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of nId age pensions, we found the same
difficulties that we are experiencing to-day in
connection with unemployment insurance.

What have I to complain about now? Well,
I do complain when the Minister of Labour
(Mr. Rogers) rises in his place to-night and
practically says we are going to do nothing
until such time as ail the provinces combine
to make a united move in a certain direction.
I do not think that is expressing a desire or
even an intention that within a reasonable
time the people of this country may expect
a national system of unemployment insurance.
I arn anxious that somnething be done. I arn
disappointed heyond words at the attitude of
some of the provincial premiers. I disapprove
the attitude of the premier of Alberta and
the attitude of the premier of Quo-bec on this
question; for I believe that hy .bringing in a
scheme of unemployment insurance we really
would ho doing a gond thing for the provinces
concernod. Sometimes when I hear these two
premiers speak about the unity of Canada,
I think they could do nothing better at this
tirne to prornote unity than to give their
consent to the inaugýuration of a national
system of unemployrnent insuranco.

Let it ho stnted at once that, as far as I arn
concernod, I do not believe for one moment
that any seherne of unomplnyrnent insurance
we miglit introduce here would wholly solve
the problem of unemployrnent. Rather than
support unemployrnent insurance I would far
sonner have the government ombark upon a
seheme which would provide empinyrnent
assurance, sornething which bas heen prornisod
both within and without this chamber so often
in the past. But if we cannot have a systern
which will give our people a certain amount
of econornic security by providing them with
work, then I think it is up to the governrnent
to see that we have a comprehensive and
all-embracing system of unempînyrnent insur-
ance whîch at least will givo our working
people a certain measure of econornie security
which they do not possess at the present tirne.

If, as the governrnent say, thoy have pigeon-
holed away somoewhere a scheme that they
hope to introduce into this chamber at sorne
tirne in the future, I hope that scheme wil
be as wide and as all-embracing as the hon.
member for Essex East (Mr. Martin) sug-
gested this afternoon. We have advanced so
far since unempînyment insurance was flrst
introduced that to-day the problern is entirely
different from that which existed in 1911 when
this system was flrst introduced in Great
Britain. If my memory serves me correctly,
at that tirne the unernployed in Great Britain,
according to trade union statistics, would aver-
age sornewhere in the neighbourhood of seven
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per cent. Our unemployed to-day probably
would run in the neighbourhood of 25 per
cent, or at the very least, 20 per cent. So
I think we shall have great difficulty, bearing
in mind the vast amount of unemployment
with which we have to contend at the present
time, in drafting a scheme sufficient]y ail-
embracing to take care of the 400,000 people
wvho are at present unemployed.

I feel. Mr. Speaker, that if we are going
to give hope to these people who are. lot us
say, partly unemployed and who expect sorne
day to ho in tho ranks of the unemployed,
we ought to give thern somo idea of what an
unernployment scheme is going to do. When
the ministor told us the govornmont bad a
measure ready to deal wjth this question, I
wvas disappointed in that he did not at least
tell us the scope of the measure or what were
the inirndiate plans of the governrncnt. That
is my main disappointment as far as bis
speech is concerned, hecause with the rest of
it I entirely agree. I do not complain with
regard to w~hat the minister said; my corn-
plaint is rathier with regard to what ho
ornitted to say.

What is tho immediate policy of the gov-
ernment as far as uncrnployrnent insurance
is conccrned? Muist we w~ait now until al
the pro ilice.s say they are prepared to corne
under a federal scheme and then have the
constitution chianged? Is that the present
suiggest ion? If it is, I would far rather have
the government corne forward with an alter-
native proposaI. I would far rather have the
gox ernmTent say, "Well, we will introduce a
measure and make it permissive, so that ail
the provinces wishîng to do so may corne under
the scheme." I arn quite sure I suggested pro-
posais along theso lines in this chamber in
1929. At that timo tho excuse of tho goverfi-
ment was that they could flot introduco such
a measuro bocauso the provinces did not want
it. If I had to introdure a measure of this
kind into this chambor, I would make it a
condition that it should not becorne oporative
tintil at least five or six of the provinces sig-
nified their intention of cnming under its
scopo. If that were done, I believe in a
very short period aIl the provinces would
corne under the scherno, providod the gov-
ernment would make it sufficiently attractive.

I want to resumoe my seat because there
are other hon. mombers who wish to speak
this evcning; but before I do so, let me add
that, in order to induce the provinces to adopt
the seheme. I would have more than one-
third of the cost assumed by the federal
governrnent. If the federal authority assumod,
say flfty pier cent of the entire cost, they
would not loso anything. We should over-


