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S 1.500 a year of my indemnity to meet these 
expenses, but now if people will wed or die 
I shall have to tell them: I am sorry but I 
have not the means to pay for masses or 
funeral wreaths, and I can send you only 
my sympathy ; and if they gel married I 
shall have to give them my blessing. I am 
not afraid to put it in Hansard. The people 
of my constituency know how I treat them. As 
members most of us spend at least $5 a day 
in contributions of one kind and another. I 
do not complain about it, but I want to have 
what is owed to me according to the statute.

1 am sick of the idea of copying what is 
done at Westminster under entirely different 
circumstances. The leader of I lit' opposition 
says, in a prayerful attitude: I hope this 
motion will be agreed to unanimously. It is 
not agreed to unanimously ; I am against it, 
just as I was against the rotten social legisla
tion of Bennett and against all bad things. 
What I ask now I do not ask for myself. I 
ask it on behalf of my electors. Many mem
bers who have just applauded me are in 
exactly similar circumstances to my own. I 
tell the Prime Minister once for all that 
he is on a much safer road when he follows 
the views of his supporters than when lie 
follows the views of the leader of the opposi
tion. Why, why, why cater to the Ottawa 
Journal, that Tory paper which is making lots 
of money by renting space to the government 
during the war. I am not the first to say 
that. It was said in the house by Doctor 
Edwards, an Orangeman, a Tory, but a good 
fellow with a good heart and a sense of fair
ness. He complained of the Ottawa Journal 
being so greedy to get money and then preach
ing immolation and sacrifice. They are just 
hypocrites, like those hypocrites the Lord 
expelled from the temple with a whip.

Let us be sensible. That is my last recom
mendation to the house.

Right Hon. W. L, MACKENZIE KING 
(Prime Minister) : I should like at once to 
say to my lion, friend the member for Témis- 
couata (Mr. Pouliot) that I myself take full 
responsibility for this motion. It has not been 
brought forward as a result of any suggestion 
made from any part of the house. It has been 
brought forward as the result of careful 
thought to what is most in the public interest, 
all circumstances considered, at this time. I 
believe that the motion as it has been pre
sented will serve to meet any and every 
possible contingency, in the most effective way. 
It is not an imitation of what is being done 
in any other country; it is a statement of 
what in this country, having regard to the 
position of Canada, having regard to the posi
tion of the United Kingdom, and having regard

to the world situation, is obviously the wisest 
thing to have done with respect to the pro
ceedings of parliament.

In regard to the question of indemnity 
which my lion, friend has raised, the effect 
of the motion is that on adjournment of the 
house, each day on which there has been no 
sitting in consequence of its having adjourned 
over such day shall be reckoned as a day of 
attendance. The result is that hon. members 
will not get the bidancc of the indemnity 
as of prorogation, but will bo paid monthly 
until the $4,000 is fully paid.

My hon. friend has referred to sacrifice. 
When men of this country are crossing the 
ocean to join with others in the old land, 
prepared to sacrifice their lives if need be 
for the preservation of freedom, it ill becomes, 
I think, any lion, member of this house to 
make comparisons with respect to extent of 
possible sacrifice.

Hon. R. B. HANSON (Leader of the Oppo
sition) : Mr. Speaker, on a question of 
privilege. The hon. member for Témiscouata 
(Mr. Pouliot) has referred to me in somewhat 
contemptuous terms. Under ordinary circum
stances I should greet those words with the 
silence they deserve. But I should like to 
make this personal explanation to the house'.. 
When I was sworn in as a member of his- 
majesty’s Canadian privy council in 1934 I 
severed my connection with my legal firm. I 
want to say that it was not without a good 
deal of misgiving that I did so, because it 
was a firm of which I was very proud and 
which had grown and been built up in the 
esteem of a large clientele over many years. 
In doing so I sacrificed a very substantial 
professional income. Since that time I have 
had no connection with that firm save and! 
except in a consulting capacity, and at the 
same time I returned all the retainers of any 
consequence and of any character which I had 
as being a member of that firm. I am happy 
to think, however, that, the firm still bears my 
name. That is quite in accordance with the 
laws of the province in which I live, I have 
had no connection in a professional capacity 
with any corporation except one since the 
middle of November, 1934. I have retained 
such directorships as I have enjoyed because 
in certain cases I was acting in a fiduciary 
capacity, and in other cases I felt it my duty 
to do so and that it was in no way inimical 
to the public interest.

Mr. SPEAKER: Is it the pleasure of the 
house to adopt the motion? Carried.

Mr. POULIOT: On division.
Motion (Mr. Mackenzie King) agreed to, 

on division.


