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Therefore, I think it mnust be obvious to every
hon. member that any soherne to be effective
must be federal in seope.

I also realize how easy it may be for any
hon. member to point out the difficulties
standing in the way of any scbeme of social
insurances. It is the easiest thing in the
world to criticize adversely, but if there is
any hon. merober of this bouse who is
opposed to such a scheme of social insur-
ance I hope he will corne forward with an
alternative to the proposition 1 arn putting
before the house this afternoon. Our small
Labour group here bas been reproved on
several occasions because it bas been said
that usually we have been destructive in
our criticism. To a certain extent I may
admit that in many of my talks I have
been destructive in rny criticisrn of things as
they are, but at the same time we bave
always brougbt forward sorne proposaIs for
tbe attention of this bouse. I only regret
that as yet we have not been able to con-
vert the majority of hon. members to our
way of thinking.

To-day we are bringing forward a scheme
of insuranýces whicb is constructive in its
cbaracter. We say that in view of conditions
as tbey are, and as tbey have been for a
number of years, it is tirne the goverilment
of the day did sometbing to remedy those
conditions, and one way of partially reinedy-
ing, them is to inaugutrate( a systern of unem-
ployment, sickness and invalidity insurance.
The governrnent may corne along and tell
us that at the present tirne they are going
tbrough financial difficulties wbich make it
bard to make ends meet. I realize tbe diffi-
culty of the government, and I extend to
them my sympatby for what it rnay be
worth. However, is it fair that we in parlia-
ment should ask the men, wornen and cbildren
who are out of work to bear the wbole
burden of this depression? I do flot tbink it
is. Wben tirnes are bard we are told that
we cannot afford to have a sebeme of social
insurance, but w'hen times -are more normal
we are told it is flot necessary. So the
workers of this country are caugbt between
these two excuses; in good times it is flot
necessary, and in bard tirnes we cannot afford
it. If sucb a scherne of insllrance as I arn
asking the bouse to adopt is approved, it
will give to men, women and the young
cbildren who depend upon them, a certain
limited security in life which they do flot now
possess. It will remove frorn many that stig-
ma of the dole whicb tbey are now com-
pelled to accept, through no fauIt of their
Own.

[Mr. Ileaps.]

As a parliament we cannot, afford to ignore
this fact. At the last special session we took
out of the federal treasury-or raised by bor-
rowing, I ar n ot sure which-tbhe surn of
820,00OO,000 for the relief of unemployment
tbrougbout the Dominion of Canada. That
is a metbod of dealing witb the question of
wbich I do flot approve. Tbere is no system
about it; it is spasmodic in its efforts and
ternporary in its benefits, and no doubt next
winter we will be compelled to do the same
tbing. I would far sooner deal with the
problern in a definite manner as best we
can. To-day we flnd rigbt across this coun-
try, from the Atlantic to the Pacific, organiz-
ations of men and wornen wbo have given
study to this problem and wbo are demand-
ing that these forms of insurance be put into
effect by the federal parliament. Labour to-
day, irrespective of the part of tbe country
it flnds itself in, also is demanding that sorne
f orrn of insurance be enacted by parliament.
It is rather remarkable, Mr. Speaker, tbat of
ail the nations wbicb have adopted scbemes of
insurance, flot one nation bas donc away witb
that legislation; in many cases the original
legislation hias been enlarged in its scope and
benefits. Only a few years ago in England,
under the regime of the former prime minister,
Mr. Stanley Baldwin, the unernployment in-
surance sceeme was enlarged to a consider-
able extent until now tbe number of bene-
ficiaries under some form of insurance in the
Britisb Isles is greater than tbe population of
this Dominion.

I sbould like to point out the difference
between tbis motion and motions wbicb have
been made along these lines in previous years.
Formerly the motion bas ýbeen to refer the
matter to a cornrittee for investigation, but
this time I arn not asking for a committee;
I arn opposed to any furtber investigation of
tbis question. What I want now is action.
A previous cornrittee wbicb. investigated this
question in 192 reported to the house in
favour of a contributory sys4ern of unemploy-
ment insurance, and I believe the house
unanîmousîy approved that report. To-day
my motion asks for the immediate establish-
ment of a federal system of insurance against
unemployment, sickness and invalidity. There
is a difference between that wbich I asked for
mn previous years and that for which I arn
asking on tbe present occasion. Mf there are
those, as I said before, wbo are opposed to this
parliament dealing with this matter in this
way, then I arn anxious to know what their
alternative may be.

We bave a great responsibility in this ques-
tion and we cannot ehirk that responsibility,


