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genius of the Canedian people, their ability
and their engineers have dcveloped and pro-
cessed the things they require in order to
produce the social security, improvement and
weliare of the Canadian people, so as to make
the benefits of science available ta the masses
-until these things are done for the weliare
of the people, we can look in vain for any im-
provement in the social condition of tho
people of Canada. To the extent ta which
we can provide ourselves with these require-
ments we shall have abundance; and whcn
we have surpluses arrangements can be made
ta exchange them for the things we require
from other nations. When thiat is donc we
can look for the day of social security in Can-
ada and tlien provide ourselves with the health
services whicn we need.

it bas been implied by other speakers that
such a system would mneen stete regimenta-
tion. A demnocratie cooperative commonwealth
in Canada will bring the first real ireedomn that
t.he Canadian people have known for soe
deýcades. This bouse will do well ta remem-
ber that we -,an never have real demiocracy in
this country, political democrarv, until we
have an economie democracy. Until that, is
achievcd, the passiog of such bills is like
putting a patch on an oid tire. Me are not
opposing this bill, but wc do nlot look- upoi it
as being very heipful.

iRighit Hon. W. L. MACKENZIE 1-ING
(Prime Minister) :I shahl not say more than
a icw xvordsi, since I cm anxious to get the
bill through. I apprecicte the general expres-
sion of approval of the principle of the bill
to cstablîsh the new Department of National
Health and Welfare, though some bion. mcmn-
bers, lik'e the last speaker (Mr. Castieden),
have damned the meceure with faint praise,
while my hion. friend the member for Lake
Centre (Mr. Diefenbaker) hias been rinduly
suspicious about the good that is likely ta
came out of it. As ha wcs spcaking my mind
went bck ta, the time over forty years cga,
when I received a communication 6tating
that the Liberal gavernment of the day had
decided ta estcblish a Department of Labour
in Canada, and 1 was asked if I would under-
take the organization of the new depcrtment.
When I read through the debates I found
that the haon, gentlemen opposite bcd far the
most part been questioning the advisability
of startiog a Depcrtmcnt ai Labour, and the
]ne ai argument they prcsented clmost
parallels what the hon. member for Lake
Centre lias iscid to-night.

First of aIl, there was the question of juris-
diction. Was the goverfiment sure that parlie-
ment was within its jurisdiction in establish-
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ing a federal Depcrtment af Labour? WVas
flot ttict something that belonged ta the prav-
meces? Up ta that time labour questions bcd
been dealt with either by the municipalitîes
or by the provinces, and wcs it nat a waste
of public maney ta stert this new dcpcrtment?
Then, there was the argument that it was
in the nature of clcss legislatian, earing for
people who did not know how ta take care
of themselvcs. It wes seid that evcry man
ought ta be able ta look after himisel without
having a department of governmcent ta look
citer him. There were other questions as ta
what was ta bu donc. Wcs the goveroment
prcpcred ta give some guarantce as ta
measures that would bu carried out, and ro,
forth and so on. Well. the department wvas
started. I arn rather praud to say that, wlhen
1 ca~rne5 ta Ottawva ta bcgin the organization
of the new dcpartment, I had first of cIl, with
the assistance ai the then Postmnaster General,
ta flnd a building in which it could bu housed
and 1 hcad ta ask for the loan ai bis stenogra-
phier, so that 1 miglit have the stenograpbic
assistance nccsscry in beginnin, ta arganize
the work ai the nexv dcpcrtment. I will nat
say more than that, except ta indicitte that
if a cause is righit, the purpose is a god one,
aind the necessity cxists, there i,, cvery reason
wlîy what may have smail bcginniiigs will
grow into a service thiat wvill bc af great
lnational importance.

Is tîjure ayone, to-day, who would say that
we oughit ta abolish the Department, oi
Labour? Is there anyane who wvould say that
the Depcrtment ai Labour bas not been pur-
forming its duties witbin the jurisdlictien. ai
this parliament cnd that it bas nlot been a
mieans and the instrument for iurtering the
cncctmnent ai lcw citer lcw wbich lias been ai
the greatest possible benefit to people ai ail
classes in this country? Up ta that time there
lied been no maclîinery ta dccl witli industriel
disputes. The first cct that wcs pcssed was
one hcving ta do witb conciliation in industriel
dispuîtes. That was iollowed later by c spe'uial
measure ta decl with disputes on the railways.
That was iolhawed still later by the Industriel
Disputes Investigation Act. Thiet measure lias
been falhawed by others deching witli industriel
disputes. I think I cm scie in saying that
the work which hcs been done by the Depcrt-
ment ai Labour in the lest forty years in the
hîrevention and settlement af industriel dis-
putes represcots e contribution ta the national
lufe whose value it wouhd be very difficuit
indeed ta estimete. And as is the case with
ail these things that are good in thcmselves,
what tbey may have served ta, prevent is
something in addition whicb cannot bu
estimated.


