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moment in my office. That women is sup-ported by a sister who lias to earn
the food required for each of thern, and
she has been rendered an invalid for the
rest of hier life. I went to the other home
and I talked with this woman, wbo had
lain in bad for four years. At the present
time she is the only support of hier mother,
and she is able to earn $4 a week. She
is witho'ut a lower jaw at ail and she told
me that during hier illness ashe pulled bier
jaw out with hier own hands, 'such was the
condition of the bones at that tinje.

It is not a pleasant task te bring facts
of this kind before the House, but I must
say that when I zame back from. attending
a conference at whiah this subjeet was being
discussed and these facts were put before
me, .I feit I would be negligent
in the duty I owed this country
if 1 hesitated to bring into paarlia-
ment for the sake of concaaling facts of
this kind similar legislation to that which
lias been enacted in Great Britain. We
talk a great deal in these days about the
conservation of natural resources, but I
think that more important than the con-
s.arvation of natural resouxzes is the con-
servation of human resources, the conserva-
tion of human health and of human liue.
Resources are well enough;, our lumber,
forests, ore and minerais were given to
us for a purpose, but they were given
for the preservation and noV the destruc-
tion of Ri1e. So in thbe Depart.ment of
Labour we have taken as one o! the objectsr before us, as part of the work which I
trust i l be possible to carry on throughrthe years to corne, this important question
of the preservation o! heaith, the conserva-
tion o! human life, the protection o! the
working people the great mass of the
people o! this country from occupational
o ther diseases which lielp to undermine

testrength of the nation. If this country
is to be what we wish it to be, a country
of happy, contented and prosperous people,
it will only be by safeguarding tlie lives
and welfare o! the many, and by protecting
fromn injustice and ill the homes of the
hiumble in the land.

Mr. NORTHRUP. WouId the minister
be good enough to statV- Wo the House on
wrhat grounds be dlaime this House bas any
jurisdiction to pasa sucli a measure?

Mr. KING. 1 may mention to my hion.
friend that wben I wished to prozeed the
other day with tlie second reading of this
Bill I was prevented from se doing by thc
boen. leader o! the opposition (Mr. Borden,
Halifax) on account of the f act that I liad
not preceded this Bill with a resolution,
as apparently I sbould have 8eeing that it
related to trade and commerce, and mca-
sures respecting trade and commerce came
within the jurisdiction of this Huse. I
think, perhaps, my hon. friend will feel

that the opinion expressed by the leader
of tihe opposition is one wbicli lie wîll care
to acccpt.

Mr. NORTHRUP. I am afraid tule min-
ister who has just 1taken his seat is about
as far astray in the facts lie bas stated te
the House, in the inference lie bas drawn
from these facta and in his general infor-
mation as to the law giving jurisdiction Vo
this House as lie is in the conclusion that
hie lias drawn from the objection stated by
my hon. friend the leader o! the opposi-
tion the oîher day. In this Bill there is
one clause which forbids the importation
of any of these matches into Canada. Be-
yond any question, apart !rom the rest of
the Bill, eliminate cvery other word from
the Bill, and there you have a clause for-
bidding the importation of matches into
Canada which would bring the Bill under
the rule whicb requires Bis relating to
trade and commerce to be brouglit befire
the House first by way o! resoiution.- But
I venture to think, tliat when the minister-
considers the various heads under whîch
jurisdiction is given to this parliament in
clause 91 of the British North Ainerica Act,
and the various heads in clause 92 under
which. jurisdiction is given to Jhe provin-
cial legishatures, hie will find beyond per-
adventurc that tliere is no clause there
that in any way would gîve this bouse the
jurisdiction hie dlaims. Without going into
that point, let me ask him to consider that
the higliest courts of the land have again
and again held that the words: ' reguaion
o! trade and commerce ' must not be read
in a literal sense. As the Lord Chancellor
said: If we were to take these words liter-
ally giving the Dominion power to legisiate
on ail subjects whicb related to trade and
commerce, surely the Dominion would bave
the ri1lit te legisiate witb regard to bils
and notes, and yet a head is given parti-
cularly for bills and notes; surely the Do-
minion would have the power right to leg-
isiate touching insolvency and-yet a speci-
fic liead is given under clause 91 for insol-
vency. Would noV common sense lead the
minister to the samne conclusion that the
Lord Chancellor of England bas corne to
&gain and again, that wben we take the
words « regulating trade and commerce
they mean reguiating our trade as between
provinces, as between nations, regulating
that trade whicli is existing. And, for the
Minister of Labour to confuse the opera-
tions o! an isolated factory, perhaps in a
country town, witli the trade and commerce
referred to in tlie British North Amàerica
Act, is hardly treating the subject with
that respect which. miglit be cxpcctcd frorn
liim.

Mr. KING. I may say that I did not rely
exciusively on the leader o! the opposition,
but before this matter was presented to


