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gîving. careful thought ta conditions in the
West the governmenit undertaok the whoîe
cost of relief. We consideied that particular
aid was in the nature of a national undert&ký
ing'r and as a result we have spent milion&a
of dollars giving relief ta western districts.
I li8tened very carefully ta that character-
istiecally eTtertaining. speeh with which the
bon. memnber for Melville (Mr. Motherwell)
regaled the house. We are always pleased ta
listen ta the han. member, because bis remarks
corne as a relief fram the more studiaus and
seriaus matters of parliament. I cail the
attention of the bouse to tbe fact that the
bon. member, who is nlot usually inclined ta
gi-ce any credit ta bon. members on this side
of the house, said in bis remarks that on the
whole the relief wark in the province of Sas-
katchewan, about which he was then speaking,
was well done. 0f course, be did have
criticism. of some of the individuals wbo were
directing the relief, and in that connection he
drew attention of bon. members ta tbe fact
that certain Liberals were among the person-
nel. Hle explained that fact by saying that
the gavernment put those Liberals tbere as
goats, ta use bis own ebaracteristie language.
I assure tbe bon. member and ail otber bon.
members of the bouse that we bad fia desire,
no wish or intention ta .place those gentlemen
in any such undignified position. Tbe fact
remains that the commission in Saskatchewan,
a body of citizens with a sense of public duty,
bave discbarged with credit ta themselves and
ta the country, one of the most difficuit tasks
witb wbicb any group of men were ever con-
fronted.

We now came ta certain criticisms of tbe
government in cannection with orders in coun-
cil passed under tbe act. The allegation bas
been made by bon. members opposite tbat
this legislation is autocratie, that it is uncon-
stitutional, and deprives parliament of its
inherent rights ta contrai tbe administration
of affairs.* Listening ta sueb arguments ane
wvauld tbink tbat the gaverniment bad com-
initted same heinous offence under tbe guise,
shahl I say, of the administration of tbis act.
Let us see wbat bappened. Four arders in
council were cited, ta wbieb very briefly I
shall refer. In bis remarks tbe otber day the
bon. member for Quebec East dealt with those
orders in council. One was passed wbereby
tbe federal government guaranteed certain
advances made ta the pools. Were we rigbt
or wrang? Was tbat an action for wbicb we
sbould be condemned, or was it one calculated
ta assist the general welfare of tbe commun-
ity affected? Was it a proper act? WVas it
a wrong act? We bave not been cballenged

in regard ta the advisability of givîng that
belp. No ane bas. said that tbe government
did wrong, but semie have said tbat the order
in council should net, bave been passed. How
else could we, bave acted? Under wbat oCher
statute could tbe guiarantee bave been made?
Hon. members bave net shown bow the
emergency could have been met in any way
other, than tbe way it was met. The question
I ask bon. mnembers oppoqite, the bouse and
country is this: Was the government of
Canada justified in passing tbat order in coun-
cil ta assist tbe pools of Canada? Wbat was
the effeet of it? Let me put it another way:
Had we not taken action, what would bave
been tbe effeet? Han. members from west-
ern Canada whom I naw sec sitting opposite
know perfectly well tbat bcd tbe Dominion
government nat given some support ta tbe
pools at that time, aur lack of action would
bave bad a very seriaus effeet upan the
marketing of last year's crop. Up ta the
present time bas tbe country lost a dollar
througb its relief ta the pools?ý Is it likely
ta lose any money? Tbe answer is no; the
answer is tbat Canada, through the action of
its governent, is not likely ta lose a single
dollar. On the atber band it is fair ta assert
tbat the action of the goverfiment steadied
the situation and saved ta western Canada tbe
integrity of the pools, preventing tbem being
thrown inta chaotic liquidation at a time wben
there was civie grief throughout the country.
Again 1 say tbere is no challenge as ta the
wisdom of the action of the governmcnt; the
only quibble is whetber it should be done
under this act, and they offer us no suggestion
as ta any ather way in wbicb it could have
been done. I ask yau ta tell me what hon.
gentlemen opposite woold bave done under
similar circumstances.

Mr. LAPOINTE: Pass an aet of parliament.

Mr. STEVENS: Parliament was not sitting.

Mr. LAPOINTE:- Yes. It was done ta
redeemn a pledge given by the government ta
the banks prier ta the session of parliament.

Mr. STEVENS: When the arder in cauncil
was passed parliament was nat sitting.

Mr. LAPOINTE: Surely it had been sitting
befare.

Mr. STEVENS: No, it was not. Now I
tu-rn ta anather order in. cauncil prohibiting
the expart of gold. Was there an bon. mem-
ber in this house who forcsaw the possibility
of Great Britain gaing off the gold standard
late in September? No one had it in mind,
fia one suggested it, not even the leading


