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wear would have to pay for it at the rate of
$3 per pound. I mentioned that wbile oats
were selling at seven cents a bushel, oatmaeal
sold at five cents per pound; bides w.ere selling
at 25 cents each and sboes at from $7 to $10
per' pair. To-dýay the Canadien people are not
so much con-cerned about the method by whîch
we propose to stop competition, but they do
want to know bow we propose to ensure themi
a reasonable return, and thereby bring about
an equnality bet-ween the amount they receive
for their products and the amount tbey have
to pay for supplies.

Te the montbi of April I receivcd a return
frem one of n- constituents. This retura
puirpeets to ho a st-itement from the Sas-
katchrwan Cooporative Creameries. This
gentleman in the montb cf Marcli sent 30
dozen cggs to the comnpanv's plant at iRegina,
and the rctuirn hoe received indicqted that the
eggs w'ore grsd(,d in class;es A. B and C. ac-
cordin,, to qualitv. IIis total receipt for the
30 dlrn eggs amoiminteil to only Si .67. ln
the note wbici hie sont to me hoe stated that
on Marcb(- il the cggs we(re, s.ld for 5ý cents
a dozon, buit that on April 8, the date of
writing, they couild not ho sold for enough to
pay for transportation.

After puitting this countrY to an expense
of hundrcds of thotisands of dollars in earrying
on an investigation 1 holiox e the Primo Min-
1stor is flot faiir in stating. as hie dii vestcrday,
that wc have gonc as far as wvc can uinder the
constittution. If thiat is so I sw' hoe should
flot have appointel the commission, and
sboufl have followecl the suiggestion 1 made in
Fehriiary of 1933, more than two ycars ago.
This xxork couild hiave heen donc by the
research concil withont cost to the country,
and 1 have no doifht that in the final analysis
some means could have hemn found whereby
to a certain extent at leaist we coffld have
heen rclievcd fromn the conditions whicb stili
exist.

Ia mv view t:he inquiiry has certainiy fallen
short of what was expocted. WThat advantage
xviii it ho to my constitaients if 1 bave to tel1

them that on -,suIlt of this expensive inquiry
is that if thev allow a man to work for liaîf
an hoiir over the al1ottkd time they will be
hiable to a fine or imprisonment. Sometimes
à man comos along-I have had this experience
-wanting a job at any wage. If in that cir-
cumstance you have not very muchi woDrk te
do but consent te give him a dollar a day you
xvill ho, lable to a fine or imprisonment for
accopting the services of the man in question,
ani for giving him a home but paying him.
less than standard wagcs. That is about the
only resuilt we have had from the investiga-
tion.

[M~r. R. MeKenzie.]

The Prime Minister spoke about the con-
stitution. In view of bis knowledge of the
inquiry held in 1919 1 contend that since
Fehruiary of 1933 hoe has bad plenty of time
to amend the constitution se as to make it
possible to do something for these distressed
people who are suffering for want of legislation
along those lino.s. I ask the government: Why
did you net do it?

Mr. T. L. CHURCH (East Toronto) : Mr.
Speaker, 1 do net intend te give a silent vote
on this bill. I think the geverement deserves
the utinost credit for being the first gevern-
mient since confederation te endeavour te do
something tbroughi the regulatien of trade and
commerce, for the workers of this country.
This particular bill te crocate a federal trade
hoard will croate a new industrial magna
charta for the xvorkers cf this couatry. The
Conservative party bas donc itsolf proud in
the mass buy-ing commission. It originated
ivith the Consorx ative party, and aIl along
the Conservative part.y bas been the friend
of labour and cf the consumer.

M'e havxe hiad tbis session inin 'oy opinion
tee much laxv and tee lit tlc commo~n senso.
Wce should forget that we are lawycrs and
endeaxour to carry eut as far as possible the
x ory important rocommendatiens whichi have
been made by tho mass buying commission.
The purpose cf this bill is te give a new deal
te the masses cf eîîr people and it sheuld
net ho apprenchod by queîing laiw cases and
decisiens basod on soparato facts, bocause xve
are faccd xvith a comnpletoly differont sot cf
facts new, ewing- te changod conditions, frem
those faoing the fathers cf confoderatien wvben
the British North America Act xvas framed.

Ton years age, .\Ir. Speaker, I advocated a
fedoral trade commission, much ef wýhat is
prepesed in this particular bill, Ne. 86. Fer-
tunately one cf the cardinal principlos cf the
British constitution and cf our own constitu-
tien, which is part and parcel cf it, is that
the courts are. subserviont te the legisiature.
It was a groat mistake in 1867 in se framing
the British North Amierica Act that we liad
any prov incial logislatures at ail. Thcy were
created by the fathers cf cenfedieration for
political and net for ecenerc purposes. The
resiilt bas bccn that this governmont, which
bas donc moe fer the working people than
any other governiment sinco cenfederation bas
heen very much bampered in framing this
relief act or new deal, by stated cases and
decisions of the courts on sections 91 and 92
cf the British North America Act.

The British Northt America Act is a relie
of the past, and in my opinion confedieration
canne t last much longer unless we grapple


