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King) and the Minister of Agriculture (Mr.
Gardiner), both of whom have consistcntly
opposed military service overseas, and from
whom, having regard to the speech to whicb
we have listened te-day, we cannot ever expeet
in my opinion to have miiitary service over-
seas regardiess of what .the people may
demand. As to the attitude taken by the
Minister of Agriculture, hie goes much farther
than even the Prime Minister did. He says:
Ail that we ask in the removai of section 3 is
the opportunity to be free to carry on our
obligations as a gox ernmcint, to give considera-
tion to matters as and when tbey arise and to
make a "yes" or "no" decision on the question
of conscription for ox erseas service in the
future.

The Minister of Agriculture ivent on to
point out onc circunsntance, Mr. Speaker,
w hicli te ine epitomizes his attitude towards
tbis qucestion. Ile said that regardless cf con-
ditions, lionever dangerous our situation as a
country and an empire niay be, any party
goxcrnient te-day which wonid bring in comn-
pulsory iniiitary service for ox erseas wouid
laivs no regard for the politicai future of that
tîirty. Surely that is a dangerons attitude te
be taIý(,i liv a niember cf a goverement

c iui xii h thle aspiratijolis of thli p copie of
Canada and ticcir rictilit te suri ival. Howei er
iiigeciic-s the situation eiay bie, mark yen!

Hoe piîýturcd that danger îilien lie spoke cf the
sît natieci ici the Aleetian islands; yet in the
face cf ail that lie said: I stand ixhere 1 hav e
always stood; iîy consideration, -and ne
doiîlt lie îas spralking for the niembers cf the
gox crniiiet areid liiiii-is political survival
at soine time ici tlîe future, even thongb tue
worid inay stand in danger of hiein.- one great
concentration camp. The minister and mem-
bers cf the government who sit around him
have made a great contribution in the scnding
cf tlîeir sons te fight overseas, and I bonour
tbem for tlîat. But great as that contribution
is, the Minuster cf Agriculture nevertbeless
stands up in tbis heuse to-day and says: The
ballot box-riglit or îvreng, "yes" or 'ýne"
the ballet box.

1 boe and trust tlîat some cf tue other
ministers ivho have net yet spoken-the Min-
ister cf Finance (Mr. Ilstey), the Minister
of National Revenue (Mr. Gibson), the
Minister of National Defence (Mr. RaIston)
and the Minister cf National Defence for
Naval Services (Mr. Macdonald)-if tbey
speak in this debate, and I tbink they arc
challenged te do se, witi disavow the attitude
cxpressed by the Mvinistcr of Agriculture as
net representing the present attitude cf the
government.

[Mr. Diefenbaker.]

In 1939 and 1940 things were looked at
differentty from what they are to-day. The
Prime Minister himself, speaking in western
Canada in the 1940 election campaign, said,
according te the report in the press at the
time, that there was general agreement that it
was extremely unlikely that expcditionary
forces froma Canada would again take part in
a Europcan war. That was bis attitude then.
The Minister of Agriculture made a speech
about the saine time wbieb secured a great
many votes for bis party, and in tbat speech he
divided the people into tbrce groups. Speaking
in the town of Markincb, hie said, according
te the press report:

The eîitry cf Caniada into tlic war liad ce-
sulted, M-Nr. Gacrdiner said, je thrcs greus with
vacying opinionccs as to the best miethoci cf
pcoscctiîîg the var. lirst there was a greup
that (lii net Nvisti te (Ie aiytIiiieg. then another
that w ished te dIo everytiîg, andl a cixird, a
sort cf ici-hetiî cci greu. He. salît :\c. Gardiner,
hopc)d lic betengeil icn ths iii lis'te cen groiup.

Ie tice tirst categcicy w as tlce C.Cl'. iarty.
froin w liese piatformi lie riait a niînilier cf
clauses, lut ccferred particuilarly te the cati
for tics coeescrijtiic cf Necatth for w ar. Iii the
secondi gîeccp wxas tue îiarty headel liy Heu.
R. J. -,I;tccioii, ticat optiesed the ceicrilîcioni cf
nien te lie scent out of Canadîa; tiiex clii net
mnicci icocriitin ii-.n icfer ttie ilefeîîce cf Caici
adta. 'lli e Lt ii-cal s, ti iccgl ttc c r leaduer, H igdit
1 e o. WX. L. !Xlaetkcîzic K~ing, liai alriiadiy taLeni
tliiir st aud-iie cocîcriti on cf iii cc. and ilno
licou-t c ecîseriptieci cf wealth. but mcen and
nioney, for the tîroseecution cf tice war.

That ivas bis attitude in 19-10. After ail the
changes chat have since taken place, cao it
lie trtie tiit tue attitude cf isclationism îviiciî
cbaracterized some niembers cf the goî ccc-
ment prier te tue oîîtbreak cf tbe ivar is
stili the attitude cf ths government? Let
ns look at tlîi record ever the years. Let us
examine flrst the record cf tlic govereiment
with respect te man-power. It is the record
of a geverniment wbich bas been forccd te taise
a stand on tue man-pewer question day by
day and week by week. The leadership wiîici
bas been given te this country lias been a
leadershîip based on pulitical expedieecy. Deny
it as yen ixili but the record standis-a
tempcrizinig and a postpcning of consideratien
se fer as the man-pexier problema is con-
cernied. I frankly admcit that the niateriai
contribution cf Canada bas been very great.
Our contribtution te the navy and te the air
for-ce and te flic production cf munitions has
been something of wiich Canada may iveil
be proîîd. But se fer as man-pewer for
overseas service is concerned there has neyer
been any dynamie force or ision shown
by this goveriament. Its attitude bas simply
been te move step by step as and wben
it was fcrced te do se. It bas bsen a record
of trcating the man-power problema in a


