thus came the
demand for a long-tern agreement. What
was the stand of the official opposition on
that point? The hon. member for Neepawa
(Mr. Bracken), then leader of the Progressive
Conservative party, is a good farmer. For
over twenty years he was premier of Mani-
toba, and during that time he was recognized
in the political field as the spokesman for
the farmers of western Canada. He knew
the score on that question when it came up,
and he stated the position of the Progressive
Conservative party. There can be no mistake
about it. It was exactly the position taken
by the farmers; that in choosing between two
evils they would choose the lesser and accept
a long-term agreement. Now our friends of
the official opposition would like to have us
and the farmers believe that they never
had anything to do with the United Kingdom
agreement and never supported it. The leader
gave the stand of that party, and not one
member from the western provinces had the
guts to stand up and vote against it. That
is the position of the official opposition on
the .wheat agreement.

Mr. Ross (Souris): If the hon. member
would permit a question, would he state when
the vote on the agreement as such took
place? Would he give the reference in
Hansard to any vote on the agreement as
such?

Mr. Jutras: I am very glad the hon. member
has asked that question. It shows clearly that
he is trying to jump on the fence. I went to
a great deal of trouble-and believe me
L took a great deal of punishment-reading
all the speeches made by the hon. member for
Souris during that session, and he did not
say a single word that would show his oppo-
sition to the United Kingdom wheat agree-
ment. That was where the hon. member
stood.

Mr. Ross (Souris): The hon. member cannot
quote one word I ever said in favour of it
in this House of Commons.

Mr. Juiras: Not in the session of 1946.

Mr. Ross (Souris): Nor any other session.



FEBRUARY 24. 1945

Mr. Jutras: You kept very quiet. You
neyer said anything against it. But your
chief said he was in favour of it, and that
puts you very definitely behind it. That is
the stand that was taken at that time.

Mr. Ross (Souris): I know the hon. member
wants to be f air. I have referred to that
agreement at every session fromn 1946 on, and
he cannot quote a word I ever said in f avour
of the agreement as such.

Mr. Juf ras: 1 will agree whoieheartedly
that I cannot quote a word by the hon.
member, because there are no such words.
That is exactiy what I was sgying.

Mr. Ross <Souris): There was a speech at
every session.

Mr. Juiras: Then I wiil answer in another
way. There are members of the Progressive
Conservative party who would neyer admit
that they supported the wheat agreement, and
they can show it on the record.

Mr. Graydon: Did the Free Press?

Mr. Jutras- I arn coming to the Free Press,
and I arn sure you wili find it most interesting.
These hon, gentlemen did not vote for the
wheat agreement. The other day one of them
pointed to bis vote, to show,. that he voted
against it. The name of the hon. member for
Souris (Mr. Ross) was not there. Again I
say they have been chased out of two pas-
tures, s0 they are climbing on the fence.

Mr. Ross <Souris): You have not read
Hansard very carefully.

Mr. Graydon: You have not read the Win-
nipeg Free Press, either.

Mr. Jutras: I arn coming to the Free Press.
After the agreement has been signed and put
into operation, the official opposition would
like to jump on the grain exchange band
wagon. It is a bit late for that.

Since the hon. member for Peel (Mr.
Graydon) is so anxious to hear what the Free
Press bas to say, I shail read part of an
editorial, which appeared in that paper. The
recent stand of the officiai opposition is not
limited to tis house, but has also been
taken in the other place by their officiai
leader. It has been said they were agai.nst
the agreements at the timne they were dis-
cussed in the house, but they cannot point to
anything in the officiai record to substantiate
that statemnent. I shail quote from an editorial
which appeared in the Winnipeg Free Press
on. February 8, 1949, entitled "Empty
Criticisms"

The trouble with Mr. Halg's argument is that it
Is a reversai of Conservative policy.

The timne for Mr. Haig's party to have denounced
the agreement was at the beginning when aomething
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might have been done to modif y it. Surely, no
credit can be gained by denounclng a contract; two
and a hall years too late.

If it so chooses, the Conservative party can swal-
low itself today. But it cannot gain credit now by
denouncing a bargain which it approved.

For the information of the hon. member for
Peel that is what the Winnipeg Free Press
has to say.

The officiai opposition would like the grain
exchange and the rest of us to believe they
are the great friends of the grain exchange.
At the same time they try to make people
believe they are also the friends of the wheat
board. On the one hand they would like te
leave the impression that they are the friends
of the grain exchange and, on the other, that
they are the friends of the wheat board. This
position inevitably leads to double talk. At
the moment, I arn not directing my remarks
to any particular member. This is the policy
of the officiai opposition at the present time.
I do not believe it is the policy of every mem-
ber of that party, but it is the officiai platform
of the Progressive Conservative party. Sureiy,
there is no better way of indicating this than
by pointing to the resolutions passed at the
convention of the Progressive Conservative
party. Some of this double talk originated at
that convention.

I shall quote from an article appearing in
the Winnipeg Free Press written by a reporter
of unquestionabie reputation. He was present
at that convention, and therefore knew what
was happening.

Mr. Graydon: Is that the double talk refer-
red to in the writings of the hon. member for
Quebec South (Mr. Power)?

Mr. Juiras: You wili soon find out by whom
it was written; you will recognize it. I do
not suppose the hon. member for Peel knows
anythjng about the stand of his own party
on wheat, but he will in a few minutes. This
is a report of the proceedings of the conven-
tion, so 1 arn sure the member for Peel wifl
recognize it. I arn quoting from an editorial
which appeared in the Winnipeg Free Press
on October 5, 1948:

The Progressive Conservative convention's vote on
Saturday to restore the 1935 wheat board on a volun-
tary basis and also to guarantee producers the right
to market grain "by any other means," whlle refus-
ing to say specifically that means wheat trading on
the Winnipeg Grain Exchange, touched a new high
in political sleight-of-hand.

Speaker after speaker declared frankly that the
resolution as it atood, and no mistake, means wheat
trading on the Winnipeg exchange. But with equal
frankness, they deeided to accept an amendment by
John McDowell, Winnipeg, changlng the words
"by any other means" to read 'through the open
market."

Under the grave warnings of M. A. MacPherson,
Regina, and Col. J. A. Ross, Souris. that even to
mention wheat trading "through the open market"
(meaning the Winnipeg Grain Exchange) would be
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dangerous to the party-"dynamite on the prairies"
said Mr. MacPherson-the amendment was shot
down the sink. Along with it went what many
delegates thought was a very sensible addition by
G. S. Thorvaldson, Winnipeg, that with an open
market, there should be a supervisor to eliminate
Irresponsible and unwarranted speculation.

From another part of the same editorial, I

quote the following:
But what the committee was anxious to avoid was

any imputation that the convention was working for
the Winnipeg Grain Exchange. The attempts of Mr.
McDowell and Mr. Thorvaldson to amend the skil-
fully worded resolution let this fighting cat out of
the committee bag. There was no good attempting
any longer to cover the fact that selling wheat by
"any other means" meant wheat trading on the
Winnipeg exchange.

So these antics of my hon. friends opposite
are carried on not only in this house but
before the people of their own party at a
national convention. As I said before, they
have been chased out of the grain exchange
field and out of the wheat board field, so they
say, "We want both."

Mr. Weir: Vote both ways.

Mr. Juiras: Yes, vote both ways. They want
a free grain exchange, and even the member
for Souris (Mr. Ross) applauded when I read
that the amendment had been shot down the
sink. Apparently the member for Souris
wants a free grain exchange-I know that
lie does not, but this resolution indicates he
does and he was instrumental in having it
passed. It indicates a desire for a grain
exchange as free as a lark and, at the same
time, a desire for a wheat board divested of
all powers except the administering of a floor
price. This is the solution the official opposi-
tion offers-have both things.

What have the farmers of this country
received for trying to improve their position?
The members of the Progressive Conservative
party have given then nothing but abuse.
Even from the members of the Social Credit
group, or should I say the other Tory party,
the farmers receive nothing but abuse.

An hon. Member: You are so confused you
do not know where you are.

Mr. Juiras: I know where I am and the
record will prove it; that is more than you
can do. I do not need to quote the record
since all members will remember it. When
the committee on agriculture was sitting in
1947 the hon. member for Souris (Mr. Ross)
rose and made the statement that the leaders
of the organized farmers in this country had
done a great disservice to the farmers of
western Canada in their recommendation to
the government. In that committee the hon.
member who was representing the Social
Credit party rose and said the same thing, and
supported the hon. member for Souris.

[Mr. Jutras.]

Mr. Ross (Souris): What was the recom-
mendation?

An hon. Member: Who was the member?

Mr. Juiras: It was the hon. member for
Battile River (Mr. Fair).

Mr. Ross (Souris): What was the recom-
mendation?

Mr. Fournier (Hull): Who is making the
speech?

Mr. Graydon: I am not sure myself.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Order. I must inform
the hon. member that his time has expired.

Mr. Jutras: I shall take just a moment or
two more for the purpose of giving the refer-
ence. It is page 97 of the proceedings of the
committee on agriculture and colonization. I
do not wish to abuse the rules of the house,
so I will sit down.

Mr. Ross (Souris): It had to do with the
United Kingdom wheat agreement.

Mr. Juiras: I just want to summarize the
situation in one word. An attempt was made
to discredit the farmers organization. The
official opposition tried to make people believe
that they were all for the wheat board; but up
to now their only contribution on that score
has been the suggestion to throw wide open
the doors of the Winnipeg grain exchange
and allow the farmer to swim by himself
when everyone else has a life jacket.

Mr. Ross (Souris): That is not a fact.
Mr. J. W. Murphy (Lambion West): I should

Like first, Mr. Speaker, to associate myself
with the others who have complimented the
mover and the seconder of the motion now
before us and especially the mover, because
at one time I lived in that part of the city of
Windsor which the hon. member for Essex
West (Mr. Brown) now has the honour to
represent.

As the first one of my party to have the
occasion to address this house after the cere-
mony we witnessed this afternoon, I feel
that it is only fitting that I should make some
comments thereon. To me it was significant
-- and I do not think I am alone in this feel-
ing-to see our leader, with the hon. member
for Argenteuil (Mr. Heon), present to you, Mr.
Speaker, the new member for Nicolet-Yam-
aska (Mr. Chapdelaine). The applause came
from this side of the house, of course. We
enjoyed his presentation and Your Honour's
direction to him to take his seat in this
House of Commons. We who viewed the
opposite side from our grandstand seats here
watched in particular the reception the hon.
member for Nicolet-Yamaska received from
the Minister of Transport (Mr. Chevrier),
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for instance. The latter had a smile which
required some forcing to produce. The
Solicitor General (Mr. Jean) slumped s0 low
in his seat that I wondered if one chair in
this house had short legs. As for the Post-
master General (Mr. Bertrand), it occurred
to me that at one time he may have taken
piano lessons or pounded a typewriter with
one finger, judging by his applause. He may,
of course, have been recalling that famous
speech he made on the Friday night, I think it
was, prior to this by-election when he pre-
dicted to the country that, if this infamous
party-the Progressive Conservative party-
won the by-election, that would be the f ore-
runner of what they could expect not only
fromn the province of Quebec but from the rest
of Canada.

The introduction of the last three members
in this house afforded us a great deal of satis-
faction. The first was our leader who won a
smashing victory in the by-election in Carle-
ton, In addition, the treasury was enriched
by $400, 1 belleve. It gave me some satis-
faction to know that $200 of it came from the
C.C.F.

Mr. Thatcher: Be careful.

Mr. Murphy: They lost a similar amnount in
a certain riding which I have the honour ta
represent, and I can assure them that we
shall repeat that dose if they attempt the
saine performance at a later date.

The second by-election was the one in
Nova Scotia, as a result of which another
member who belonged to our side of
the house and to our party was intro-
duced. His election, I think, can be taken to
indicate to the people of Canada the expres-
sion of the opinion of the maritimes in an
unmistakable way. That by-election was a
want of confidence in the governinent and
a declaration of confidence in the new leader
of our party and in our policies. The hon.
member who was introduced this afternoon
means a great deal to us. Coming from the
province of Quebec he refiects, I think, the
views of the people in that province, their
confidence in our leader, the hon. member
for Carleton (Mr. Drew) and in the policies
of our party. We welcome hlm to this house.

Mr. Graydon: The handwriting on the wali.

Mr. Fournier (Hull): Says you.

Mr. Murphy: For a moment or two I should
like to deal with a quid, and I wiil take the
literal meaning of that term, which I noticed
in a recent edition of the Toronto Telegram
under date of February 16. It refers ta the
profits of the Imperial Tobacco Company.
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With your permission, Mr. Speaker, I should
like to read a short extract from that:

The Imperial Tobacco Company of Canada net
profit alter taxes in 1948 was $7,193,011 equal to
66J cents per share on the cornmon stock, compared
with $5,999.153 or 57J cents per share in 1947, accord-
ing to, the annual report.

This showed an increase of twenty per
cent in 1948 over 1947. 1 have not, nor has
any member of our party-and I think the
same applies to a great many who sit to your
right, Mr. Speaker--any quarrel with comn-
panies which are able to make good profits.
In fact, a great part of their surplus goes
back into plant expansion, enabling increased
ernployment. We f ully realize that companies
which continue to work in the red are bound
for the bankruptcy courts; and as we know,
bankruptcy courts give littie employment. In
this particular statement there is one point
with which I quarrel, and I do flot think
there wiil be any dispute in this house on
that particular point.

Today the tobacco manufacturers are able
to obtain from this country practically 80 to
85 per cent, if flot more, of the tobacco which
they use in the manufacture of cigarettes and
cut tobaccos. In the last fifteen or twenty
years in this country we have expanded our
tobacco-growing industry. It is a big indus-
try. My quarrel with the Imperial Tobacco
Company's statement is that the prices they
have paid to the producers of tobacco are not
as large as they should have been. This
applies not only to the seven or eight coun-
ties in western Ontario but in other places
as weil. Today we find that good quality
tobacco is grown as f ar north as the Bruce
peninsula. We also know that in Quebec
cigar-leaf tobacco has been grown for a great
many years, and is stiil grown in that prov-
ince. If any hon. members have any doubt
about that, ail they have to do is to waik up
the corridors of this building and they will
get the aroma of the home-grown cigar
tobacco.

There is another feature to which I shail
refer with disfavour. And I speak with some
authority on this matter because, with the
exception of the last fifteen years, I have
been engaged in the tobacco industry. I grew
it. We manufactured it, we jobbed it or
wholesaled it and I did have something to
say about a few retaflers who retailed it.
Before I continue I want to make it clear that
I arn not speaking on behaif of any particular
wholesaler or any group of wholesalers
because I arn not associated with any whole-
saler or jobber In this country, notwith-
standing the fact that the company naine
Murphy with which I was associated some
years ago is strnl retained by the company.
Up until fifteen years ago the distributors
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got the unbelievably small margin of 10 per
cent to 10J per cent for the distribution of
their products. Many hon. members will
wonder how in the world a distributor could
handle a product on that margin. Neverthe-
less, it was done. In passing I may say that
if you were a good jobber you turned your
product over probably forty or forty-two
times a year. Since that time we find the
American idea of business creeping into this
industry. Over there the distributors have
aad their margin eut to even less than what
we have today in Canada. But it is really
ilarming when we realize today that distribu-
tors are being asked to distribute tobacco
products at from 6 per cent to 6j per cent.
That is their total margin, and out of that
they must warehouse the goods, sell them,
deliver them and take care of all the book-
keeping and administration involved. I have
watched the profit grow from $3 million to
$3,500,000, to $4 million; from $4,500,000 to
$5 million and from $5,500,000 to $6 million.
Finally it reached over $7 million in 1948.
While I do not quarrel with profits, Mr.
Speaker-I agree that a company must have
profits-yet it is certainly unfair to the
growers of the product in this country when
they do not receive from the buyers of
tobacco as high a price as that to which they
are entitled, and which at the moment is
much lower than the price at which the
same quality product is sold in the United
States.

Furthermore, there is no reason why
business firms in this country should have
their margin as distributors eut from what it
was originally, 10 per cent, which was small
enough, to 6 per cent or 61 per cent.

It is within the memory of some hon.
members that an inquiry in the form of a
price spreads committee was set up in 1933
and 1934. It is interesting to note that the
company to which I referred, and all its
involvements, were discussed in some detail;
yet anyone who reads the report with some
knowledge of the industry will be alarmed
at what was not disclosed. It is also interest-
ing to note that shortly after the findings of
that particular committee the margin to the
distributors was reduced. I sometimes wonder
whether in the interests of so many of our
tobacco growers, distributors and retailers,
it might not be considered feasible or
advisable again to consider the business
methods of certain tobacco companies.

There is another point I should like to make
in this connection. Over the last several
years we have had on cigarettes a variety
of taxes, known as the excise tax and the
excise duty. From 1918 it has varied from
$6 a 1,000 to the present tax of $6 excise duty
a 1,000 plus $4 which is the excise tax a 1,000.

[Mr. Murphy.]

The intervening rates are from $4 up. I
recall vividly that in 1922 this tax was raised
in the Fielding budget, I believe, from $6 to
$9. Representations were made and the tax
was immediately reduced to $7.50. I wonder
whether it would not be advisable for the
government to consider reducing either the
excise tax or the excise duty some $2 or $3,
or even bringing it back to what it was prior
to the rise in March, 1943, because in this
period the figures speak for themselves. In
many instances the higher tax decreased the
revenue. In view of our market being limited
and restricted to Great Britain especially at
the moment, it might be advisable for the
government to consider a reduction in this
form of taxation in order to permit a greater
sale of the product and a greater price to
those who produce it. If that were done it
would lend encouragement to the extension
of this particular crop.

I am not going to weary the house with
any figures of the amount received by the
government under the various taxes. I shall
leave that for the moment. I may say in
passing that the subject may not be finally
closed.

There is another matter to which I should
like to refer briefly, namely, emigration of
our young citizens to the United States.
According to the records of the United States,
in the fiscal year ended June 30, 1945, 8,583
persons left Canada for the United States.
In the following year 18,280 left. In the year
ended June 30, 1947, 23,467 left for the United
States, and in the year ended June 30, 1948,
24,788. The information available indicates
that about 2,000 of the 1947 figure were people
who could be described as the managerial or
professional class. Of this number about
360 were engineers.

This migration concerns us greatly in this
country and its effects are noticeable in
Sarnia which, as most people appreciate, is
fast becoming the chemical centre of Canada.
According to present plans, production there
will be materially increased as soon as steel
and other materials are available. We are
finding that far too many of our young
graduates, particularly in the engineering
fields, are leaving this country. Many of
these young men took up engineering because
those with whom they were associated had
taken it up previously.

We are all profoundly disturbed about this
migration loss which Canada is suffering. We
have a sparsely populated land. We have a
country that is rich in undeveloped natural
resources. We have a country that should
by rights be considered a land of opportunity
and freedom. We should be attracting more
people to Canada to help develop it further,
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ta help toi build up diversified industries
which wRi give assurance of a better balanced
economy and continued empiqiyment for ail.

We above ail countries in the world should
be having a steady flow of immigrants tai
our shores. However, we find that because
of excessive taxes, either by way of personal
income tax, excise tax, luxury or salies taxes,
too many of our able young citizens are
leaving our country to go south where they
do not suifer the saine injustices of high and
excessive taxation in as many forms. It is
a tragedy and a national disaster that we
should be losing the most ambitious of our
young people, those who want most toi get
ahead but who find that this country limits
their chances of improving their condition.

These people represent more than mere
population that is leaving Canada. Each and
every one represents an investment that has
been made by you and me in the youth of
this land. We as taxpayers have paid toi
educate these young people; we as taxpayera
have helped ta look after their health; we
as taxpayers have tried tai make them good
citizens. Now when they are ready ta make
a return on this investment as taxpayers
themselves, they leave the country.

Furthermnore-this is even more serlous-
investigations show that a large proportion
of these young Canadians axe business exe-
cutives, young university graduates, young
technicians with special skiils and special
knowledge. In short, they axe the very
people who within the next few years should
be starting up businesses of their own and
giving employment ta athers; who should be
cantrlbuting toward making this land of
ours a country of dlversified industry and
industrial stability. They wîil be starting
industries and businesses of their own al
right, but it wiil not be in Canada. Another
country wiil benefit because of our excessive
taxation in its vaxiaus forms.

Many of the yaung people to whom. I refer
as leaving Canada in such numbers are
franly bound for the higher brackets of
income. We can reverse the flow of migration
across aur southern border by government
policy. We must make it worth hie ta
came ta Canada, tai stay in Canada, to
establish businesses and ta give eployment
here.

Wîhen the right hion. Prime Minister (Mr.
St. Laurent) was speaklng during the early
part of the session he referred with some
pride, pride which we ail appreclate and
share, ta the exporta: from. this country during
1948, which amounted ta $3,075 million. How-
ever, he did flot refer tai the mavement of
cattle and beef from this country ta the

29087--56

The Address-Mr. Murphy
United States during the last four months
of the year, which contributed substantially
to the higher export figures for the year.
Nor did he refer to the extent to which ECA
purchases were made. I understand the
authorization for that year was $593 million,
but I do flot know how much was shipped.
We ail appreciate the necessity of exports,
but we regret that there should be included
in those exports the people to whom. I
referred a moment ago.

There is located in the county of Lambton
the Polymer corporation, a crown company.
In 1944, and since, I made reference toi the
welf are of the employees of that particular
crown company. I was concerned, not only
with their wage rates but with the security
benefits that they were receiving. The minis-
ter at that time, now the Minister of Trade
and Commerce (Mr. Howe), stated that he
considered the Imperial 011 Limited plan for
retrement and other security benefits ta be
the one at which he would aim. Yesterday
the minister's departmnent professed ignorance
about that particular plan. I agree that it
may flot have been possible for them toi pro-
duce the actual figures, but the information
was available to me as it was to him, and I
assume that it is atmR available to both of us.

At the present time there is a feeling of
disturbance in the minds of the employees of
that corporation. They ailege that they are
flot receiving the saine rates of pay as are
naid by Imperial 011 Limited for the same
work. I submit that where we have crown
companies they should give leadership and
certainly should not pay less than other
industries in the same area pay for similar
work.

These employees are concerned also about
retirement and other security measures. They
contend that what they receive is less than
is received by the employees of other com-
panies in the area.

I repeat that a crown company should give
leadership. Further with regard to the pro-
fessional men and technicians or skilled
employees who are leaving our country to
go south, I submit that we in this House of
Commons and the people ini the country
expect the crown companles to give leader-
ship to industry by paying tbese young men
a remuneration which wiil induce themn ta
remain ini this country and become citizens
and contributors ta aur economy. Inatead,
we find that there is far too great a turnover
among these young men, flot only i the area
in which I reside but elsewhere in Canada.
That is revealed by the figures.

I say again that it is the responsibility of
crown companies ta give leadership i the
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payment of salaries which are reasonably
comparable with what are being paid on the
other side. These young men leave our coun-
try to go there because of our taxation
policies. A young man on the other side who
wants to get married can furnish a four-
roomed apartment for at least a third less
than it would cost here in Canada because
of the many taxes imposed on the goods
required to set up housekeeping. They are
complaining, and rightly so, about the luxury
taxes that are imposed on so many goods
that are really necessary when they are
planning on starting up housekeeping.

To us on the border, and I believe also to
those who are not, luxury taxes are more than
nuisance taxes, and they are not bringing in
the revenue which they might, because of the
dissatisfaction they are creating. There are
merchants along the border who are returning
shipments to manufacturers and jobbers if the
merchants are obliged to impose a luxury tax
on those articles. Furthermore, for our
British goods and for many of our own manu-
factured goods which today bear a luxury tax,
we have at all times enjoyed a good market
in their sale to tourists from the United States.
Merchants along the border tell me that tour-
ists coming from the United States to pur-
chase these goods now find that certain
articles imported from Great Britain are sold
more cheaply in United States stores than
they are in our own. We are losing a very
important market because so many tourists
buy quite large quantities of British-made
goods. It is alarming to us to find that they
are now realizing that they can purchase them
for a lesser price in the United States than
they can buy them for in Canada, simply
because of the luxury tax which the govern-
ment imposes.

There is another matter I should like to deal
with. It is relevant to crown companies. As
I have said before in the house, we are very
glad that we have the Polymer Corporation in
the county of Lambton. I have said that
before and I repeat it. The Polymer Corpora-
tion and other industries, many of them
chemical, have brought a fine type of
employee and citizen to our community. But
I say this-and it is a plank in our platform
-that crown companies should make some
contribution by way of taxes to the munici-
palities in which they do business. I feel very
strongly on the matter because in this par-
ticular township, which now has about 10,000
people whereas some five or six years ago
there were only about 2,500, a great deal of
additional expense has been incurred, not only
for administration, but also for roads, hospit-
alization, relief, and everything else that is
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entailed in municipal administration because
of the increased number of people now resid-
ing in the township.

I have heard the present Minister of Trade
and Commerce (Mr. Howe) say, and he has
said it more than once, that he defies anyone
in the house or elsewhere to say that a muni-
cipality does not benefit because of the opera-
tion therein of a crown company. I must
say to him through you, Mr. Speaker, that it
is true that the municipalities benefit. We all
realize that industry brings in population, and
the greater the population the greater the
taxes. While the area benefits, the same
argument can be advanced as to any industry,
but these other industries, which are not
crown companies, make their contribution to
the municipalities. For instance, we know
what the increased cost was in that particular
township for roads, schools and administra-
tion. I will say that our present leader, when
he was premier of the province of Ontario,
realized what the problems were, and in his
capacity as minister of education he saw to
it that several of the school sections received
very substantial grants to compensate for the
additional costs incurred by the influx of
people. Sessions of the bouse roll around, and
while we see resolutions on the order paper,
it is about time that we got down to discuss-
ing one of them relative to the contributions
crown companies should make to the munici-
palities in which they are located.

The next subject which I should like to
discuss for a few minutes is the tourist indus-
try. I sincerely hope that this session the
government will set up a special committee
to deal with the tourist industry, and to
co-operate with the minister in the develop-
ment thereof. We all read the announcement
by the Prime Minister (Mr. St. Laurent) when
he made the appointment of the bon. member
for Queens-Lunenburg (Mr. Winters) to the
portfolio of Minister of Reconstruction and
Supply. We recall with some pride that, when
the appointment was made, emphasis was
placed upon the importance of the tourist
industry, and as I recall it that was repeated.
Our tourist bureau was instituted in 1934 by
a former prime minister. It has seemed to
so many of us, who have taken a keen interest
in the tourist industry, that the present gov-
ernment hesitated to support a child fathered
by a former prime minister. There is one
astounding fact that we all admit, and which
helps us to realize why the industry has not
progressed as it should. Since 1934 the tourist
bureau has been under the direction of either
ten or eleven different ministers. Since
parliament assembled in 1945 we have had
four ministers, if we count the present Minis-
ter of Trade and Commerce in two different
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ministries. It is apparent that no bureau, no
part of a portfolio which has been treated as
an adjunct, can receive continuity of con-
sideration to the extent to which it is entitled
in order to bring it up to a high standard,
and in order for it to do what we expect it
should do. On this side of the house we are
very proud of the appointment that bas been
made; we are very anxious to work with the
minister, and to help him to promote the
industry. We knoxv that we cannot recover
the time that has been lost up till now. The
tourist industry is not like the oil or gas
business. In any area, including the province
of Alberta, what they do not take out today
they can take out tomorrow or even a hundred
years from tomorrow; but what has been lost
up until last night in the tourist industry we
do not get back. It is gone forever. I have
pointed out on different occasions the neces-
sity of our getting more United States dollars.
There is no more effective way to obtain more
of the United States exchange that is so
needed than through our tourist industry.

We are not the only country that realizes
the importance of this industry. Earlier this
year I think every hon. member received a
memorandum from the United Kingdom. travel
association, in which we find that the patron
is His Majesty the King; the vice-patron is
Her Royal Highness the Princess Elizabeth,
Ducbess of Edinburgh; the president is Right
Hon. Viscount Jowitt; and the chairman is
Right Hon. Lord Hacking. Then in a news
item dated February 15 of this year, which
I think appeared in one of tbe Canadian
newspapers, I see the heading, "France opens
ail-out drive to attract tourist industry," and
I quote from the article:

France Is going all-out to attract more tourists titis
year. Millions of francs and tons of glossy paper
are being used to induce more Britons and Ameni-
cans to spend their sterling and dollars on holidays
in "the lovellest pleasure ground In the world."

Then in conclusion the article states:
France recognizes that tourisa provide the greateat

single source to cover the deficit which it is antici-
pated she. like other Marshall-plan countnies, will
face when dollar aid dries up in 1952.

Then 1 have another quotation from the
New York Herald dated February 8, 1949,
from which I shail read only the headlines:
"Cheaper franc likely to lure rush of tourists."
In the samie newspaper I see the statement
that in 1947 f oreign tours cost the United
States some $690 million, which was American
money spent in Canada, Mexico and the Carib-
bean, and I am advised that last year the
total spent in those areas was close to a
billion dollars.

We have our own records here, and we are
said to have received fromn this source some
$270 million in 1948, an increase of twenty
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odd million dollars over the previous year.
There has been an important change recently
with respect to the amount of goods Americans
can take back from this country alter having
been here for twelve days. Formerly it was
$100; today it is $300, and that is a very
important factor.

I should like to mention two other refer-
ences ini that connection. The first appears
in the foreign trade publication of January
29 of this year, at page 222:

Prosperity in Bahamas Is largely derived from
tourist Industry.

Kingston, January 6. 1949. Tourism and housing
construction are contributing substantially to the
post-war prosperity of the Bahamas..

Then on page 223:
There is littie unemployment In the Bahamas at

the present time, owing to the prosperous condition
of the tourist industry and the high level of con-
struction . .. As a result of these favourable con-
ditions, labour i.mrest lias not been a problem dur-
Ing the past year.

Another very well written article appears
on page 240 of the sanie journal under the
heading, "Tourist industry in Great Britain
largest dollar earning export." At the bottom
of the second paragraph I find this statement:

Outside of shipping, no other export industry
would seem, to hold more promise than the tourizt
industry.

When the present leader of this party was
premier of Ontario hie recognized the impor-
tance of the tourist industry and appointed
a minister to that portfolio. I think it can be
said without fear of contradiction that about
two-thirds of this amounit of $270 million is
spent in the province of Ontario. We know
that the premier of Quebec has taken under
his personal direction the promotion of the
tourist industry there. Many members of the
House of Commons believe that if we had a
committee to work with the minister to
develop this industry a great deal could be
accomplished. I appreciate, as we all do, that
a committee has been set up in another place,
but I would suggest that a committee of this
house might go into the question from. the
research angle and cali as witnesses men who
have been successful in industry and who
appreciate the importance of advertising in
connection with sales promotion. I believe
that today the amount spent in advertising
the tourist industry is little more than one-
hall of one per cent, which is very littie when
we have in mind what we have to off er. Now
that we have the tourist business under a
minister so it can be deait with at the
cabinet level I believe the development of
the industry sbould be proceeded wlth in a
businesslike manner with the support of al
members of this bouse.
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Mr. Speaker: I am sorry to interrupt the
hon. member but his time has expired.

Some hon. Members: Go ahead.

Mr. Speaker: If the hon. member has
unanimous consent he may proceed.

Some hon. Members: Agreed.

Mr. Murphy: I thank hon. members for
their indulgence. We might call before such
a committee some of those who have been
successful in promoting big industry, whert
advertising is an important factor, because
this is an advertising sales job. The prov-
inces also will benefit to the extent that they
contribute by way of good roads, which are
so necessary, and adequate accommodation,
which seems to be somewhat lacking.
Through this committee I believe more pub-
licity could be given our tourist industry so
people would become more tourist conscious.
This might give many the idea of making a
contribution in one way or another to this
most important activity. We might call before
the committee men from the Ford company
and the oil companies. I mention those in
particular because I say in all sincerity that
this travel bureau should have been organ-
ized when those industries were in their
infancy, because they tie in one with the
other. I am satisfied that our delay in recog-
nizing the importance of this industry has
cost us millions of dollars. Had the dominion
government-I do not mean only this govern-
ment, but any government-recognized the
importance of this industry in the early days,
I am sure it would have set up committees
to co-ordinate the work of the provinces, so
the industry might progress as our oil indus-
try and our automobile industry have pro-
gressed. We might also call Mr. Berkinshaw,
who I think is president of Goodyear Tire,
and other men of that kind who have con-
tributed so much to the development of this
country, including railway and steamship
executives and so on. We might also bring
in representatives of the provinces. It is not
enough to have those representatives meet
here for a two-day session in the fall of the
year. Such an important industry deserves
more than that. If we are going to make it a
billion dollar industry we must proceed with
businesslike methods.

Just recently I saw an item in the news-
papers with respect to the Alberta oil fields,
and it occurred to me that this applied
equally well to the tourist industry. We have
had oil for years, just as we have had the
tourist industry for years, but promoted
originally by the railways and steamship
companies. Recently in Alberta a huge reser-
voir of oil has been found in connection with
which, incidentally, a group of companies
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including Imperial Oil are immediately spend-
ing some $80 million on development. Here
are corporations giving employment to
thousands of people, which have spent hun-
dreds of millions of dollars in order to develop
the natural resources of this country; and I
say the two industries are comparable in this
respect.

Our 1948-49 anticipated production in
Alberta is 50 per cent greater than in 1948
and 75 per cent greater than it was in 1947.
I would suggest that is the figure this tourist
industry could use as a guide. There is no
reason in the world why the members of this
House of Commons could not get together
with the minister who could, if he so desired,
create a committee to look into this matter.
The set-up of the committee would not matter
a great deal, so long as it was composed of
men who were willing and able to lend their
services. God only knows we are not over-
worked in this house. This would also tie in
with the trans-Canada highway, upon which
I hope to have the opportunity of speaking at
a later date. I thank you, Mr. Speaker, and
in closing hope that a special tourist com-
mittee will be set up immediately.

Mr. Frederic Dorion (Charlevoix-Sague-
nay): Mr. Speaker, for the reasons I gave in
the house a few days ago, I believe it is my
duty to reply to the charges made by the
member for Winnipeg North (Mr. Stewart)
against some French persons who came to
Canada a few years ago after having fled
from France because of the persecutions
which took place in that country after the
war. The hon. member for Winnipeg North
advised us that he wanted to take the oppor-
tunity afforded by the amendment to the
address to make another speech on the same
subject. He went so far as to say that if he
did not have sufficient time to put all the
information he had on the record in these
two speeches, he would make a third speech
on the main motion. I wish to state that,
after answering his first speech, I intend to
reply to any other speech the hon. member
might contemplate making on the same
subject.

If it were only a matter of discussing the
fate of a few individuals, I would refrain
from taking up the time of this house to
correct the allegations made by the hon.
member. Owing to the principle involved,
however, all members must see that it is an
important matter. It concerns the struggle
between the communists on the one hand,
and Christianity on the other. As everyone
is aware, subversive ideologies are spreading
throughout the countries under Russian con-
trol as well as other countries in the world.
We know that the communists are at work
in Canada, and particularly in large centres
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such as Montreal, Toronto and Winnipeg. It
ia most unfortunate that, even in this cham-
ber, cominuniats Sa easily find advacates for
their cause. I do not hesitate ta state that
if the French citizens referred to by the
member for Winnipeg North were communiat
Jews instead of French Catholics, we wauld
flot have heard about themn in tis house.

Mr. Coldwefl: Shame, sharne!

Mr. Dorion: How does it happen that we
only hear of the five or six French citizens
who have been given shelter in tis country?
Why do we hear nothing about the six or
seven Jews who were admitted to Canada
last fail after having entered with f aise
passports? I do not intend ta blame anyone
for issuing permanent visas ta these Jews
because I am willing ta believe that they,
as well as others, were entitled ta the pro-
tection they received fromn the authorities. I
ask, however, why make it a crime for a
French Catholic ta seek refuge in tis coun-
try when no one dares ta say a word about
the Jews who are in the same situation?

Mr. Thatcher: Were they collaborators?

Mr. Dorion: Listen ta my speech and you
wil find out whether they were collabora-
tors. I repeat, why make it a crime for a
French Catholic ta seek refuge in thla coun-
try when nu one dares ta say a word about
the Jews who are in the same situation?

Mr. Caldwell: These men were condernned
by the French courts.

Mr. Dorion: If you wil listen ta my speech
you wrnl find out about that.

If there la a fight between Christianity and
communism in the world today, everyane ia
aware that the communists regard the Catha-
lic church as enemy number one. Recent
occurrences in several central Europeýan caun-
tries have demonstrated this fact.

The member for Winnipeg North referred
ta the question of privilege which I submitted
ta the house the ather day relating ta the
de Bernonville case. From. his remarks at
page 794 of Hansard, I quote the fallowing
wards:

The hon. member also went on to say he was con-
vinced flot only of de Bernonvllle's innocence, but
also of the assistance he has rendered our soldiers
during the war. I think the rnost significant thing
then was not the staternent of the hon, gentleman,
but the applause cornlng from, the Tory benches
which greeted it. One of us is wrong. Elther the
hon. memnber for Charlevoix-Saguenay is right or I
arn rlght. and I arn prepared to leave it to the
judgrnent of the house.

I shall deal with the innocence of de Ber-
nonville first and, later an, I shail submit the
evidence wich I have regarding the assist-
ance he gave ta aur soldiers during the war.
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Before reaching that point, I should like to
comment on certain remarks the hon. mem-
ber made about a French citizen by the narne
of Jean Bonnel, living in Montreal. It is true
that, for personal reasons, this man has not
yet chosen to apply for Mis Canadian citizen-
ship. Mr. Bonnel has been living in Canada
for over twenty years. Hie la married. to a
Canadian woman and la the father of many
children born in Canada. During these last
twenty years, I arn sure-Mr. Bonnel has suc-
ceeded ini acquiring a real Canadian spirit,
more so than some new Canadians who have
only been in this country since 1930. 1 would
rather depend for Canadlanlsrn on a man who
has lived in Canada over twenty years thail
on one who, although he may have his Cana-
dian citizenship, came to Canada more.
recently.

Speaking about Mayor Camillien Houde,.
the hon. member said, at page 795 of Hansard:

I can well understand how a man behixid bars;
for harnpering the war effort could feel such a close
relatlonshlp for a nazi coflaborationlat.

Before making such a statement the honi.
member should have remembered that the
late Mr. Woodsworth, the founder of Mis party,
and his present leader were not s0 favourable
to aur participation in the war before Russia
became aur ally.

Mr. Coldwell: 1 rise on a point of order ta
correct that statement. The C.C.F. group in
this house, with the exception of Mr.
Woodsworth, voted on September 9 or 10,
the day war was declared, ta declare war.
Hansard shows that.

Mr. Dorian: On the point of order, Mr.
Speaker, rny reason for making that remark
is that I have read Hansard for September,
1939. On the 8th September, 1939, at page
55, the hon. member for Rosetawn-Biggar
(Mr. Coldwell) made a statement concerning
the policy of the C.C.F. group. This la what
he said:

Canada should be prepared to, defend her own
shores but her assistance overseas should be limited
to econon-de aid and must not include the conscrip-
tion of manpower or the sending of any expedi-
tionary force.

Mr. ColdweIl: On the paint of order, Mr,
Speaker-

Mr. Dorion: I amn speaking on the point of
order-

Mr. Caldwell: I say we voted for the
declaration of war and we supported every
mave ta further the war effort once that
decision was made.

Mr. Speaker: I should like ta remind the
members that only one meniber at a time
should speak.



HOUSE OF COMMONS
The Address-Mr. Dorion

Mr. Dorion: On the same day, September 8,
1939, at page 47 of Hansard, Mr. Woodsworth
said this:

We laud the courage of those who go to the front;
yes, I have boys of my own, and I hope they are
not cowards, but if any one of those boys, not from
cowardice but really through belief, is willing to
take his stand on this matter and, if necessary, ta
face a concentration camp or a firing squad, I shall
be more proud of that boy than if he enlisted for
the war.

Speaking of de Bernonville, the member
for Winnipeg North (Mr. Stewart) said, at
page 794 of Hansard:
-the Germans made him military commandant of
the Lyons area, a post that would go only ta one
of the most tried and true supporters of the nazi
cause.

Speaking especially of de Bernonville, the
hon. member says, as reported at page 794 of
Hansard:

This time the Germans made him military com-
mandant of the Lyons area, a post that would go
only to one of the most tried and true supporters
of the nazi cause. His special task was to set up a
counter-resistance police to combat the French
maquis. In this he was concerned particularly with
identifying British and other allied officers who
dropped into France by parachute to aid the resist-
ance movement. His work resulted in the death of
many of these allied soldiers, it was said. This
information came out during the Toulouse trial at
which de Bernonville was convicted in absentia.

First, I must take exception to the state-
ment made by the hon. member to the effect
that de Bernonville was given military com-
mand by the Germans. Everyone knows that
it was the Vichy government which ruled
southern France after 1940; and we must not
forget that nearly every country recognized
the legality of the Vichy government. Our
own country, like many others, even had an
official representative there. But the part of
the statement to which I wish to draw special
attention is the one concerning the conviction
of de Bernonville by a Toulouse tribunal.
Here I wish to report a description of the
kinds of tribunals that were supposed to
administer justice in southern France, and
particularly in Toulouse, after the liberation
of France. To make that demonstration, I
shall not depend upon unknown and unveri-
fied statements, but will quote from an article
published in the American Mercury in April,
1946; it was written by Donald B. Robinson
and is entitled, Blood Bath in France. The
excerpts that I am about to quote will show
the hon. member for Winnipeg North what
was going on in that part of France when de
Bernonville was condemned in absentia. Mr.
Robinson writes as follows:

As a member of the civil affairs headquarters of
the American seventh army, stationed in Marseilles
during and after the liberation, I personally wit-
nessed the communist terror which reigned in South-
ern France after the defeat of the nazi armies ..
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Further on he says:
During those months in the summer and autumn

of 1944, revolution almost engulfed the south of
France, and the communists were doing everything
in their power ta foment it. . . Almost immediately,
bitter factionalism broke out among the native
population, and the watchword "unity" which had
been an all lips at the hour of liberation was for-
gotten. Within ten days a reign of terror was in
full swing all the way from Toulouse in the south-
west ta Nice and the Italian border. The streets
of every city and town were thronged with tough-
looking civilians carrying every variety of arms, from
stilettos ta rifles, hand grenades and tommy guns.
They raced wildly down the boulevards in auto-
mobiles whose doors had been removed ta permit
the occupants ta shoot easily on the move. They
scoured all sections, looking nat only for the hated
Vichy militiamen but for anyone else who had in-
curred their political enmity. Even the liberating
Americans were not immune. American soldiers
were killed and wounded. I was shot at myself,
more than a dozen times.

Further on he goes on to say this:
What happened in Marseilles was typical. The

FFI-

FFI stands for Forces Françaises de
l'Intérieur, French forces of the interior.
-totalled about 1,600 members when the city was
liberated. Within two weeks, according ta a report
by American army intelligence officers, this number
had swelled ta 4,500 as "all the hoodlums and
grudge-payers flocked ta the colours after the fight-
ing was over." The same report stated that soon
thereafter the total membership "dropped ta about
3,000 as the original members, mostly reliable citi-
zens, returned ta their normal pursuits, leaving the
undesirable elements as the great bulk of the
organization.

A little further on he says:
At least two allied officers who had been carrying

on espionage in Vichy France were killed; their FFI
captors refused even to inquire of the nearby Ameri-
can army concerning their claim that they belonged
ta the allied forces.

On the following page I read this:
In Toulouse-

Always Toulouse, where de Bernonville
was condemned.
-where the communist element was very strong,
the situation was sa tense that residents urged
American occupation of the city for a few weeks
until "the armed communist element could be
brought under control."

Further on I read:
Then American officers and men began ta draw

FFI fire. These "accidents" coincided with a change
in the French communist party line towards the
United States. For the first few weeks after the
liberation, all Frenchmen were unanimous in fer-
vent gratitude ta the Americans. Then the com-
munists, evidently fearing that France would turn
against Russia, began sniping at our forces. Since
most of the newspapers of southern France were
communist-controlled, an almost unanimous tirade
of unjustifled complaints arose in the press against
the American army. There was also a crescendo of
word-of-mouth propaganda. Civil affairs officers
noted an organized communist-inspired campaign ta
discredit America and Americans with the French.
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I wish to read one more passage. Speaking
of General Parkman, the author writes this:

HIe was soon forced to intervene in another con-
nection. In ail parts of the south the FFI established
drumhead courts whose judges were usuafly persans
acceptable to the communlsts. These courts-marital.
whlch had no legal basis whatever, tried thousands
of Frenchmen. most of whomn were sentenced ta
death or ta long terras afi mprlsonmnent. The most
notoriaus of these courts were at Nimes, Perpignan,
and Toulouse.

The place where de Bernonville was con-
demned. To continue:

Such a scandai resulted from their illegal. and
summary proceedings that General Parkman wrate
ta General de Gaulle's mllitary delegate, General
Henri Cachet, lnsisting that the courts-martial be
dlscantlnued and succeeded by ordinary pracesses
af law.

Mr. Robinson finishes his article by saying:
Such is the fuel under the bubbllng cauldron of

hate that is France today.

This was written in April, 1946. To con-
tinue:

If it boils aver into further bloodshed and death.
the world shauld at least know who Is responsible.

When I heard the hon. 'Énember for Win-
nipeg North vindicating the French maquis,
I knew that he was not well acquainted with
all the information that could enable him. to
have an exact idea of that organization.

Regarding the maquis, the hon. member is
reparted at page 793 of Hansard to, have said:

A word about the maquis might be In arder. The
maquis are men who gave bacl< ta France her soul
during the war. They are the men who gave baclc ta
France her honour alter the betrayal of Vichy.
They are the men wha died, nat only ta free France
f romn nazi persecutian but alsa ta enable us ta live
In Canada as free men and wamen. The men af the
maquis are heroes whose names will be remembered
wherever there are free men.

We know, Mr. Speaker, that the maquis
could be classified under three headings,
namely, the military maquis; the communist
maquis; and the terrorist maquis. Skirmishes,
and even pitched battles, took place among
members of the variaus underground move-
ments, although the communist underground
and the terrorist underground, outnumbering
all others, were practically amnalgamnated. In
a press conference in October, 1948, Mr.
Francisque Gay, the present ambassador of
France here in Ottawa, admitted that at the
outset the resistance movement in France was
ninety per cent communist.

Several underground leaders in the maquis
were Russians. Their titie of soviet agent
gave them prestige and a part as leader.
May I mention Kadewz Kosinski, in the Pas-
de-Calais; Captain Votcharemnko, great tor-
turer of the group known as "lCaptain Marius'
gang", who operated in the department of
Saone-et-Loire; Captain Alexandre and Lieu-
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tenant Sabourov, of the red army, who played
an important part in the Auvergne under-
ground, and this band of Georgian killers
who controlled. the Dordogne underground,
as was revealed ini the course of a trial.

Sometimes they received orders from Mos-
cow. No doubt this led to the apparently
unexplainable assassination of leading per-
sonalities, such as General Debeney, army
commanding officer during the first great
war; or General Noel, former army com-
manding officer, Grand Officier de la Legion
d'Honneur, kidnapped and assassinated with
twelve other persons at Dorat, in the Haute-
Vienne. There again, it happened that the
victims were bona fide members of the resis-
tance movement. Let me mention the case
of Baron Henry Reille-Soult, hero of the first
war, organizer of a military underground,
who during the second world war invented
a sighting gear, the plans of which he was
able to farward to the allies.

Here is the evidence of Madame Reille-
Soult, recently published in newspapers:

On July 21, 1944, Baron Henry Reille-Soult and
bis wif e were arrested at Rancho and handed over ta
the group called "Le Chouan., which controlled the
maquis in the forest of Lussac-les-Chateaux. Alter
twenty-six days of terrible agony. they were com-
pelled, with numerous other Frenchmen, to travel
by forced marches across the region, to be then tried
by a mock tribunal and locked up in a pig-sty. At
the same time, under pretext of requisition, their
property was laoted. their livestock stolen, and their
chambermaid raped by their tormentors, and they
were finaliy freed alter handing over a cheque for
60,000 francs.

Raymond Daniel, New York Times corre-
spondent, in September 1944, wrote about the
reign of the F.F.I., French forces of the
interior, of the snipers and the members of
the underground or maquisards in Paris. He
described these irregular formations com-
posed mainly of young loafers-such is the
expression used by him-using guns, gren-
ades, and machine pîstols in the streets of
Paris. People were denouncing their neigh-
bours, believed to be col]aborationists, to
these guttersnipes, not to the police. On a
mere denunciation originating from the first
comer, members of the resistance movement
invaded a house, arresting or killing the
occupants. There again it happened that they
robbed and killed people who were f ar better
resistants than they were themselves. Pierre
Tattinger, president of the municipal council
of Paris at the time of the liberation, said,
"The liberation committee was a committee
of arrest, nothing else".

Here is the opinion of the eminent sociolo-
gist Joseph Folliet who, in September last,
wrote ini Les Etudes, the great Jesuit review:

Repression has taken the aspect of palitical re-
venge, and not of serene and universal justice. How
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can we believe in a purging justice? Depending
upon the trne and place, the saine charge warrants
a death sentence here, twenty years' hard labour
there, five years of national indignlty elsewhere.
Under the samne general label of "treason" were
classlfied traitors in the technlcal sense of the word.
all the spectrum. of "collaboration", every shade of
"Petainism" including, sometimes, those who refused
the collaboration program.

Now that we know of the mock tribunals
existing in Toulouse, France, and it was ini
Toulouse that Bernonville was condemned in
absentia; now that we know of the entire
control o! the tribunals by the communist
maquis; it is worth knowing the type of man
Bernonville is. At the age of twenty, he was
made Chevalier de la Legion d'Honneur for
his military exploits. At the age o! twenty-
three, he became Officer de la Legion d'Hon-
neur for similar accomplishments. He later
on was given seven citations and la Croix de
Guerre 1918. He was wounded five times and
bears the scars of thirty wounds. In 19~40, he
was singled out in the army orders of the day
and awarded la Croix de Guerre 1940. This
citation was published in the official journal
o! France. This is the record of a man whom
the hon. member for Winnipeg North (Mr.
Stewart) wants us to believe to be a traitor
to his country.

When he gave evidence before the court in
Montreal last faîl, he made a sworn declara-
tion which has neyer been denied, and cannot
be denied by anyone, in which he related his
actions and conduct during the war.

He accepted fromn Marshal Petain the func-
tions of military governor of the district o!
Lyon. He was a full military commandant.
He was entrusted with the security of people
and supplies which. was then in a precarlous
stage, having barely one day of food supply
ahead. He also stated in the course of his
sworn evidence that he had a secret mission
with the purpose of preserving and saving al
the military units and material under his
command, to put them at the disposal of the
allies at a moment to be decided by the chie!
o! the French state. On August 20, 1944, his
!unctions terminated and he met that day one
o! the principal leaders of the French under-
ground and informed the latter o! bis military
forces and material which he had salvaged
from the Germans. One-haîf hour later, he
was arrested by the gestapo and incarcerated
in Nancy. He was released when the Ameni-
cans reached that city.

At six o'clock the house took recess.

AFTER RECESS
The house resumed at seven-thirty o'clock.
Mr. Dorion: Mr. Speaker, at six o'clock I

was reviewing the duties that had been
carried out by Count de Bernonville when he

[Mr. Dorion.)

was at Lyons. I mentioned that in August,
1944, he was arrested and incarcerated by the
German gestapo. I submit- that those are
facts upon which. I would rather rely than
on hearsay and gratuitous declarations. I
wonder why a man by the name of Jacolson,
and Mme. Camet, who are supposed to be
actually secret agents of the communists in
Montreal, did flot come last f ail before the
court in Montreal during the trial, which
lasted many weeks, to present their evidence
against de Bernonville. That is the reason
why I said the other day that I was convinced
o! the innocence o! de Bernonville.

Coming now to the other point about the
assistance given to our soldiers. I shaîl nef er
first to the evidence de Bernonville gave
bef ore the court in Montreal, and a! tenward to
the testimony o! a great Canadian soldier. It
was in November, 1942, that he came to Vichy
and stated bof ore the court that he had parti-
cipatod with officens o! the Vichy army in
onganizing and supervising a communication
line, that is, shelters, relays, et cetera, in
orden to facilitate the escape of alliod officers
to Spain.

That sworn statement o! de Bernonville was
fully corroborated by Captain Antoine Masson
o! Montreal who, after having been sworn,
staled in evidence that ho had joined the
arrny in 1940 and had gono to England with
the Fusilliers Mont Royal. During his military
service he was decorated with the Military
Cross. He took part in tho Dieppe invasion
and was captured by the Germans and hos-
pilalizeci in a German hospital after being
wounded. Aftonward he was transferred from
place to place until in October, 1942, he was
finally stationed at Chambanan. I shaîl quote
the exact words used by Captain Masson
xvhen giving bis evidence, which. were as
follows:

In the month of October. 1942, we were transferred
to Chambaran. At that time, 1 mean to answer your
question-the commanding officer of the camp was
Commandant Lamothe, who at times, in various
circumistances, used to corne and speak with us and
lie %vas very anxious to enquire about our way of
t1hinksng and our reactions about the Vichy govern-
ment. I-e shoxved to us, and among others to me
personally, a list of fifty divisions of the French
army that were ready to gather right in 1942 and
help the allies in case of a mass invasion, that is,
a-si-t the allies agalnst the Germans.

Here is what happened: We were called-two or
th1ree dayS before. %ve were called in the office of
t' ýe c.minanding officer at the time of the German
invasion on Novemnber 12, 1942. The commanding
officer of the camp took the telephone, in presence
of Lieutenant-Commander Michael Redvers Prior,
wio was also a prisoner of war with myself-a
D).0.. wjth Baer. He told me at that time: "It is
d'ecided. we are letting you go, yourself and Prior.
Now sit down for a few minutes." HIe took the
tplephoiie, he asked to speak with Mr. de Bernon-
ville and Mr. de Bernonville was not there then; hie
tien asked to speak with Mr. de Bernonville's
assistant, and they had a conversation of a few
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minutes over the teiephone and he said: "The
organization of the two I have here In my office is
ready sud they wili leave at two o'ciock. Therefore,
you wlI have to notif y the authorities accordingly."
He then hung up the telephone and what I report
now is practicafly verbatim. And on the following
day he supplied us with a bus and then we ieft;
for Grenoble, and then. step by step, we reached
Spain.

Those are the reasons why I contended that
de Bernonville hadl given assistance to, our
soldiers. As those facts were clearly estab-
lislied before the court and could not be
contradicted, that must have been the reason
why the judge expressed the opinion in
rendering his judgment that this man should
receive asylumn in Canada. In his remarks
the hon. member for Winnipeg North stated
that he was amazed to learn that the judge
had so expressed himself, and I quote from
page 794 of Hansard:

The court ordered the count liberated Immediately
and sald it was dlrecting authorities at Ottawa to
grant hlm asyium aioug wlth is famîiy.

Then the hon. member went on to state:
That la an amazing statement, and in It I think

the judge went far beyond the bounds of proprlety.

I must tell the hon. member that there are
precedents in Our jurispudence for such a
statement and I should like to cite one of
them. A case dealing with one Carmichael
is reported in 3 Dominion Law Reports, 1942,
page 519, where Mr. Justice Coady, of the
Supreme Court of British Columbia says:

Whie this court has no jurisidlction to, interfere
wlth the order made herein by the court. yet one
cannot help but express the hope that under ail the
circumstauces here the enforcemeut of the deporta-
tion order may be Indefiniteiy deferred and that the
woman and son may be ailowed to remain in
Canada.

After Count de Bernonvflle heard of the
statements made in the house the other day
by the hon. member he authorized me to
make a categorical denial because he con-
tends that those statements are absolutely
unfounded. Just before three o'clock this
afternoon I received a telegram from Paris,
but before reading it 1 would direct the
attention of hon. memnbers to the fact that it
has been stated that the events referred to,
took place on June 20 and 21, 1944. Those
events are supposed to have taken place at
a place called Châlon-sur-Saône. It might be
noted in passing that that place is more than
250 miles from Paris. This telegramn -is
dated February 24 and is signed by six per-
sons, one of whomn was decorated for his
resistance activities. It reads:

We certify on our honour Jacques de Bernonville
was iu Parts from. the i7th to the 2ist June, 1944.
We have seen hlm there.

The Address-Mr. Dorion
And the telegram is signed by:
Abbe Hadot. Professor, Grand Seminary. Ver-

sailles.
Isabelle and Jacqueline Ronin. 80 Ranelagli.
Madame Laliemant, dlspiaced widow. 26 Faisan-

derie.
Madame Deverdelon, 1 Fenelon.

Landry Lagatinerie. decorated for resistance activi-
ties, 1 Dickens, Paris.
Frederic Dorion, M.P.,
House of Commons, Ottawa.

I submit that a telegram of that type from
six reliable persons is much stronger evidence
than the statements reported by the hon.
member. In closing I should like to recali
that when the United Nations were assembled
in Paris in December, 1948, they adopted a
declaration of human right, article XIV of
which reads as foflows:

Everyone has the right to seek and to enjoy
in other countries asylum. from persecution.

It is the application of that rule that we
request in the case of de Bernonvifle. I will
go so far as to say that if it could be
established properly and legally that this
man is a common-law criminal he would not
be able to find anyone to contest an order of
deportation. But contending as I do that he
is a political refugee, I say to the govern-
ment that it is their duty to give hlm shelter
in our country because the right of asylum
is a sacred right which has always been
recognized by ail civilized countries of the
world.

(Translation):

And now, Mr. Speaker, I should like to
quote two excerpts from a book on interna-
tional law by a well-known French writer,
M. Calvo. Here is what I find on page 574,
Vol. 2, No. 1034:

In 1849, during negotiations conducted by the great
powers in connection with Turkey's refusai to hand
over to Austria certain Individuais who had been
involved ln the Hungarian insurrection and had
taken refuge In Waiiachia. Lord Palmerston wrote
on October 6: "If there is today a rule whlch, more
than any other, has been observed in modemn times
by ail independent states, large or aman,. throughout
the civiized world, it is the rule whereby a govern-
ment shouid not hand over political refugees, uniess
some positive provisions of a treaty compel it to do
so, and His Majesty's government beieves that there
are few, if any, such agreements. The rules of
hospitaity, the requfrements of hunianity, the feel-
ings whlch are a natural attribute of man combine
in ruling out sucli extraditions, and any independent
government whlch of its own accord would grant
one of sucli a nature would justiy and universaliy
be stigmatized as having dlsgraced itself.

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, May I say that
the documents to which I referred and the
quotations I submitted this afternoon clearly
show what kind of courts existed in France
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in 1944 and as late as 1946. I have here the
testimony of a French author, who wrote in
November 1948, in the magazine Conferencia,
that practically the same conditions still
exist. He writes as follows:

There is yet another crime, but of an essentially
moral character. Men and women who, in France
and in our empire, have followed Pétain in good
faith (I naturally leave out profiteers of the regime,
the mob of cowards only too eager to hide their
guilty conscience under the mantle of the victor of
Verdun, shady politicians and racketeers of all
stamps), such men and women were always, yes
always, of the French élite. Their unselfishness,
courage and patriotism were unquestionable. and I
have known many of them. Blinded by the myth
of Pétain, deeply convinced as they were, that the
old man of Vichy was thinking only of France and
that, when the day came, he would pull them out of
humiliation and defeat, they allowed themselves to
be drawn on the sinuous way where a glorious
name guided them, committing themselves to
Pétain, entrusting themselves to him body and soul.

Many, at this very moment, are paying dearly for
their misplaced trust and their lack of critical judg-
ment. Many were tried by so-called civic chambers,
in so-called courts of justice, presided over by
magistrates who, not so long ago, were light-heart-
edly sending our comrades to prison or to the firing-
post, aided and abetted by too many so-called
"résistants", whose fresh titles would have borne
looking into or about whom it would have been
nice to know if they were not putting political
rancour or personal hatred above equity. Many of
those unfortunate Frenchmen and Frenchwomen are
now rotting in overcrowded jails or concentration
camps. Some are yet waiting to be questioned.
Well, I have seen all this happen in Spain, two
years after the civil war and, according to press
reports, it still prevails on the other side of
the Pyrenees. There have been rightfuI protests
against this shame, this challenge to justice
and humanity. I say, regretfully, that today
Spain can reply that she has no cause to envy us
in that respect. It is an outrageous blemish on the
name of France, a festering sore that infects every-
thing, poisons everything and which, as long as It
is not cleaned up and healed, shall impede any
earnest attempt at reconstruction in this country.
It is not realized that France emerges, in fact, from
a larval civil war, a war, more insidious and there-
fore more dangerous yet than the war in Spain,
because it goes under the false colours of a war of
liberation.

Mr. J. G. L. Langlois (Gaspé): Mr.
Speaker, before opening my remarks, I wish
to abide by the tradition of the house as far
as the debate on the address in reply to the
speech from the throne is concerned. It is
with great pleasure that I do so.

I must first congratulate the mover and
seconder of the address in reply, the hon.
members for Essex West (Mr. Brown) and
for Laval-Two Mountains (Mr. Demers). Both
fulfilled their task with tact and skill.

I have special words of praise for our new
colleague from Laval-Two Mountains. As a
newcomer in the house he was invited by the
Prime Minister (Mr. St. Laurent) to second
the motion now being discussed.

(Mr. Dorion.]

Being a new member myself at the opening
of the session in September 1945, I had the
same experience, having been called upon
to second a similar motion. I congratulate
the hon. member most heartily on his maiden
speech in the house. As was stated this
afternoon by another speaker, he was a credit
to his constituency and to the house at large
on that occasion.

(Text):

I also extend congratulations and best
wishes to the new cabinet ministers, the hon.
Minister of Justice (Mr. Garson), the hon.
Secretary of State for External Affairs (Mr.
Pearson), and the hon. Minister of Recon-
struction and Supply (Mr. Winters). When
they joined the cabinet they already had a
substantial and meritorious record of service.
I am convinced that their new functions will
afford them a better opportunity to continue
to serve Canada with equal devotion.

(Translation):

During the debate on the address in reply
to the speech from the throne, it is customary
also for bon. members to praise the good
points of their constituencies and proudly
display the development and progress of the
industries that flourish in their district.

I too may well extol the natural scenic
beauty of my constituency. In fact, I can
assert without fear of exaggeration, that I
represent a constituency which is one of the
loveliest spots not only in the province of
Quebec but in the whole country. I refer to
the Gaspé peninsula.

I regret to say, however, that, unlike pre-
vious speakers in this debate, I cannot praise
the development and progress of our local
industries.

As a matter of fact, my constituency is now
feeling the ill effects of what is apparently
the beginning of an economic depression.

Last October, November and part of De-
cember I traveled up and down my con-
stituency and, during this comprehensive tour,
I saw with deep concern, how far our eco-
nomic situation has slipped from the peak
prosperity it enjoyed during the war.

This kind of talk may sound strange when,
admittedly, every part of this country is en-
joying a degree of prosperity such as it had
never known before. But when I shail tell
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this bouse of the very special conditions in
my constituency and point out the causes of
this incîpient econo>mic depression, I arn sure
my fellow members will ail agree I arn right.

There are only three industries in my
county-I wifl not cail them the chief in-
dustries, because they are the only ones-
and these are deep-sea fIshing, iurnbering
and the tourist trade.

As early as 1937, if I remember well, about
two years before the start of the last war, my
district had begun to feel the consequences
of the world war that was to foilow. Indeed,
Canada having agreed to take part in the
economic sanctions directed at Italy when
Mussolini declared war. against Ethiopia, my
district lost, as a resuit, its biggest market for
dried fish. This product, needless to say, is
the cheapest one to manufacture in my dist-
rict, as it requires less care than is necessary
for the kinds of fish we can produce.

During the war a new market was opened
up to us, that of England and of ailied nations
where, because of a shortage of meat at the
time, wIe could seil frozen fish. Because of
this new mnarket, we had to convert our sait
and dried fish industry into a frozen fish
industry.

To comply with the requirements of this
new rnarket, we poured money into the yen-
ture, buit additionai cold storage plants and
overhauled our production methods from. top
to bottom. This market lasted throughout
the war and even for about two and haif
years after the war, under the so-cailed post-
UNRRA plan.

Now that this new market has vanished
we have had to reconvert our industry so as
to regain our former customers. However,
economic conditions in South American coun-
tries, in Central America, and in Italy, do
flot allow us, at the moment, wholly to recover
the world market we enjoyed before. There-
fore, Mr. Speaker, since the war ended, the
price of fish took a f rightful plunge.

Furthermore, our fishermen f rom Gaspe
have to compete with the fishermen f rom the
maritimes, who are able to use more modemn
.nethods. Indeed, in New Brunswick as in
Nova Scotia, fishermen are able to benefit
from the federal grants initiated during the
war to promote fisheries in Canada.

During the war, indeed, the federai govern-
ment provided grants to fishermen anxious
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to build trawlers in order to increase their
catches. The building of these trawlers was a
rather costly proposition and required espe-
cially the preparation of detailed draWings
and specifications that had to be approved by
the inspection branch of the Department of
Transport. The services of architeets were
required for the drawing of plans. So, ini
view of the prohibitive cost of these drawings,
our fishermen in Gaspe-that is the main
reason why they have been unable to benefit
from the federal grants-were unable to
buîld their trawiers in accordance with
federal requirements.

As f ar as the fishermen of my province are
concerned, I know that the Quebec govern-
ment could have done as in New Brunswick
where they, to supplement federal subsidies,
paid for the drawing of plans by naval
architects. The Quebec government did not;
see fit to grant the same prîviiege to the
fishermen of Gaspe.

The second reason why the mai ority of
fishermen of rny constituency cannot pur-
chase trawlers is the lack of appropriate
fishing harbours to accommodate deep-
draught ships. Since my election as repre-
sentative of Gaspe county in this house, I
have constantly urged the Minister of Public
Works (Mr. Fournier) to provide more fishing
harbours in the Gaspe peninsula, s0 that a
larger number of deep-draught vessels may
put into port there. I must thank the Minis-
ter of Public Works for the courtesy, the
sympathy and, might I say, the generosity
with which he has always received my
requests. However, much remains to be done.

I believe that it is a federal responsibility
to provide for more fishîng harbours that
would enable our fishermen, as I said a
moment ago, to build larger boats and
increase their catch. They would be in a
better position to compete on a fairer basis
with the fishermen of the neighbouring prov-
inces, and by that I mean the maritime
provinces.

The lack of decent fishing harbours is a
serious handicap to our fishermen, compelled
as they are to use smailer craft.

Ail our fishing harbours are tidal harbours.
This means that to go out or return the
fishermen must wait for the tide. Some-
tirnes they fish ail through the night and then
find that they cannot put into port because
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the tide is out. They must therefore wait
four or five hours, during which time their
catch loses much of its value.

Again, due to the fact that we lack decent
fishing harbours in the Gaspé district, our
fishrrmen cannot secure loans to build their
boats because these craft, once completed,
cannot be insured. I have myself approached
various marine insurance companies, but no
insurance can be secured for these boats
because we lack decent harbours, decent
shelters where they might be safely moored
during storms. The marine risks are too
heavy. That is the reason why private insur-
ance companies refuse to take them. If we
had larger fishing harbours, where our fleet
could find a haven, our fishermen could take
out an insurance policy on the boats and of
course, if they can insure their craft, it logi-
cally follows that they can obtain credit from
our lending institutions.

The other industry we have in Gaspé is the
lumbering industry. In the past, we have
always made our sales on the European and
South African markets. During the war, this
industry prospered, as did the ocean fishing
industry, but since the end of the war, our
activities in this field have reached a rather
low mark. After having lost the British and
South African lumber markets, we now have
to turn to the domestic markets, either in
Quebec or Montreal. Even those entirely
unacquainted with this region can well
imagine the situation that must be faced by
Gaspé lumber producers, when we consider
how far Gaspé is from Quebec or Montreal.

You can see the predicament of our lumber
producers. They have to compete with pro-
ducers close to the main Quebec markets.

This is not the only problem of our lumber-
ing trade. The Gaspé coast is abrupt and
difficult of access. The national highway
around the peninsula crosses one mountain
range after another. Our commercial wharves
are on the average 25 to 30 miles apart. It
is easy to imagine how hard it is for our
lumbermen to bring their wood down to the
ships that take it up to Montreal or Quebec.
That is why I again ask the hon. Minister of
Public Works (Mr. Fournier), as I have
repeatedly in the past, that new wharves be
built in Gaspé, so as to bring our local
industry into line with those of the better
developed districts in the province.

[Mr. Langlois.]

Mr. Speaker, a year ago I put a resolution
on the order paper requesting that careful
consideration be given to a certain project,
viz that the Canada Gulf Terminal Railway,
now linking Mont Joli to Matane, be extended
to Ste. Anne des Monts.

I hope that within a very short time this
house will have the opportunity of giving a
favourable vote on this proposal but mean-
while I must bring it to the attention of the
Minister of Transport asking him, on behalf
of my electors, to give it his sympathetic
consideration. Such a railway would afford
a good part of my constituency a better access
to the Montreal and Quebec markets, to
which I was referring a few moments ago.
If I may mention the benefits which one of
our industries would derive from such an
extension, I shall say that through the lack
of railway facilities we are unable, in that
part of my constituency, to sell our lumber
on the United States market. Of course, with
the extension we are now asking, that market
would at once be opened to our local
producers.

Before I conclude this part of my remarks
relating directly to my constituency, let me
say, Mr. Speaker, that in the past it has
always been thought that the solving of the
economic problems of the Gaspé peninsula
might lie solely in the export of our man-
power. I now want to correct this false
impression and false opinion because I believe
that if we in Gaspé were given the means
ordinarily afforded any other district, we
would be able to provide for our own main-
tenance without being compelled to leave our
little Gaspé country which we love so dearly.
To use the words of the great British political
leader in the last war: "Give us the tools
and we will finish the job."

Mr. Speaker, I shall spend the rest of the
time allotted to me this evening in making a
few remarks on Canadian politics in general.

First, I heartily approve the wonderful
speech delivered this afternoon by the hon.
member for Provencher (Mr. Jutras) and I
approve unreservedly the proposal he made-
a suggestion which had already been made by
several other members-to the effect that
Canada should be represented at the Vatican.

Allow me now to congratulate and thank
on behalf of my compatriots of Quebec the
right hon. the Prime Minister for the deserv-
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ing effort he has made and the practical
results he has achieved, since his rise to his
present position, in order to give a fairer
representation to my French-Canadian com-
patriots in the civil service.

Last year I had the opportunity to discuss
this question of the federal civil service and
more particularly of our French-Canadian
representation in that service. In the speech
I made at that time, I answered a so-called
nationalist who took a gloomy view of the
situation, in so far as our representation in
the civil service was concerned. In order not
to paint so gloomy a picture for those of my
province who might like to enter the civil
service in Ottawa, I thought it advisable then
to point out to this house that we had had
some success in that field in the past.

Besides, my views at the time were justi-
fied for, later on, the Jean report acknowl-
edged that one of the reasons why there were
not enough French Canadians in the civil ser-
vice, in Ottawa, was that our prospective
applicants had been made timorous and that
our citizens from the province of Quebec were
afraid to apply for a position in the federal
civil service.

However, when making these remarks, I
failed to take what is commonly known as a
rhetorical precaution-I made what some
people consider the serious mistake of forget-
ting to state that I was not satisfied with the
situation at the time, any more than I am
with the situation now. Yet I was immedi-
ately made a target for abuse and accused of
stating, although I had said nothing of the
sort, that I was satisfied with the situation in
the federal civil service, in so far as the repre-
sentation of French Canadians was concerned.

I made no effort to correct that impression
I did not even attempt to challenge this state-
ment, except that I asked the hon. member
for St. Maurice-Lafleche (Mr. Hamel) to
quote that part of my speech where I was
supposed to have said that "I was satisfied."
He then admitted that I had said nothing of
the kind. I did not deem it necessary to refer
further to that charge. However, I think my
hon. friends will be surprised to hear that, a
few weeks ago in Quebec, the same nationalist
member to whom I replied in this house last
year-

Mr. Gauthier (Porineuf): Name him.

Mr. Hamel: Name him.
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Mr. Langlois: I shall, later. This same

nationalist member stated that the question
of a larger representation for French Cana-
dians in the dominion civil service was only
a minor matter. Now, I think it was the hon.
member for Quebec-Montmorency.

Mr. Gauthier (Porineuf): The member for
Quebec, period.

Mr. Langlois: I must add that in his
speech before the legislature this member of
the provincial house weighed representation
of French Canadians in the dominion civil
service against policies of concern to the
country at large. However, I can well
imagine what those who criticized me last
year would have said if, perchance, I had had
the misfortune of stating that French-Cana-
dian representation in the dominion civil
service was only a matter of secondary
importance.

Mr. Speaker, back home, when speaking to
the good people of my constituency, people
who know me, I am not in the habit of mind-
ing my statements to that extent, and I ask to
be permitted to do likewise in this house.
Besides, I am more inclined to practical
patriotism, such as that of the Right Hon.
Prime Minister.

Some hon. Members: Hear, hear.

Mr. Langlois: Besides I believe no part of
those great problems will be settled, for
problems there are, though one is sometimes
prone to magnify them, with mere pro-
testations of patriotism or of * boundless
nationalism.

(Text):

In this debate, on Monday, February 21,
the leader of the opposition (Mr. Drew)
deemed it necessary, for his own good, to
make the following statement as reported at
page 732 of Hansard:

In a flattering way hon. members opposite as well
as some to my left seem to have been assiduous in
reading past speeches of mine to which I pay much
less attention today then they seem to. The interesting
thing, however, is that throughout al those speeches
I was emphasizing a basic principle which has
never changed; that is, that I believe under our fed-
eral system there should be a strong central govern-
ment with clearly defined powers and there should
be strong local governments with clearly defined
powers, al having taxing powers, clearly defined,
adequate to carry out their responsibilities. For
years I have criticized overlapping as between the
dominion government and the provincial govern-
ments. I have criticized increased overlapping on
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the part of the dominion government, as I have
criticized overlapping by the provincial govern-
ments. By such an inquiry as was urged by myself
and others at the dominion-provincial conferences
that overlapping could be effectively eliminated.

I know that in the past the leader of the
opposition on many occasions has complained
of having been misquoted. But if he com-
pares the mild statement to which I have
just referred with the following press reports
of some of his previous utterances on pro-
vincial autonomy, he will surely be obliged
to accuse the present leader of the opposi-
tion of having misquoted the former premier
of Ontario. I refer to the Montreal Gazette
of November 13, 1942, page 20, column 1.
The Montreal Gazette was giving a fairly sub-
stantial report of an address he made to the
Mount Royal division electors, community
hall, N.D.G., and he is reported to have said:

If a contract is to be binding, both parties to the
contract must observe the conditions, and it cer-
tainly takes no lawyer to understand that unless
the conditions upon which a contract was made are
observed, then any special rights which arise out
of the contract come to an end, therefore without
any misunderstanding-

And this is in quotation marks in the press
report.

-"I believe that it is appropriate that we should
make it clear that any rights which may be claimed
under the British North America Act can only con-
tinue so long as the basic condition is recognized,
and that the pact, among other things, is for the
purpose of promoting the interests of the British
empire. That is one of the things we should keep in
mind."

In the same press report the Montreal
Gazette quotes the leader of the opposition as
follows:

Colonel Drew cited the preamble of the British
North Amerra Act, with its stipulated considera-
tion that " such a union would promote the interests
of the British empire," and he made the points
that every right claimed under that contract is
dependent and contingent upon that condition -and
then he said an interesting thing . . . "That should
be taught in our schools" ... whether or not it was
so intended that sentence carries explosive implica-
tions. It implies federal supervision, if not control,
of education. That in turn, implies a change in the
Canadian constitution from piecemeal federalism,
and in the direction of solid nationhood.

Again, I read the following report in the
Toronto Star of February 23, 1935:

London: Digressing from a defence of the capi-
talist system during which he traced a picture of
Canada overrun with "halfbaked theorists spreading
plausible lunacies and quick tricks to end the
depression" the former commissioner launched upon
an attack on the attorney general.

For Canada, harassed by debts, labour troubles
and conflict in company, insurance and labour laws,
Colonel Drew saw in one strong central government
the solution, instead of an utterly mad jig-saw
puzzle of ten conflicting governments. If we were
starting ail over again who would be crazy enough
to set up ten governments in Canada? he demanded.

[Mr. Langlois.]

In the Toronto Globe of November 10, 1936,
reporting an address at the board of trade
club on November 9, 1936, the leader of the
opposition is quoted as having said the
following:

Canada must eliminate the costly inefficiency of
ten governments doing in most cases, the job of one,
or else sink in the rising tide of fascism . . . We
must decide whether we are one nation or nine.

I have still another quotation made on
another occasion when he went so far as to
speak of a main office-that is the central
government-and nine branch offices; that is,
the nine provincial governments. One wonders
today what has happened to the branch offices
mentioned in his earlier statements, consider-
ing his last statements on the same subject.
On Monday the hon. member said that he
wanted then to point out only the overlapping
authority vested in both the central and the
provincial governments. But when one speaks
of main offices and branch offices one has
surely in mind more than the mere problem
of conflicting authority and jurisdiction.

Speaking on this important problem of
dominion-provincial relations the other day
when taking part in the debate on the entry
of Newfoundland into confederation, I made a
suggestion which I want, in the few minutes
left at my disposal, to repeat with some addi-
tional details. I said then: If the nine pro-
vincial premiers are sincere when they claim
that their autonomy is threatened by the past
efforts of the central government to come to
agreement with them on constitutional prob-
lems, why are they prevented today from
getting together themselves, on their own
initiative, with a view to agreeing on a formula
which will be accepted by the nine provinces?

We have been accused-and by "we" I
mean the central government-of having
strayed from the path laid down by the
fathers of confederation. We have heard it
said-and among the provincial premiers
whom we have heard in this connection has
been the premier of Quebec-that the central
government is the daughter of the provinces.
Well, Mr. Speaker, what is to prevent the
premiers of the nine provinces from setting
us back onto the path laid down by the
fathers of confederation? Why do not the
premiers of the provinces follow the example
which was followed at the preliminary confer-
ences of Quebec and Charlottetown? The
representatives of the then existing provinces
or colonies were not afraid to get together and
come to a common agreement which served
later on as the basis of our confederation of
today. They were not afraid to get together
and lay before the imperial government of
the time what was their idea of a federated
Canada.
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If the premiers of the provinces would so
get together and discuss provincial autonomy,
if they would discuss these provincial rights
together-and they could include fiscal
arrangements in their discussions-and if
then they would come to Ottawa with a com-
bined agreement which could serve as the
basis of a dominion-provincial conference, I
say, Mr. Speaker, without fear of being con-
tradicted by the members of my party, that
the central government would then be pleased
to meet with the provinces anew after such
a procedure had been followed.

May I add this, Mr. Speaker. I believe sin-
cerely that, so long as we are going to mix
politics with this most important question of
provincial prerogatives or dominion-provin-
cial relations, we are not going to meet with
success. I venture another suggestion. When
at the end of the 1939-45 conflict the nations
of the world joined at San Francisco to draft
a constitution for the future United Nations
assembly, most of the countries sent bi-parti-
san delegations. I am sure that if at these pre-
liminary meetings, which I have just sug-
gested, the provincial governments would
send bi-partisan representatives, the central
government would be ready to do the same
thing at the dominion-provincial conference
following them. By doing that we would at
least be taking this most important problem
out of politics. If bi-partisan policy was good
when it came to deciding on the constitution
of the international body which was to deal
with the future of Europe, including countries
which were former enemy countries, it surely
must be good when it comes to amending the
constitution which will govern the future of
Canada, our beloved country.

Mr. Graydon: The government does not do
that, though.

Mr. A. L. Smith (Calgary West): Mr.
Speaker, I begin by paying my compliments
to all those who have spoken before me. I
intend to direct these compliments a little
later to two of the ministers. Before opening
as I had intended to, I should like to tell the
hon. member for Gaspé (Mr. Langlois) a little
story, the moral of which I hope he may
grasp. I am thinking of his attack on my
leader in the latter part of his remarks. It
is said-I should add, I suppose, sir, that it
comes from the usual authoritative sources
from which government pronouncements
come-that at the time Noah built his ark
he gathered the animals together, that they
came in by a single strong plank. That was
necessary, perhaps, to count them as you
count and register cattle through a gate. You
see, they had to come by a plank because
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Noah had to build his ark with a doorway
somewhat above the waterline when the ark
was loaded. It so happened that the fly pre-
ceded the elephant. The fly turned around to
the elephant and said: "Whom do you think
you are pushing?" I just suggest that to the
hon. member for Gaspé.

Because of the latitude which you have
allowed in this debate, Mr. Speaker, I want
to take the time to pay a compliment to the
city of Ottawa, to the people of Ottawa, and
to a certain football club in Ottawa which
is the second best club in Canada. I mean
every word that I say. I think that particu-
larly the sports writers of the papers were
fair. I think that in his broadcasts Tommy
Shields was both accurate and generous, and
therefore my hat is off to this city, to its
football players and to its football fans. But
I noticed last evening that our brand-new
Secretary of State for External Affairs (Mr.
Pearson) addressed a banquet given to those
splendid players. According to the news-
papers he said that he had written his speech
while listening to a dull address by a member
of the Progressive Conservative party. I
thought that was rather good. But then I
thought that the member of this party who
was speaking must have had a particularly
soothing voice because, having read the
speech of the minister, I am quite sure that
he wrote it while he was sound asleep.

I should like now to pay a compliment to
the people of Toronto. Two or three hundred
people went there, all of them paying their
own way, and they did not break a thing in
the Royal York hotel. Perhaps some of the
members of the universities who were there
a week or ten days ago might note that,
because at that time the damages ran into
thousands of dollars. That excursion, and it
was that, did more to bring about understand-
ing between eastern and western Canada
than all the speeches that have ever been or
ever will be written. My hat is doffed entirely
to the people of eastern Canada. As I am
essentially a kindly person I should like to
include the Secretary of State for External
Affairs in the compliments I am paying.

There are three or four things I intend to
mention in this debate. I think it is a shame
that this debate should be broken up into
pieces, as has been done to some extent this
year as well as on other occasions during my
short sojourn in this parliament. The debate
on the address is the only opportunity that
private members in all parts of the house
have to make suggestions to the government
as to the items that should be contained in
the budget or as to legislation which it is
thought should be brought down by the
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government in power. So I intend to men- received this morning, and I might mention
tion three or four things which in themselves that it is not from a constituent of mine. It
may seem to be small or even insignificant. reads:

My first suggestion is that the government Dear sir:
should make a change with respect to the My son-
superannuation allowances of the Royal I will not mention the name.
Canadian Mounted Police or the Royal North- -bas been paralysed since the age of 10 years; he
west Mounted Police, as they were then is now 27 years old. He is incurable, he cannot use
known. I want to be extremely f air. The hands or feet. Its called agitating paralysis and the
answer given by this government is exactly continuai shake troubles bim more than the
the same as the answer given by the Bennett paralysis. His dad died seven years ago at the mine,sI arn a widow (bis mother). It's impossible for
government. In saying that, I think I clear me to leave him except for an hour or so. so I can-
myself of the charge of having political mo- not work myself. I have not left hir a day in
tives in mentioning this matter. The answer seventeen years. Why is there no pension for
is that this would involve changing all civil incurables?
service superannuation matters. I know ail about provincial jurisdiction, but

These men may be technically civil servants, before now this parliament bas made grants
but only technically. They do not have an in aid in connection with pensions. Last even-
eight-hour day; they are on call twenty-four ing the minister expounded that for an hour
hours, day and night. The old regulations, and a haîf, and I shah bave something brief
and I assume they are still the same, made a to say about it in a moment.
man subject, not only to criticism but to With regard to the first subject, it does seem
court martial, if he lost a prisoner in a period to me tbat none of us could receive a letter
of five days during which he would have to like that without baving bis heart strings
stay awake. That is the kind of job they wrung and without feeling that perhaps we
are doing. The argument that you must are not doîng our job. I do not say that criti-
treat the civil servant, whether on an eight- cally, I do not mean it in that way at ail;
hour day or not, the same as you do the but it does seem to me that we bave failed
former mounties does not hold water. in doing a bumanitarian job unless we do

I make the following suggestion to the wbat we can to alleviate conditions of that
Minister of Veterans Affairs (Mr. Gregg) and kind.
perhaps to the Minister of National Health In speakîng about arthritis I want to say
and Welfare (Mr. Martin), or in any event to that I know something about it, having bad
those people who have charge of veterans some difficulty with tbat ailment not so long
hospitals. This could be done without any ago. I spoke about artbritis in the first session
definite statutory authority; it could be done after I came down bere and I bave spoken
by changing a regulation. There are not a about it during each session since then. We
great many of these old men-they are old bave been talking about it since 1945 but we
now-and I suggest they should receive the bave not done one single thing. Tbere are
same hospitalization as the veteran. That 600,000 people who today are suffering artb-
would help these poor old chaps who have ritîc and rheumatic pains. Not ail of them are
done a real job for us and who are now cripples, but a great many of tbem are, and
unable to take care of themselves. we bave done nothing. It is perfectly true

I turn now to another matter where I that about a year ago the minister gathered
think separation in legislation is not only together some peophe wbo forred an associa-
essential but imperative. I refer to the blind. tion and bad an organization meeting. They
There is no more reason why pensions for bave not met since, and the artbrhtics are in
the blind and pensions for the aged should the same condition as tbey were wben I came
be in one act than there is that you should down bere.
associate any two matters as far apart as the Mr. Martin: The bon, gentleman would not
poles. They are asking for that. I am sure want the country to get that impression. Tbey
that we have all been circularized with bave met. They are meeting repeatedly; as a
respect to this matter. They want to be matter of fact, they met a week ago
considered separately and it would be a hast Saturday. Tbey bave an organization in
simple thing to do by way of legislation. Ottawa. The bon. gentleman asks wbat tbey

I come now to two matters that have to do did. If he will read tbe speech I made last
with health. I am sure we have all had nigbt, be will see what tbey did.
letters with regard to the arthritics, and I Mr. Smith CCalgary West): I am one of
am sure also that many of us have had letters tbose who beard most of the minister's speecb
with regard to the incurable. I would crave last night. I ar one of those apparenthy wbo
some of your time in order to read a letter I read it carefuhly and accuratehy this morning.

[Mr. Smith (Cslgary West).]
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1 repeat that flot one thing has been done for
arthritics except a lot of talk, and newspaper
advertising which has gone across the coun-
try. I will tell you somebody who is doing
something for the arthritics. Anyone who read
the speech from the tbrone in Alberta a few
days ago wrnl find in that speech from the
throne that they promise both clinicai care
and hospitalization for the very young and the
very old who are suffering from this illness.

Mr. Martin: Partially with money provided
by the federal grants.

Mr. ]Rowe: Where did you get the money?

Mr. Smith (Calgary West): I arn going to
tell you about your money in a minute.

Mr. Martin: You said we were not doing
anything.

Mr. Smith (Calgary West): I promise the
minister that I wiil not overlook what he is
doing with the people's money, if I may put
it that way. In the town of Banff, which is
in a national park, there is a doctor by the
name of Robinson who has two sons who are
also medical men. The three of them are
operating a clinie and a hospital. It is the
only institution of its kind that I know of in
Canada. There, by way of research and
treatment, these three men have done more
for arthritics than ail the government organi-
zations, provincial or dominion, in the whoie
Dominion of Canada.

An hon. Membor: Oh, oh.

Mr. Smith (Calgary West): I arn sorry that
I did not hear what was said then, but I did
think I heard the buzzing of another fly.

Mr. Grant: Tory wit.

Mr. Smith (Calgary West): Tory what?

Mr. Grant: Wit.

Mr. Smith (Calgary West): I arn delighted
to be described as a wit by a famous psy-
chiatrist; I don't know whether it is with
animais or humans. The business of treat-
ment o! this illness is ail right, but what we
need is a concentrated drive to find the cause,
because no one bas yet found what causes it.

I turn very briefly now to the speech of the
Min.ister of National Health and Welfare (Mr.
Martin) of last evening. Frankiy it was not
a speech; it was an oration. Many peopie's
names passed through my mind. I thought
he iooked a littie more like Daniel Webster
than Horatius at the bridge, or anything of
that sort, but it really was a magnificent
oration. A careful examination o! it reveas-
what? It reveals that his department, because
we voted a certain amount of money i
parliament, has paid out that money to pro-

vincial people who are making use of it. That
is the total achievement o! the minister's
department.

You know, Mr. Speaker, wben we sit
around in our rooms and chat with one
another we discuss many subjects. Very
often we taik about one another, and par-
ticularly about the cabinet ministers, and we
have difficuity deciding just who is a great
man. The Minister of National Heaith and
Weifare solved that. I have got to give him,
the number one prize because we require no
proof that be is a great man. He admitted it
very f rankiy iast night.

I now turn to the speech made by the
Minister of Agriculture (Mr. Gardiner). It is
the best political speech I have heard ini this
house. I pay hlm. that compliment. Wbile he
was speaking my mind was searching for
something, and it finaily came to me a f ew
minutes ago. It is based on a littie article in
the Reader's Digest that appeared a year or a
year and a haîf ago. According to this iittle
story three bulls were out in a pasture near
Ottawa feeding on the lusb grass.

Mr. Howe: A very oid story.

Mr. Smith (Calgary West): 1 arn very glad
that the minister says it is a very oid story,
because he knows that bis old jokes are the
best that he has got, and 1 amn in the same
spot. What 1 am doing is improving on the
story i the Reader's Digest, to this extent.
Whiie these buiis were eating the lush grass.
they had one ear cocked on a radio which
was in the field. They were listening to a
speech by the right hon. Minister of Agri-
culture. He was teliing tbem what a wonder-
f ul country this is, how great agriculture was
here, there, and eisewbere. They decided to
take bim. at bis word and go on a littie trip
to see what really was going on. They got
on the road, and there was the big buil, the
intermediate bull and the littie bull. They
trotted along the roads, and tbey came to
Toronto. The royal winter f air was on, and
the big bull thought tbat was the spot for him,
so he stopped there. Then the intermediate
bull and the littie bull went on. I may be
short o! time, and I wish my friends would
not give me quite so much heip.

Mr. Grant: Go ahead, give us some more
bull.

Mr. Smith (Calgary West): Tbey went on
and they came to London. The intermediate
bull jurnped the fence because he thought
London was ail right; but the littie bull went
on to Windsor, passed tbrough the tunnel
went across the western states, the dust bowl,
and on into the mountains somewhere. In
short, he went on and on and on. That is



HOUSE OF COMMONS
The Address-Mr. A. L. Smith

not a funny story, but it seems to me that it
has a moral for the Minister of Agriculture,
and it is that sometimes a little bull goes a
long way.

Mr. Grant: You have a lot of bull in front
of you.

Mr. Smith (Calgary West): Frankly I wish
you would keep quiet. I cannot hear you,
and if I did hear you it would be silly anyway.

Mr. Depuiy Speaker: Order.

Mr. Smith (Calgary West): While the min-
ister was speaking I admired him as a
mathematician. He and I graduated from
what we were delighted to call an institution
of learning. It was not very strong on math-
ematics. It was not very strong in math-
ematics. Recently I was somewhat concerned
because I heard that the great mathematician
Einstein was not well, and I thought what a
tragedy it would be if we lost him. Now,
however, I think the loss would be only to
his own immediate family, because I am sure
the minister is ready to take his place. The
way he threw those hundreds of thousands
and millions and billions up in the air and
caught them behind his back, under his leg
and all that sort of thing was one of the most
amazing pieces of jugglery I have ever seen.
When I was a wee lad in Regina, which place
he also knows very well, the only entertain-
ment we had was when the Kickapoo Indian
medicine show came to town. In the first
gaslights I ever saw, too, I watched a fellow
called a prestidigitator, a sort of cross between
an illusionist and a juggler. He had these
metal balls, one of which be would let drop
so that it nearly went through the platform
they had built outside. He also had iron bars
which he got under with a terrific effort and
lifted into the air, nearly breaking his back
in the process. Then he began to toss these
great iron balls around like nobody's business.
While he was doing this, at the edge of the
platform there was a woman in tights, the
first such woman I ever saw. This woman
was singing a song, I am quite sure in order
to distract the attention of the kids from the
man. My attention was distracted already,
but this was ber song:

They are large balls, as heavy as lead;
With a flip of his wrist he gives them a twist
And throws them right over his head.

That was what the minister did with his
millions and billions all through his speech.

Now I intend to discuss that speech, which
I have since read, to at least this extent.
From what he said I gathered that the Liberal
government takes credit, particularly in agri-
culture, for all the good things that ever
happened to us, and that the difficulty in

[Mr. Smith (Calgary West).]

which they find themselves now arises because
a man by the name of Bennett made the
Ottawa agreements of 1932. I am not going
to quote any millions or billions or anything
of that sort, but I do assert that what Mr.
Bennett said then and what the late Mr.
Woodsworth said then, that there were no
markets, was absolutely true. The minister
did not tell us that under the Hawley-Smoot
tariff we had been closed out of the United
States market. There is no question about
that; and remember, that was in June of
1930. So when our party came into power,
with things in chaos and no agricultural
markets whatever, what did Mr. Bennett do?
He made a market by means of the Ottawa
trade agreements. And remember that a
very few years before that the then Prime
Minister, the Right Hon. Mr. Mackenzie King,
made a similar agreement with Mr. Baldwin.
It never came into operation because Mr.
Baldwin thought and said that in view of the
previous commitments of his party, made by
Bonar Law, he should have an election. They
had the election and he was defeated; but
the agreements of 1932 followed the agree-
ment made by the Right Hon. William Lyon
Mackenzie King with Prime Minister Baldwin
just a few years before. That is the true
history of this matter of quotas; that is
exactly what happened. That, of course, was
not mentioned in this oration by the minister,
which was second only to the major effort of
his junior, the right hon. Minister of National
Health and Welfare (Mr. Martin).

Mr. Martin: Thanks for the promotion,
making me an imperial privy councillor.

Mr. Smith (Calgary West): Well, I do not
know anyone I would rather promote, but
perhaps we can put it down just to wishful
thinking and let it go at that.

What is the answer to the present position?
It will be said immediately that it is a dollar
problem; and anyone who denies that the
dollar situation bas a great influence on this
and all our other problems would be fair
neither to himself nor to anyone else. But if
the right bon. minister is going to take all
the credit for the good things, as he did last
night, then he must accept responsibility for
those things which are no good. His govern-
ment, and no one else, got us into the position
we are in at the present time.

Now I want to turn to a few figures, the
only ones I intend to use. The minister
endeavoured to persuade us, or perhaps it
would be better to say to persuade those who
might read his speech, that the farmer in
this country, particularly the wheat farmer,
is better off than he has ever been. That I
accept if you keep within the confines of this
country, but what is the position as com-
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pared with other people? I have a f ew figures
here, not frorn any outside source but frorn
sessional paper No. 1 15A, dated Wednesday,
February 4, 1948, in reply to a motion by the
hon. member for Maple Creek (Mr. McCuaig).
On page 2 of that return we have the monthly
average prices for wheat to domestic users,
to the United Kingdom, and to other pur-
chasers not included. in those two classes. I
amn using the figure $1.55 for the United
Kingdom, to which must be added the 20
cents about which the Minister of Trade and
Commerce (Mr. Howe) told us this afternoon.
He appeared very anxious to get these
cheques out before seeding, but it seemed to
mie there was more than seed invoived. I
think this means a June election, but of
course they know more about it over there
than I do. I take the year 1946-47 and begin
with August, the first month in the crop year.
The price to the United Kingdom was $1.55,
te which must be added the 20 cents. The
price elsewhere was:

August................ ..... ......
September ........................
October...........................
November .........................
IJecember ........................
January ..........................
February ..........................
March............................
April.............................
Mayv.............................
June .............................
Julv .............................

$2.05
2.07
2.15
2.27
2.26
2.27
2.45
2.88
2.85
2.88
2.59
2.53

Then I go on to the next year and take the
$1.55 again plus the 20 cents for the 'United
Kingdorn. The other figures are as follows:

August, $2.62; September, $2.94; October. $3.22;
November. $3.30; December, $3.29.

I might say that the difference between the
agreement price and the last figure is $1.74.
If one considers the twenty cents, it makes it
$ 1.54 a bushel. No matter how anyone may
be able to juggle figures, and you can prove
almost anything by figures, there is $ 1.54 that
the farmer lost. Nobody can laugh that off.
The farmrer received that amount based on
this grain at Fort William.

Another thing one must take into account
when considering these figures, especially
when the minister mentioned millions and
billions, is the value of a dollar today. What
is our dollar worth? If it is worth hall what
it was a year ago, then of course those figures
which he gave us would be cut in hall. If
haîf is not the correct figure, then take any
figure which is the correct one, and you will
see that these huge dollar figures do not
present a true picture of the position in which
we find ourselves with respect ta foreign
trade. I used the word "foreign" advisedly,
but perhaps I should have said " overseas
trade with Britain", or foreign trade in so f ar
as other countries are concerned.
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I would nlot want anyone to think I stand

here, Mr. Speaker, with a cure-ail for our
economic difficulties. I do nlot. 1 arn not as
clever as that. I arn utterly unable to see my
way completely through many of the diffi-
culties which confront us. I do say however
that, if we keep trading away British prefer-
ences for certain alleviations of the United
States tariff, then we shail place ourselves ini
a position where our throats can be cut i
one minute. The history of this governmnent
has been just that.

After this tariff of four dollars per thousand
on lumber and four cents a pound on copper
cut off our natural products, what happened?
President Wilson carne into office and he
gave us a new tariff. This was before the
Hawley-Srnoot tariff. What happened after
that? The United States congress imme-
diately gave the President the right to cut
that duty 50 per cent, and that was done.
Later it was cut another 50 per cent on rnany
of these natural products. Why was that
done? It was done because Bennett's empire
trade agreements completely shut the United
States out of the British markets. Prior to
that time the United States sold infinitely
more overseas than did Canada. On this
occasion, by the exercise of a littie bit of
independence, Mr. Bennett restored Cana-
dian trade to its proper position. Prior to
his corning into office our trade was corn-
pletely gone.

Mr. Garsan: Tell a big enough one and tel
it often enough and people may believe it.

Mr. Smî±h (Calgary West): Someone does
not think that is true. 1 was going to read
an article which appeared in the London
Economist, Mr. Speaker, but I know that one
of my interrupters neyer heard of that paper
sa it would not do him any good. 1 will make
one assertion, and that is that all this story
about our being against provincial rights
and against trade is just bunkum, as the
minister knew it was when he delivered his
speech last night.

Mr. E. G. McCullaugh <Assinibala): At the
outset, Mr. Speaker, I want to say that when-
ever I have the privilege of speaking in this
house, I consider it a very great honour.
During the time when nominations were
being considered to send our member to this
House of Commons, 1 remember I pledged
myself to voice, whenever an opportunity
should present itself, those principles in
economics and social justice for which our
group stands. I would not otherwise take
up the time of this house.

Tonight I arn speaking on the motion of
non-confidence moved by the leader of this
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party. There can be no doubt in any mem-
ber's mind where the C.C.F. party stands.We stand for a planned economy. We feel
that after five sessions of this twentieth
parliament the government has failed to pro-
vide for the people of Canada those economic
advantages which could have been provided.
We have therefore moved a motion of non-
confidence in this government.

I have listened attentively to the speeches
made by the new leader of the Progressive
Conservative party because I f elt he might
spark-plug that party. I also wanted to find
out what sort of leadership he would give
that party. My conviction is, sir, and the
bistory of the world proves, that economic
conditions throughout the world will bring
forth the leadership necessary for the particu-
lar time. This was proven to be true when
Hitler came to power in Germany to save the
large industrial leaders and the vested
interests of that country. The saine thing
happened in Italy. Whether or not I arn
correct in saying so, I feel that the vested
interests of this country can do no better
than to choose the leader of the officiai oppo-
sition for their spokesman in this House of
Commons. I view with a great deal of con-
cern some of the speeches he has made in
this bouse because, as we ail know, hîstory
shows that the democratîc forms of govern-
ment have been circumvented and replaced
by other forms of government. As a demo-
cratic people, we do not want to see that
happen in Canada.

In view of that, I was somewhat disturbed
about the type of leadership the new leader
of the opposition was going to give.

Mr. Graydon: They are dîsturbed over
there, too.

Mr. McCullough <Assiniboia): I quite admit
that a member of the C.C.F. group would be
somewhat prejudiced in bis point of view on
this question. In the Ottawa Citizen of
Wednesday, February 23, 1 noticed an article
which I believe should be put on the record.
It may or may not be correct, sir, but it reads
as follows:

Back to Section 98?
In the light of Mr. George Drew's demand for

revival of section 98 of the Cricoinal Code-a clause
thoroughly discredited and discarded with the
approval of ail parties-lt can be readily understood
why the word "Tory" is increasingly being used to
describe the Progressive Conservative party under
his leadership. Mr. Drew is apparently determlned
to, search out every reactionary principle and
prejudice and exploit theco to the limit, if by se
doing he cen arouse mass fear and hate and thus
ride into office.

Section 98 is a relie of those hysterical times
when a Tory gevernment sent a detachment of
tanks. troops and armoured cars into a western
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Ontario city to "maintain order" during an !ndus-
trial strike. It is true that Timn nuck wes jelled
under that section, as Mr. Drew states. It is
equelly true that the communlst leader wes elmost
killed In his penitentiary cell by shots froco outside
the building fired by guards during a prison riot
in which Buck had no part. The great body of
Canadians have been under the impression that
those evil deys were gone for ever from this
dominion.

That cocofortable opinion will ne longer held good
If Mr. Drew and his co-partner Mr. Duplessis have
their way. For the ostensible purpose of eradicat-
ing communisco they weuld eneet oppressive laws,
wide eneugh to be invoked against ail persons and
groups of whose activities they do not approve.
The careers of Stelin, Tito and other successful
communist governmnent heads prove that the mere
jailing of communist leaders la net sufficient to
defeat cemmunism. But such a course not enly
commends itself te dictator mentalities; it serves to,
distract attention froco the unwillingness of seme
politicians te accept the social and ecenomnie
reforcos which are the real bulwarks ageinst
communism.

The Criminel Code outlaws ail who conspire
'against the safety of the state and prevides suiteble
penalties. There is ne need fer section 98 which
cen be used against labour, even against pelitical
opponents, by whetever government happens te be
in power. Because of a few economic controls and
their enforcement, Mr. Drew calîs Canada a
"sneoper state". Yet he weuld net hesitate te fasten
upon thîs country the many aspects of a police
state inherent in section 98. a provision whlch
unduly limited freedomn of speech, freedom of
organization and freedom of assecietion-rghts that
must be jealously preserved unless Canada is to
become e hunting greunid of oppression for pos-
sible reectionary geverniments of the future. Cana-
diens sheuld be on guard lest, in the guise of pro-
tecting thero. ageinst communisco, sorne of their
most cherished liberties are snetched awav in the
stampede of fear which Mr. Drew and Mn. Duplessis
are attempting te incite.

1 amn disturbed, Mr. Speaker, at that sort
of tbing being said in thîs house. We in this
group feel that if we are to have the growth
of communism in this country it will be
because we do not plan in Canada for the
security of our people and the f ull employ-
ment of our workers. I do not think, there-
fore, it was quite proper for the leader of the
opposition (Mr. Drew) to make that type of
attack when, as I understand, he cited the city
of Toronto, where bie was as premier of
Ontario, as an illustration of the growth
o! comrnunismn in this country. With himi I,
and I think ail hion. members of this bouse,
feel that there is some fear o! communism,
and we will do everytbing we can to stop it.
Rather than revert to a thing like section 98,
we say that it is only by properly planning
the economy o! the country that we can stop
communismi dead in its tracks and prevent its
growth in this country.

I want to document what I say tonight
because I think that democracy today is on
test as neyer before. We are blessed who
live in this country where we have abund-
ance, where we have the possibility of pro-
ducing as perhaps no other country in the
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world can. If we fail to give our people full
health security and job security-both to our
workers and to our farmers-then I am sure
that we too will be thrown out of power
and that the democratic principles and the
freedoms which we now enjoy will go by the
board as they have in some other countries.

Here is the record, Mr. Speaker. On the
one hand, during the war and since, unpre-
cedented profits have been made by big
interests and vested monopolies in this
country. Their profits rose right through the
war until in 1948 they showed the highest
profits in the history of Canada. Not only
since the war, but even in the depression, it
would seem that big business in this country
has always had its mouth at the cream spout
of the economic separator while the farmers
and workers have taken the skim milk. In
this very debate, hon. members have risen
and tried to contradict the statements which
we have put on record with regard to profits
made by corporations. Here in my hand I
have a chart illustrating the profits of Cana-
dian corporations for the four years, 1939,
1944, 1946 and partly for 1947. In 1939 cor-
porate profits before taxes were $598 million;
in 1944, $1,221 million; in 1946, $1,421 million;
and in 1947, $1,821 million.

I want to point out that often, when profits
are being shown, a true picture is not given,
because the undistributed profits are not
always quoted. In this case corporate profits,
after taxes standing at $618 million in 1944,
rose to $1,017 million in 1947. In addition
to that, the undistributed corporate profits
amounted to $199 million in 1939 and to $609
million in 1947. From these figures can be
seen a true picture of the corporate profits
of this country.

I have here statistics for the 1945 taxation
year, taken from January 1 to December 31,
and showing the profits of 31,807 corporations
as recorded by the Department of National
Revenue, amounting to $1,212,150,000. In the
same year the total of salaries, wages and
supplemental labour income was only $4,865
million. Often in this house hon. members
give as the reason for the high cost of living
the increase in the wages of our people. In
this case we find that, for every $4 paid out
in wages and salaries in 1945, $1 was paid out
in profits to these companies. This informa-
tion in the first instance is taken from Taxa-
tion Statistics, - 1947, page 24; and in the
second instance, from National Accounts,
Income and Expenditure, 1938-1946.

While we should of course pay particular
attention to our own economics and our own
difficulties, I want to point out that in the
United States we have a parallel of what is
taking place in Canada. According to Farm
Research, U.S.A., we find that there too the
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farmers are being told that they are to blame
for the rise in prices. But here are the facts
according to government official figures. The
report shows the increase of profits, wages
and farm income in 1942 as compared with
1939. They are as follows: net corporation
profits, 281 per cent; cash farm income, 85
per cent; wages, 37 per cent. There we find
that profits are being made in the United
States along with the tremendous profits being
made in Canada. I need not quote more
figures to prove to this house that we have
seen a steady rise in profits to large com-
panies in this country. I believe the Liberal
government of this country is before the bar
of public opinion.

I should now like to document the contrast
to show what is being done to our people. In
1947 we had a national income of $11,887
million. If we could distribute that income
among our people in the country it would
give to each individual $1,162. That is what
they would have received in 1947. In other
words, it would have provided $5,810 to the
average famliy. If we planned in this
country we could certainly underwrite health
security and the abolition of poverty so that
we would not have the conditions which exist
today. When we balance these huge profits
on the one hand with what the government is
doing for our people on the other, I think hon.
members will admit that the government has
failed. It has failed under the pressure of
the Progressive Conservatives to my right,
because they were the loudest in their hue
and cry for taking off controls in this country.
Whom did it benefit? It benefited only those
people who are charging high prices for the
things which they produce. We saw the long
line of procedure followed by the govern-
ment in taking off controls. First they took
the controls off the price of raw steel and
permitted it to go up $5 an ingot ton; then
they allowed a 12J per cent increase on farm
machinery; then they took off the subsidy on
milk. And that procedure has been followed
ail down the line.

Between 1946 and 1947 the government
found money for other things. We in this
group have advocated that the old age pen-
sioners be given a proper supplement so that
they could maintain a decent standard of
living.

Mr. Fraser: Al other groups have advo-
cated that.

Mr. McCullough (Assiniboia): The govern-
ment failed to do that. In 1946 and 1947 we
had first a subsidy to Dosco of $7,200,000.

Mr. Ferguson: Will the hon. member per-
mit a question?



HOUSE OF COMMONS
The Address-Mr. E. G. McCullough

Mr. McCullough (Assiniboia): If it is
reasonable and sensible.

Mr. Ferguson: It is reasonable, but I do
not believe the hon. member will answer it.
Does the hon. member's province believe in
increasing old age pensions? It has a C.C.F.
government.

Mr. McCullough (Assiniboia): It certainly
does.

Mr. Ferguson: Why have they not done it?

Mr. Bentley: They have done it. Do you
know nothing at all?

Mr. McCullough (Assiniboia): If the hon.
member would come out of the bush be
would be able to find out that we have
already done that. We are the only province
which has initiated that sort of thing. What
I am saying is that we have to do it on a
national scale. We are looking after our old
age pensioners in Saskatchewan. Every one
of our 28,000 blind and old age pensioners
are today receiving free, full health care,
glasses, hospitalization and medical care.

May I return to what I was saying, Mr.
Speaker. Last night we had a long speech
frorn the Minister of National Health and
Welfare (Mr. Martin). I listened to every
word he said. I want to say to him that last
year a lot of talk was heard about the $30
million given in the way of help to our
thirteen million people throughout Canada. It
is a drop in the bucket when you consider the
revenue of the federal government. Here
are two steel companies, Dosco and Algoma,
which received $7,200,000 in one instance and
$1,600,000 in the other. In these two instances
they received an amount equal to one-quarter
of what was provided last year for national
health care for our people. I think it is a
shame that this government cannot provide
more for our people. Every day letters come
to our office asking that something be done
for our incurables. I am sure that all hon.
members receive these letters. We also re-
ceive letters about giving more to our old
age pensioners. I just want to show the house
the kind of thing that everybody reads these
days. Our people are not protected. I hold
in my hand a letter which the hon. member
for Yale (Mr. Jones) gave me and said I could
use in the house. This is from an old age
pensioner in his own riding. He gives a list
of the foods which they were able to buy in
1942 and the amount of food and the price
which they paid for it in 1948. When he
comes down to some of the staple foods such
as bacon, meat and some of the other foods,
he finds that he is not able to eat them at all.
I have another letter here which appeared in
the Winnipeg Tribune of February 10, 1949.
This is from an old age pensioner in the city
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of Winnipeg, Manitoba. He indicates what he
can eat today in the way of daily food. It is-
as follows: for breakfast, nothing; for dinner,
one egg sandwich, 15 cents, toast and coffee,
12 cents; for supper, two sandwiches, 30
cents, coffee 7 cents, the day's total, 64 cents.
The article goes on to say:

That leaves Mr. Martin nothing for clothing, medi-
cine, smoking, laundry or small incidentals. Hair-
cuts, at 65 cents apiece, come once every six months
for Mr. Martin.

"Somebody took my drinking water glass. A new
one ai the fifteen-cent store cost me 8 cents."

As Mr. Martin told about the 8-cent purchase and
his need for a suit of winter underwear, the pain
in his water blue eyes showed he wasn't soliciting
sympathy.

These are conditions which these people
are facing. I want to impress on hon. rnem-
bers that the government is not doing any-
thing. If we call this democracy, it is not
good enough. We have to do better. On the
one hand we read of things that are reminis-
cent of the thirties. Here is an article from
Woodland World, a publication in Montreal.
Mr. O. A. Buck, past president of the loggers'
association, had this to say in the course of
a speech:

Lumber always has been and still is in demand.
The present problem was to find markets.

It is the same old story. I hold in my hand
one of the papers published in this city, the
Evening Citizen of Monday, February 7. It
contains a picture entitled "Home sweet
Home", and the following:

Mrs. Clair C. Bilow stands outside old OER bus
No. 14.

Alongside the picture we find the follow-
ing: "Treasury surplus is huge". The Minis-
ter of National Revenue said in the report
that we have a $750 million surplus. Al I
can say to that is that it is a negation of
justice and democracy. I hold in my hand
another clipping taken from the Citizen which
says: "Farmhouse fire fatal to three." Another
one is contained in the Globe and Mail of
Toronto of Saturday, February 19, which
states: "Three children die in fire, Wood-
stock mother, 19, held back fron shack."
There is not a constituency or town in this
country that does not need new houses.
Because of the government policy of taking
off controls we find that our old age pen-
sioners and home-owners have suffered. We
find that the farmers have suffered. We find
that the veterans have suffered. The people
whom we meet on the train or during the
course of our business and everyday life are
asking: You have done this for big business;
what are you doing for us? Those are the hard
facts.

We find that, since controls were taken off,
the index of farrm living costs has gone up
38 per cent. The general cost of living index
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has gone Up 33 per cent and the general
index of wholesale prices by 54 per cent. It
is quite clear that the f armer has flot béen
getting his full share. The wholesale price
index of farm. products has gone Up 27 per
cent as compared with an increase of 54 per
cent in the general wholesale price index. In
other words, general wholesale prices have
risen twice as much as wholesale f arm prices.

I think this is a good time to interject the
remark that the net profits of 665 of the
largest Canadian corporations, after taxes,'increased 64 per cent between 1945 and 1947.
Those figures were obtained from, the statis-
tical summary for 1948 of the Bank of
Canada, page 192. We find that during that
period tl'e cash income fromn the sale of farm
products was up only 17 per cent, compared
with an increase of 47 per cent in the profits
of the largest food companies.

In order to show that these increases were
not due to wages it might be noted that
weekly wages and salaries in the iron and
steel industry increased only nine per cent
during that period while profits were up 66
per cent. Wages in the pulp and paper indus-
try were Up 23 per cent while profits increased
247 per cent.

Mr. Case: How much have wages increased
at the box factory in Prince Albert?

Mr. McCullough <Assiniboja): The records
show that when we took over the box factory
in Saskatchewan the employees were getting
11i cents per hour. Today they are some of
the best paid workers in the province.

An hion. Memnber: You are not running it
now.

Mr. McCullough (Assinibola): We are run-
ning it and we are making a profit for the
people of Saskatchewan.

Mr. Ferguson: How about the shoe factory?

Mr. Mathews <Kooienay Eaut): Does the
hon. member want to buy a pair of shoes?
That is a good place to get them.

An hon. Member: They do not make them
that big.

Mr. McCullaugh (Assinibala): ,It is quite
easy to see who are ready to fight for the
interests of big business. I want to say that
we in this group are going to fight the black
shirts, the white shirts and the stuffed shirts.
I have tried to make a simple plea for the
common people, particularly for those people
who are inarticulate, who have no chance ta
corne ta this House of Commons ta flght for
thernselves.

Take the old age pensioners, for instance.
After a lot of prodding by hon. members in
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this house, particuùlarly members of this group,
the federal government finally boosted the old
age pension by $5 per rnonth, but in termis
of real purchasing power today it stands at
only $22.50. Surely it is flot asking too much
to ask this government to do sornething about
that in the immediate future. On February
16 a return was tabled in aniswer to a question
asked by myseif as foilows:

What is the estimated cost to the dominion
treasury for an old age pension plan of $50 per
month at 65 years of age; (a) with a means test;
(b) without a means test?

The reply to the first question was that the
dominion government's share, which on the
present basis would be 75 per cent, would
arnount to $174,400,000. Surely it is flot ask-
ing too much to ask that a plan such as that
be instituted, especially when we find that
this year there will be a surplus of $750
million. 1 plead with the governmnent to insti-
tute such a program, not only for our aged
people but along general Uines.

We in the C.C.F. recognize that you cannot
plan for one phase of our economy without
planning for it ail. You cannot protect the
farmer if you are flot going to protect the
worker. That is why we are trying to fight
for those people. Hon. members to my right
indicate in almost every speech they make
that they are ready to protect big business.
This reminds me of the story of the elephant
who danced around in the chicken-coop and
thought it was wonderful. It really was fine
for the~ elephant, but it was tough on the
chickens. The sanie thing applies to our
people.

I am not going to take up much more tirne,
but I did think that the problems we are
facing today are bigger than political issues
or political parties. If you asked any hon.
memnber of this house I think he would say
that Canada is a land worth fighting for, a
land worth going ail-out for. It is recognized
that war may corne at any time and it
behooves us in this house to think seriously
about these things. We must override politi-
cal differences in order to plan in such a way
that real democracy will work. If the bicker-
ings and foolishness go on I am sure that,
while we are fighting, communism wiil corne
in through the back door. You are not going
to stop it unless you can offer a better ideo-
logy than the cornrunists offer.

This is not the time to fool; we should be
as serious as possible. We should plan our
economy s0 that we could underwrite job
security. By job security I mean that there
would be actually more jobs than we have
workers. That is what I consider to be full
employment. The dominion government
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should take control of those industries which restrictive arrangements designed to maintain the
would be necessary to provide that full status quo. Industrial progress will be sssisted by

government policies directed to the elirnination of
employment. restrictions on trade and by positive measures to

The government should take over those promote expansion of trade and thus prevent the
industries which manufacture armaments development of demoralized markets.
and which carry on preparations for war. I Today our farmers are facing a dedline in
refer to the large steel corporations and other their markets. I have a clipping from the
corporations that can make profits out of war Ottawa Citizen of today in which Sir Stafford
or even out of the fear of war. Those cor- Cripps intimates that his government will
porations should be owned and controlled by have to cut down on the bacon and eggs
the people. But that is flot the picture that imported from. Canada. We find that in the
has developed since 1945. We in this group United States also the agricultural market is
have fought against the policy of turning slipping. 1 think it behooves us to plan for
back to private industry those crown corpora- an international agreement, and to break
tions which were built up with the money of cartelization in the industrial field so that
the taxpayers. I need to name only a few. we may have a free exchange of trade.

There was the Consolidated Smelting plant I advocate among other things, Mr. Speaker,
at Calgary which cost the Canadian taxpayers that the government plan a national market-
$18 million and which was handed back for ing act for our farmers, and secondly that
25 cents on the dollar. There was the they institute long-term agreements with
Research Enterprise building No. 14 which other countries on the block trading barter
was turned back to the Corning Glass Com- basis if currency difficulties are in the way
pany, a company which was indicted in the s0 that we may have the free flow of Cana-
United States. Here we have the picture Of dian food products to the hungry countries
the government once again permitting the abroad, and in exchange bring back the
entrenchment of big business and vested things which we need in Canada.
interests so that they can lead us down the I think we have to do something for our
path to another war. veterans. We either have to roll back prices

The government has set up the Combines or we have to increase their allowances 50
Investigation Act, now under the administra- that they can rehabilitate themselves. 0f the
tion of Mr. McGregor, in order to stop the 90,000 student veterans, about 42,000 have
growth 0f monopoly in this country. It was either finished university, or through finan-
recognized by every one that there was a cial difficulties have had to leave university.
danger from cartelization and monopolies in There are many black spots that have to be
this country. I have here four publications cleared away. 1 arn very sorry that the gov-
arising from the work of Mr. McGregor and ernment has faîled to remove them, because
his associates. In 1945 hie published a report if we go down we all go down together.
entitled "Canada and International Cartels". Those of us in our littie orbit of mankind
I want to read one or two of the recommenda- must gîrd ourselves and be strong. In the
tions of the commissioner. There are some words of the poet:
ten recommendations in alI. Mr. McGregor We are not here to play, to dream, to drift-,
has thîs to say in paragraph No. 2 of his We have hard work to do and loads to lift.

Fear not the struggle, 'tis God's gift.
recommendations and conclusions: Be strong.

Those examples illustrate the power of cartels ta
eliminate competition and ta control production and Mr. Patrick H. Ashby (Edmonton East): Mr.
distribution in wide areas of trade. The allocation Speaker, as I was walking down to the cham-
of markets through restrictive arrangements made ber this evening an hion. member reminded
by private interested parties impinges on govern- m htIhv pkno os aeas
ment authority over foreign trade and may nullify m ht1hv pkno os aeas
national trade palicies developed ta serve wider spoken on sheep, and in fact I have even
public interests. Government policies ta encourage mentioned turkeys. "But," hie said to me,
either imports or exports may prove ineffective il "why not mention horses?" It is a very simple
private barriers ta such trade are erected by cartels.
The reservation of the domestlc market ta particular matter for me to mention any kind of living
producers may be as effective as a prohibitory tariff thing because I have not; spent my life with
in barring imports. The allocation of import or artificial things such as pens, pencils, paper
export quotas by cartel agreement subjects foreign and figures. I have been working during the
trade ta quantitative limitation although such con-
trai may run counter ta public policy. WAays must past twenty-five or thirty years with germ
be found ta prevent private business organized as celîs, with chromosomes and determiners,
cartels £rom supplanting government in the estab- with living things, with if e itself. I have
lishment of such commercial policies. neyer worked for God, as some of these false

In paragraph No. 4 he has this to say: preachers claim they are, but I have worked
The post-war period will require flexibiîity In along with God. In fact, I have hobnobbed

industrial organization and operations. rather than with Him for some time, figuratively speaking,
[Mr. McCullough (Assiniboia) .J
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af course. I said ta God one day: "Do you
mind my taking your place for a wbile?"
"No, no", He said, "go ahead; yau wlll learn
a f ew tbings." Sa I dlimbed upon a mound,
the usual one outside the barn doar, and
when my f eet began ta get warm I said, "let
there be 11f e", and la and behold there was
111e. I could say, "1there shail be no 111e",
and there was nane; for I determined wbicb
animals should mate. I determined wbether
an animal shauld breed or whether it should
not reproduce itself. I determined wbether
it shauld live, whether it should die, or
whether it should be enslaved.

When a human being begins ta take the
place af God upon earth that buman being
bas gat ta be God Himself. I shail illustrate
what I mean. Unfortunately I bave ta get up
early in the marning, and one morning I was
waiting for the bus about six a'clock. Shortly
after six o'clack, the early morning bus passes
the street where I live. It is necessary that
I came down bere early i the marning
because same short-sighted, long-legged,
broad-bottomed, narrow-minded bureaucrat
neglected ta supply members af parliament,
the representatives aI the people, with suffi-
cient office space. The early morning Is the
only time I can efficiently do my work undis-
turbed. We are crawded tagether in a smnall
room, sa crawded that if I lean back ln my
chair I strike the back of the chair occupied
by the other member. It is the mast dis-
graceful condition that exists inthis paria-
ment today. I have seen these bureaucrats,
with their private secretaries, accupying
sumptuaus offices. Have I a private secretary?
No, I have nat. I have done aU my own sec-
retarial work, including typing, for the past
two and a hall years.

I was standing there waiting for the bus.
Daylight was just dawning, and thinking: af
home, my sweetheart-who is my wife-and
my cbildren, I heard a *sllght rustling beside
me. I looked down and it was an old tomcat
wearily wending bis way home. It stopped
as it got hall way acrass tbe sidewalk, looked
up at me, and I wrnl swear it winked at me.
It then crossed the road very slowly and dis-
appeared amang the garbage cans an its way
home, where it would be mauled by the kids.
Twa slaves were the next farm of 111e that
came along. I looked at the face af the first
one and faund it entirely lacking ini expression.
I loaked at the face af the second one and
faund it bad no expression eitber. The first
was pulling a wagon; the second was an the
seat, holding the reins and driving the first.
As I said befare, I have dealt wlth life, with
living things, and I recognize expressions on
animal faces that wauld not be recognized
by those nat accustamed ta looking for them.
If one wants ta know what sort of master a
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slave has, look at the faces of the animais
under Mis contrai. I have made these tests,
and I would like hon. members to make
similar tests lni any tawn or city of any
Christian country on the face af this earth.
Yau will flnd that the expression on the faces
af young people is hapeful. When they reacb
the age af eighteen or twenty that expression
of hope begins ta disappear, and by the time
they are farty or farty-five yau wlll nat find
mare than ane aut of every fifteen people an
the streets wha smile. The reasan is that
Christians are being enslaved taday.

Urifartunately my time is going very
rapidly; if sameane wauld anly plug the hands
af that clack I wauld be able ta deal wltb
these matters mare fully, because they are
very important. There is such a thlng as
what I cail natural wisdam. Let me put it
this way. The result of Gad's work Is per-
fection. Did God make living things without
endawing them with wisdom? 0f course nat.
When we laak at barses we think they are
dumb brutes. I remember my nelghbaur, a
paar elderly waman, coming ta aur bouse
with bath eyes blackened, her nase braken
and her teetb knacked aut. I did nat ask
what ber husband had done ta her because
1 knew he had died some time before and
that cauld not be Mis f ault; but I asked, wbat
in the warid bad happened ta ber. She told
me that she was looing out the kitchen
window whlle washing the dishes, and saw
paor aid Nellie, the aid mare, standing by the
well waiting far a drink. Sa she dried ber
hands on ber apran and ran out ta give the
horse a drink af water. No saoner did she
get near the animal than it turned and kicked
her squarely in the face. Many people wauld
say that harse was viciaus, but the fact is
that the harse was not ta blame because the
natural wisdom with which it had been
endawed ariginally had been distorted and
rendered darmant, shali we say, by restricting
its freedam. It was a slave. When yau have
an animal like that the anly solution is ta
give it freedam. Crime is a resuit af slavery.

Now let me give you an ilustration of
what I mean by natural wisdom. If any han.
member af this house would volunteer far an
experiment I will guarantee he would nat be
abie ta equal the humble horse when It cames
ta natural wisdam, for the human mind bas
been distarted. Take any volunteer, bUind-
f aid him and take him a given distance
away, in a direction and ta an area af whicb
he bas no knowledge wbatever. He does flot
know wbere he is going, nor how far. Then
take the blindfold off, if yau like; put hlm lni
a box car; close the daars; transport hlm in
any direction, north, south, east-ar west, for
a given length af time. He does nat know
how long he bas been traveling, nor at what
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speed nor in what direction. Take him out of
the box car and in another direction for a
predetermined distance. Then after a couple
of years, without contact with other human
beings who might give him instructions, tell
hlm to walk directly to the point from which
he started. 1 do not think a human being
alive today could possibiy do that; yet I can
show you horses that have done it, some of
them travelling a distance of Up to sixty-five
miles, covering an area over which they had
neyer traveled before. That is what I cal
natural wisdom.

Our troubles today, Mr. Speaker, are due
to the fact that the naturai wisdomn with
which we were endowed by God is being
interfered with by human beings who deal in
false ideas. When our children go to school,
to college and university, if they remain there
long enough they will be rendered incapable
of thinking correctly and saneiy. What we
caîl universities are really nothing but
elaborate barber scbools or training factories,
where our youths no longer receive an educa-
tion but are trained for various professions,
and the false and artificial instruction they
receive renders the individual incapable of
thinking naturally and sanely. Let me give
you an illustration of what I mean. 1 have
in my hand a copy of Industry, the official
organ of the Canadian Manufacturers Asso-
ciation. I think I know the man who has been
wrîting these articles; I believe I have been
in touch with him, and if be keeps it up, one
of these days 1 arn going to name that indi-
vîdual because the day is rapidly approacb-
ing when we shaîl have to identify our-
selves, just as we do in this parliament. Wben
a vote is called and the bell rings we stand
and identify ourselves for or against what-
ever it may be. I shall have to read this. It
is only three or four short paragraphs, and
I will burry through it. The title is, "Money
on Trees" and it reads*

Windfalls do occur. As a matter of fact, it's flot
so long ago that a gentleman in an Ontario indus-
trial centre received the pleasant news that he had
won the tidy sum of $34.000 simply because he heid
a sweepstakes ticket on the winner of the Man-
chester handicap.

Ail that bappened there, of course, was that
one man gained what other men lost.

But the best bramas of this and any age stili
persist that there is no substitute for bard work-

I guarantee that this man bas avoided hard
work. If bie believed in it he would be work-
ing on a farmi or in a mine or factory; he
would be doing bard work. The fact is that
hie bas learned a way of avoiding bard work.
-in the task of getting on in the world. wbile
practicaily every fatber bas at some time or another
corne up with the none too original pronouncement
to bis cbiidren tbat money doesn't grow on trees.

[Mr. Ashby.]

Unfortunately, tbere is more tban a fair sbare
of the globe's population suffering from tbe delu-
Sion that money does grow on trees.

I want ail members to pay particular atten-
tion to this part because it is very important.

Witness tbe state of Oregon, wbicb beld an autumn
referendum. on a sceeme to pay a pension of $50 a
montb to ail men of 65 aad over and the same
amnounit to ail womnen of 60 and over. even witbout
the "means" test. Tbe Oregonians not only approved
the plan witb a wbacking majority. but on tbe same
ballot piumped for higber income tax exemptions.

The people of Oregon were perfectly rigbt.
If tbe people of Oregon would discharge from,
office every individual wbo opposes this de-
mand, I would give tbese individuals thirty
days to do it and, if they did not, I would
kick out tbe whole lot o! tbem. It is possible
to give this money to the people, as I will
show you witbin the next f ew minutes.

Tbis man says furtber:
Camne tbe dawn and a study of practicai details.

This man is deliberately lying when be
talks about the practical details, for these are
impractical, artificial details. Tbis man's mind
is polluted, as I will show you before I arn
througb.

Somebody witb a flair for matbematics-

That makes me think that if we could take
these bureaucrats with a flair for mathematics
and place themn in an institution where tbey
would be provided witb an abundance of
paper and pencils, as well as boys wbo would
sharpen pencils for them, tbey could do al
their estimating and planning there. When
these plans and estimates were flnished, they
could be rushed into the next room, where
another group could tear themn apart. This
process could be continued until they ahl died
and the world would be far better off. We
do not need tbem.

Somebody witb a flair for matbematics discovered
to bis and the state governiment's borror, that in
1949 there wouid be more tban 175,000 maie and
female Oregonians eligibie for the pension and tbat
the icost to the state wouid be in excess of $100
million a year.

That aiso is a lie because it would not cost
the state of Oregon one dollar. Tbink of that
for just a moment. I know there is laughter,
but I hope before the hion. members who are
here die they will recognize the truth of
that statement. The greatest mind in the
world. today is that possessed by a man now
living whose name is Major C. H. Douglas.
Tbis man has given us a law whicb I shall
quote to You 50 it will be on tbe record. "The
true cost of production is the consumption of
ahl production over a given period of time."~
Tbis law should be written in capital letters
and people sbould read it until they
memorize it.

I remember standing in tbis bouse some
two or three years ago, when I said the cost
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of this chair was the chair. I am hesitating
so my words will be fully appreciated. The
price may have been $50 or $100, but the
cost is this chair. True, it is not al of the
cost, but most of the cost. The cost of pro-
duction is what is consuned, as well as what
is lost, of course, in the form of sawdust.
Instead of a tree we have the chair. We still
have the chair; it has not been consumed.
If we burn the chair, then it is consumed and
we have exchanged being able to sit down
in the chair for the heat obtained from it.
The cost of production is what is consumed.

If you go outside of this building and ask
anyone you meet what he thinks this building
cost, you will be told it must have cost hun-
dreds of millions of dollars. What is a dol-
lar? I asked this question last year and I
received some of the most stupid, imbecile
answers it is possible for the human mind to
conceive. I received these answers from the
official bureaucrats who are employed with
the money of which we are robbing the
people. I will read one of these answers to
you. I asked these questions: Who owns this
paper money? Who owns this metal xnoney?
Who owns the true dollars created by the
banks? In my hand I hold the official answer
I received to those questions, and I will read
it to you:

This money is owned by the particular individuals,
firms and corporations which have It in their
possession.

Oh, rubbish! Let us see if this is true. Last
year I copied from the Ottawa Journal of
December 18, I think it was, something one of
the magistrates had to say. Many of these
magistrates and judges are almost as imbecile
as these stupid bureaucrats. I am going to
begin to mention names. This man is named
Strike. Had I been there, I would have said,
"Strike, you're out". Yes, sir, he missed the
ball. According to the newspaper, this is
what he said when sentencing some men:

One finds it a little difficult to understand how
men like the two accused would commit such an
offence.

These men were trying to avoid paying
income taxes. Perhaps I had better read this
article first and leave my remarks until later.
The more one studies the works of Major
Douglas, the more easily one can pick up any
statement made by any Christian and find that
his mind has been distorted; he cannot reason
properly. In fact, I have found it difficult to
do so myself. It is a tremendous relief for
me to be able to recognize at least some
truths today. Some years ago, I was just as
dumb as anyone, for I also came under the
influence of these false teachers.
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Magistrate Strike goes on to say:
It would appear that you have a good reputation

in the community, that you were good employers
and that you were considered to be reasonably good
citizens.

My thought at that point is, why not leave
them alone then? I shall continue to read
the statement.

It Is difficult to understand how you would stoop
to commit such an offence as this. If it had not
been for this tax investigation, you and your com-
pany would have had in your possession (money)
the property of the treasury of Canada.

Let me illustrate, in this way, what the
magistrate said. I am on my farm and some-
one comes to ask me for a dozen eggs. I say:
"Those eggs do not belong to me, they belong
to the hen-house", or the sheep belong to the
sheep-shed or the cattle belong to the barn;
all of this belongs to the farm, not to me. No
one but an individual can own anything.
These buildings own nothing. The only way
that anything can possibly be owned is by
individuals. In this case those in control of
the treasury department are the ones that
own the money. In other words, this man
was a slave.

What is a slave? A slave is a person who
has no property of his own and who is forced
to toil for those who are his masters. What
then is a free man? A free man is one who
owns property which no man may take from
him without his full will and consent. What
right have these tax collectors to enter any
home in this country or to take one single
cent from any individual? They have no
right, and they could never do it except by
deceit and fraud. Instead of going as indi-
viduals and holding a revolver at the heads
of citizens and demanding their money, they
wave an order in council sneaked around
parliament and say: this is the law; you are
forced to hand over your hard-earned money.

Let me tell hon. members this. Merely
because an individual is paid by the officials
of a department to rob and plunder, and to
commit these crimes, is no excuse, and will
be no excuse in the hereafter. May I point
out that each individual will, and should be,
held responsible for his own actions. Yet
these bureaucrats will tel you that it is the
institution that is to blame, that it is the
farm that is to blame, that it is the barns
that are to blame. It is this, that and the
other thing that is to blame; it is never "we
are to blame." There is a key that will
unlock the doors to freedom, security and
peace on this earth, and this key we might
cal individual or personal responsibility,
where each individual is held responsible for
his own actions, which he cannot shirk and
place upon any institution.
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I have read about half of the quotation.
I must get back to this Money on Trees-I
forgot ail about it-and finish this last para-
graph. I had reached the point where these
figure experts estimated that the cost would
be $100 million a year. This man continues:

This astronomical figure turned out to be three
times the state's budget for all purposes. Not only
had the get-rich-quick votera Ignored the fact that
such a sum could not materialize except through
ruinous taxes,-

Which is another lie, for taxes are not the
only method of obtaining revenue.
-but they have voted for a tax reduction. Ail in
all, the Oregon legislature is in a pretty fair pickle.

That is what he says. I would straighten
him out. Let them hire me and give me the
authority, and I will see that the Oregonians
get their $50 a month. In fact, if the mem-
bers of this house want our people to live
decently, let them put me in charge and give
me the authority. That is ahl I need. I will
guarantee that every human being in Canada
sixty years of age and over will obtain $50
a month, and I will do it without taxation.
In fact, I will gradually abolish taxation
altogether for revenue purposes as I will
show before I am through.

I want to point out that the writer of this
article was trained by these institutions of
training to think in terms of what we call
money economics-which is an unreal, arti-
ficial economics-instead of real, physical
economics. This man does not estimate the
amount of food, clothing or other essential
needs of the people and then determine if
we can supply these requirements.

Mr. Blackmore: In Oregon.

Mr. Ashby: In the state of Oregon, in
Canada, or anywhere you like. He merely
deals in artificial things, not in realities. In
Industry for February, which I received in
the mail today, I find a similar article. But
this one is not nearly as bad. Since I have
been in contact with them, they are cutting
down a little bit. They are getting wise,
because I challenge them. Two thousand
years ago Christ said, seek ye the truth. He
did not say, get Pat Ashby to seek it for you.

I will hurry through this latter portion
although it is important. It will be noticed
by all that our greatest industrialists-in fact,
our greatest citizens, our real citizens-have
grown up with an industry. I refer to Edison,
Henry Ford and men of that type-great
industrialists, inventors and so forth. They
have all started on a farm or somewhere in
a small village, and have gone to a small
school of not more than twenty-five to thirty
pupils. Some of us praise Henry Ford as a
great industrialist, and others praise other

[Mr. Ashby.]

great men. But really behind those men were
good mothers, in the first place.

Some hon. Members: Hear, hear.

Mr. Ashby: It is all right to laugh. But I
know from experience. I cannot help saying
this, because I have such a wonderful wife
myself. It does not matter what happens to
your children, we men always say to them:
you had better go to mother; mother knows
best. I mention that for this reason. There
perhaps lies the solution to the future prob-
lems of this country. But I must hustle along.
I am constantly watching that clock. I think
I shall have to let this go. It will take too
much time. I will just quote rapidly:

The teaching of economics-

What kind of economics? Those unreal,
artificial economics or real economics?
-and related subiects in American schools-

And Canadian schools are included.
-and especially in colleges and universities-has a
profound influence on the economic life of the
nation.

That is true. Our manufacturers are there-
fore trying to get young men who intend to
study economics to work in a factory, to start
at the bottom and grow up in it and use real
things in order to obtain a contact with
realities instead of specializing in ahl this
artificial stuff.

Now I should like to illustrate hurriedly
the work of some of these bureaucrats, the
uselessness and stupidity of some of these
poor imbeciles, because I cannot think of
any other name to call them. Hon. members
know that in the fall of the year for genera-
tions it has been customary for the farmer to
butcher a hog or two for himself. A few days
before he is ready to butcher the hog, he will
gather up his equipment, consisting of a
barrel or tank to hold the hot water, his
implement to scrape the hair off the hog,
basins, pails and ahl the rest of it. But when
they go to get the knives from the kitchen
the wife will say sometimes, "I wish you
would use something else instead of my good
knives". Therefore private enterprise, free
enterprise as we call it, provides for every-
thing. It does not matter what it may be.
Take traveling equipment, for instance. I
bought some beautiful bags for my wife-I
mean traveling bags. They were really
sturdy suitcases which were made by Cecil
Sprigings and Company Limited. The price
of these suitcases was between $60 and $70.
I discovered that if this firm were free of all
these taxes imposed on them and these con-
trols were removed, they could put these
suitcases on the market actually better than
they are-I could not see how they could
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become any better-for half that price, or
somewhere araund $28. Individuals engaged
i private enterprise say, "We will provide

you with tools for every purpase, even ta
scrape the bair off the hogs. Tbey manufac-
ture a cheap littie instrument. It bas merely
a waoden handie and a small metal disc on
it; that is ail. The price is only a few cents.
Free enterprise, being what it is, plans manths
ahead. In July this particular storekeeper
sent away and ordered five or six dozen cbeap
hog scrapers in order ta accommodate his
custamers. I called at the store because one
of my boys said, "When yau are i town,
dad, get a bag scraper; ours is lost. We want
ta butcher a hag". Sa I calied i at the store
and the gentleman came ta me immediately
and palitely asked me what he could do for
me. He asked me if be could serve me. I
said: III would like a hog scraper". Anyone
would have thought that I bad bit him. square
in the face. "Hog scraper!" be yelled at me,
and he turned red in the face. "Don't talk
ta me about hog scrapers". I said: "II arn Pat
Ashby, a bighfalutin' member of parliament;
don't shout at me like that". He said: "'Yau,
a member of parliament, aliowing these
bureaucrats ta, carry on in this way. Laak
at this", he said, and be thrust inta my hand
a whale bundle of papers-and I hald tbemn in
my hand naw. He ordered thase bog scrapers
in July but on August 25 he received a letter
fram these bureaucrats. He had written ta
tbemn decently, for be said: "Dear Sir", and
signed bis namre: "'Yours truly", and 50 on.
But these bureaucrats, these dictatorial
scoundrels! I would soon put themn all where
they belong. If the people of Canada receive
fram any gavernmnent department officials
letters of any kind not signed "your obedient
servant", they shauld return the letters witb-
out postage ta the place fromn wbich they
came. If enougb people will do tbat these
officials will learn who is the autbority bere
i Canada and they will sign these letters
as tbey should. What did this man say? He
said: "Gentlemen!"

I hope, Mr. Speaker, that yau will give me
a few mare minutes because I have bad ta
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wait Sa many times until the laughter has
subsided before I could continue. The letter
goes on-

This will acknowledge yaur application dated
August 17 to imnport the following equipment.

The man lists themn under three columns as
follows: one, "supplier, Edmonton Butchers'
and Packers' Supplies." That is a wholesale
and retail store on Jasper avenue, Edmonton.
But why tell him that? He knows that becalise
he sent for them. In the second column
appears the following: "six dozen hog
scrapers"ý-the store keeper knew what he
ordered-and under column three, "end
users", those wha scrape the hair off hags.
Can you imagine that? The letter continues:

It is noted that the end users are stated to, be
butchers . .. No letter of essentiallty from the end
users has been furnished, as required as per instruc-
tiÏons on the reverse side of the application under
paragraph three.

Mr. Speaker: I arn sorry ta interrupt the
bon. member but bis time has expired.

Mr. Ashby: Nat yet, sir. 1 move the
adjournment of the debate.

Mr. Speaker: Has the hon. member unani-
mous consent ta continue?

Samo hon. Members: No.

Mr. Knowles: Ten thirty.

Mr. Speaker: The hon. member bas nat
unanimous consent.

On motion of Mr. Ashby the debate was
adj ourned.

BUSINESS 0F THE HOUSE

Mr. Graydan: May I ask the acting leader
of the government what the business is for
tomorraw?

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

At 10.30 p.m. the house adjourned, without
question put, pursuant ta, the order of the
bouse passed on February 22, 1949.


