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That is the contention of the Canadian
Welfare Council, whicb is flot in any way a
political organization. I read it because they
describe the condition better than I can. May
I ask my right hon. friend whetber these state-
ments of bis before the election, and particu-
larly his statement after the election, were
mere]y fights of eloquence and a weaving of
words and dreaming of dreams, or did he
believo bis own words? I find myseif wonder-
ing wbether the rigbt hon. gentleman did
believe them. If he did, why bas there flot
been some action in regard to these matters?
Perbaps it is ail theory; perhaps the right
hon. gentleman did not have-I do not think
he did-in bie early days sufficient contact
with the difficulties of people who are poor.
to realize how serious a picture he painted,
and painted so well that one might think he
understood, he really saw the picture that be
painted.

I sbould like to ask the Minister of Labour:
Is it just a coincidence that Canada, of ail
nations of the empire, is the least advanced
in social legislation, and that this government,
led by the rigbt hon. gentleman, bas heen in
power since 1921, witb the exception of five
years? Is it just a coinicidence, Mr. Speaker,
that Canada bas practically no social legisla-
tion as compared witb Great Britain, Australia
or New Zealand? Is it a coincidence that the
rigbt bon, gentleman bas been in power and
that Canada bas been so reactionary, despite
the fine words and the weaving of beautiful
tboughts by the right* hon, gentleman, than
wbom no one can weave them better? I do
not tbink it is a coincidence; I tbink it in
largely cause and effect. During the last
election the papers were full of "King or
chaos" and the common joke throughout the
country to-day is that we got botb. Another
slogan was "Vote Liberal and get action."
Did we get action? We have got inaction,
reaction, laissez-faire and do notbing. That is
wbat the people are caling this government
to-day, the do-nothing government, and the
devil take the hindmost. That is the picture.

So far as I can see, neither the right hon.
gentleman nor any of his ministers seem to
know conditions in Canada. On occasion I
'have been struck with this thought, that the
right hon, gentleman is too much interested in
external. affairs to be really interested in or
understand internal affaire and the needs of
the people. Does he know their needs?
Doca the right hon, gentleman realize that
this country is made up of nine provinces?
I find myseif wondering if he really does.
Since he became Prime Minister, bas he
visited the nine provinces, in order to get the
viewpoints of these people? There is no
answer. If I arn not mistaken, the right hon.

gentleman since the last election bas not been
witbin a thousand miles of hris own con-
stituency. I am open ta correction; if 1 amn
wrong I shaîl withdraw that statement, but.
I tbink I should have said fifteen hundred
miles. I repeat, Mr. Speaker, that the trouble
is týhat this bas been a government of re-
action, of inaction, a Micawber-like govern-
ment. That is the trouble. You will re-
member the fine old character of Mîcawber ini
David Copperfield. I arn very fond of him,
because he had such a comforting philosophy.
The old fellow was always in debt, you will
remember, and when things got particularly
bad and bie creditors cbased him, he would
give them a promissory note and tbank God
that debt was paid. Many years ago I re-
ferred to the same picture and said then, as 1
repeat naw, that the rigbt hon, gentleman
always reininds me a great deal of Micawber,
because wben he is driven too bard by the
people in regard to the conditions that exist
tbrougbout the country he gives them another
promise, another oration or a royal commis-
sion. No wonder the people caîl this a
do-notbing government.

The real problem in Canada to-day, to
my mind, is unemployment, just as much as
it was the problem iii 1935, and I admit
quite frankly that that was the case then. It
is the problem of giving opportunity to our
youth. It is th-- problem of giving security
ta our older people. If we are going to justify
this democracy of which we boast so much;
if we are going ta justify this system, we
must compete with the dictatorshipe. In such
countries as Russia, Germany and Italy they
dlaim. that they are keeping their people
occupied. They are keeping tbem occupied,
in a way; I think et too bigh a cost. They
have taken away freedorn of the press, free-
dom of speech, freedom of assembly and
freedarn of religion, all of wbich we have in
tbis country, thank heaven, under the British
parliamentary system for wbich aur ancestors
fought for more than a thousand years. If
we are to justify this democracy, and
this economic systemn under which we live,
vaTiously called the capitalist systcm, the
profit system, the reward system, the syatem
of private praperty, of private enterprise; if
we are to preven-t aur country from becoming
a dictatorship of one kind or another, we
muet cure the defects of our system, and the
great defect to-day in unemployment. I re-
peat to-night what I have previously said
before variaus organizations in Canada, and
what I said just a year aga before the
Canadian Club of Ottawa, in tbe presence of
my right hon. friend and some of bis minis-
ters: If we do not cure that defect, within


