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vocation that the views and policies he was
setting f orth were those of the members of
his party. Is it flot true also that under the
old order members of parliament, when they
came together to discuss with ministers of the
crown what were to be the policies, sought more
or less to represent the views of the constit-
uents who were members of their political
party, and that ini presenting those views they
interpreted their party as meaning something
more than simply their own membership. Is
it flot truc that those for example who had
been supporting them for years in the press
as j ournalists, those who had been assisting
them in various othcr ways to become a party
in office and to be given thc oppartunity to
make the laws of the country, were supposed
to have becn consultcd? But what have we
to-day? Ail this is completely changed.

The aid order bas gone, the Prime Minister
tells us; yes, it bas gone in regard to some of
the things that are best, same of the things
that make for security. The speech from the
throne has a paragraph or two respecting the
Prime Minister's plans with reference to social
reform and sccurity. But what is to become
of the services and security that are to be
given workers and industry if the very f ounda-
tions of government are being made insecure
by the method that is being taken to attain
these aileged ends?

1 wouid ask whether it is flot a fact that,
before His Exceliency the Governor General
had had any opportunity of acquainting hon.
members with what wvas to be the business
which they were called together to consider
at this session, the Prime Minister of Canada
himself bad flot declared over the radio in a
broadcast that the speech from the throne
would contain such and such measures, sucb
and such policies, mentioning in specifie
language that they ivould be set forth in the
speech from the throne. It may be that that
is part of the new order, but I confess that,
in these particulars, 1 rather like the oId
nrder, inder whicb. some courtesy is still ex-
tended to the crown, and some recognition
taken of the crown's position in matters of
the kind.

But let me go a step further. Do we not
meet here to-day with statements of palicy
set forth in the speech f rom the throne, which
members of the governrnent themseivcs have
had no oppartunity carefully to consider? It
is an open secret that many of the things which
the Prime Minister said in bis radio broadcast
as to the policies of the Conservative party
had neyer been the subject, of discussion with
his colpagues in co-uncil, that he was speaking
on hi.s own, giving bis own plans? And in

justice to my right hon. friend, it must be
said that if you read bis speeches you will
find that he does not speak of the plans as
being those of the government, but ais "my
plans". And we find the same tbing with
regard to the designation of the government.
In ail bis speeches my right hon. friend talks
about "my gavernment". I have in my band
a copy of -the speech froma the tbrone and I
find that His Excellency the Governor General
bas this expression, "My government bas
under consideration." Whose government is
it anyway, may I a.k? Is it the gavernment
af the present Prime Minister or is it the
gavernment of His Mai esty's representative
in this country, the Governor General of
Canada? 1 suppose, as to whicb it is, is a
matter of the new or the aid aider.

Now these by some may be said to be
small tbings, but tbey indicate the difference
between the nid order and the new. Under
the old ordier there wvas such a thîng as col-
lective responsibility of the mini.stry; ministers
beld office from the crawn itself and were
responsibie ta those who were ýelccted as
the p.eople's reprcoentatives in the bouse.
But under this new arder whicb wve are enter-
ing upon it is "my government"; not spoken
by the king or bis representative but by the
Prime Minister. It is flot "the governmentl'
but "my government", "my ministers". That
is very significant; it is exactly wbat, we see in
Italy and in Germany. We find the leader of
a political ýparty there talking about "my
government", "my ministers" and the like.
As one German chancelior said with respect
ta, some af bis ministers and the conditions of
government as carried on in a time af auto-
cracy, "Everyane is free ta speak bis own
mmnd, but God help the ane that does." As
I look at the vacant seat wbere the ex-
Minister of Trade and Commerce should be
sittiug to-day, I cannot lielp thinking that
saomeone rlîedto spcak bis mmid but
probably ,polke a litt1e too quickly. How-
ever, there is the position.

1 say, the ministry bias flot cansidered this
so cailed refarm policy, bias flot been unitcd
uipon it, knew nothing about its scope or
extent or its implications, until it was an-
naunced by the Prime Minister himseif. And
I go a step furtber and say tbat apart from
the ministry, hon. members opposite have not
s0 mucb as been consulted; yet they are al
members of the Conservatîve party, returned
to this bouse as members af parliament and
as such immediateiy responsible for the
policies of their party. We are told that they
arc having a caucus. When? To-morrow


