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counicil to study distribution, purcha.sing power,
exchange and the unempioyment, question.
That motion was agreed to but nothinýg was
done. Once more we introduced a resolution
on unempioyment urging the reduction of the
hours of labour. This as other similar resolu-
tions was negatived by the govern'ment of
which the ex-Minister of Trade and Commerce
was stili a member. We introduced a motion
on banking, currency and credit, wbich was
talked out. I myseif had the honour of
introducing that year the first motion that
I presented to this house on the cooperative
commonwealth, our plian for dealing with the
probiems t-hat face us. It was taiked out.
In Vhiat same year we bad a subamendment to
the budget caliing for the nationalization of
our finance, whioh was defeated. We had
another motion on unemployment, an amtind-
ment on going into supply, which was of
course negatived.

In the next year 1 again introduced a motion
on the cooporative commonwealth and the
Conservatives brought in a motion ad ' ourn-
ing the debate, thus effectively preventing a
fuil discussion of Vhat question.

While I do not want to be too severe on
the ex-Minister of Trade and Commerce, for
I think we ail recognize that there is more
joy in the presence of the angels over one
sinner that repenteth than over the nincfy
and nine-

Mr. GARLAND (Bow River): Even if
the repentance is qualified.

Mr. WOODSWORTH: Yes; at the saine
time I do say that it is net fair of the
ex-minister to speak as he did to-day, as if
an earnest effort had net. been made to
bring these matters'before Ithe house, and as
if during that ýperiod *he had iiot been a
member of the government that negatived
these efforts of ours. We also brought in a
motion deaiing witb debts -and with the whoie
question of economic conditions.

In 1933 the hon. mem-ber for Macleod
brought in one of bis numerous amendmento
to the Interest Act. In 1934 there was a
motion for -the national control of credit and
finance; our cooperative commonwealth motion
again, and on this occasion the debate w:is
adjourned, which killed the discussion. We
aiso brought up the question of unemploymeni
relief, and the resolution stili stood on the
order paper at the end of the session, so
again we did not get the fîîllest dliscussion.
We broýught in a motion on the nationaliza-
tion of insurance, a motion to control credit,
and an amendment te distribute the ablind-
ance that we had. In 1934 there was an
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amendment ef ours to provide a stable cur-
rency and credit systemn based on gonds and
services; and se on.

I need not mention the motions and amend-
ments ef this year, but I have mentioned some
of those of p.receding years just te show that
during the time the ex-Minister of Trade and
Commerce was a, mensber of the cabinet we
persistentiy urged the very reforms that hc
is urging to-day.

The ex-Minister of Trade and Commerce
advanced the idea te-day that the government
shouid be in the position of referee. H1e says
that he is not oppesed te capitaiismn but simply
te the evils ef capitalism, andl he is out te
champion the small business men against
unscrupulous corporatiens. Weii, I cengrat-
ulate him on having come pretty nearly te
the tr-aditional Liberal .pelicy, beca-use that is
the position 'they -have taken ail along, that;
the government shouid be simply a policeman
te see that there are ne fouis on either side
and that generaily there is fair play, I think
the ex-Minîýster of Trade and Conmmerce wouid
go further than that and say that there sheuid
be definite regulation.

The Prime Minister makes as his defence
the stâtement that the gevernment has done
.aIl that it legalliy imay do, and having dene se,
ne gond citizen shouid criticize the go-vern-
ment. 0f counrse that is a beging of the
whole question. No one wanlts te criticize if
the governmenît bhas d&ne ail it sheuld do, but
that is the very point at issue. The Prime
Minister raises the old constitutional question.
I submit, Mr. Speaker, that the histery of ail
constitutional questions is this, that, what at
one time was deciared unconstitutionai bas a
few years later been declared constitutienai.
We had an illustration of that a feiv days ago.
The Pri.me Minister toid -us that it was net
within bis pow-er te interfere wiitb tAhe maroh
of the B'ri'tish Columbia relief camp strikers,
that he ecould net interfere unless be was asked
te do se iby the provincial geve'rnment, but
three or four days Inter this government gave
orders for the police te, stop the imarchers in
Saskatchewan, and that in spite of the pre-
tests of the premier of Saskatchewan. Wihat
was unconstitution-ai one week became quite
censtitution.al the next.

Goiýng hack itbree or four years te the days
ef the biank cheque, we found that under
peace, order and geod government, or under
the speicial provisions introdueed ait that time,
it was quite possible under unempl.oyment
relief legisia tien te assist the banks and insu-
ance cempanies. They were give-n heip by
being alJowed te write up their assets.


