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confirmed in my statement. In this war cer-
tain measures were necessary te carry on the
war effort. I wou]d say that if in the future
soine mecasures of cectrel are necossary, if
those coctrols will be in the intereats of the
peuple, the people wili accept them. That is
the onily w-ay to look at the prebiem. What
the people want arc measures of rcform. If
these measuros of reform moan that the
people w'ill have te pay a littie more in taxes,
they wiil pay them if thc reforma brings social
security. They xviii accept, if ncossary, a
certain ameunit of rationing- if that is in their
intcrcst. That is the way w e must regard
the problemn. The period of frecbootery, as
Vicc-President Wallace cails it, is not new;
that, pcriod is over. Gox-ernrnont interven-
tion wiii ho ncocsary in order to fil the gap,
to gix e jobs andi scurity to the people. I
consider famiiy alloixances as one of the fineat
means to create empliyment.

The vpipe w-ho reccilvo this rnoney wiii not
put it au ay in flie bank. The people w-ho
reccix e flux noeev w iii net spendil cin traxvel
ex erseas or for luxulries. Tho meney they
reccive w iii ho paid inte the stores. It w ili ho
paiil icI o t ho tailor sheps te buy c o thing.«Tiun tuie toiler w iii poy it to seuocheody ce
and the nuoncy xviii circulaite. Tbat is the bost
part cf it ail, and tiat is xvhy it xxiii croate
more cinpioynîc nt than w euid S200,000,000
speut in any other xxay.

Fauxix aiiexvancs wxiii strengtien rather
than xxcaken national unrity. It xxiii net
iweaicc ii, as the house Icader of the Pro-
gress~ive Conservati\-e pal ty bias said. Why
xviii if scticgthrn it? There cannot he natienal
unîty whoc eone grouîi dees net enjoy the samie
piix lIeges as a greup cernexvhcere else. National
unity' is net something yen can play wxith.
Yen cannot croate national unity by just talk-
ing abouit it. Yen xviii net get it in that xxay.
We need ccxv xxays that xxiii malte our people
feci that they are equal te the citizeccs of
Ontario or the citizons cf British Columbia.
That iýs the xvay te get national unîty. Give
the people an epportunity te foc] that here
is a gox-erecocut that considers thcir pliglit
andtiN taking measures te remedy it. Thiat
xvii] gix e them faith in dernecracy. That is
the way te approach the probiern cf national
unity.

It is unfortucate that xve have people w-ho
say that family alloxvances are beicg tîsed te
subsidize Quebec. It Ns net te subsidize
Q uebec; it is te subsidize Canadians w-ho
ceed thocre subsidies. W/bat do the large
families cf Quebec de? Do they sit back?
Do they play areund ail the time? Do they
neot produce for Canada. Have net the
farmers' sons and daughters cf Quebec genee
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inte the factories te produce the weapons of
war? Whbe has filled the most shelîs in this
country? It is the sens and daughters cf
Quebec. W/ho bas built tanks and guns fer
cur army? The sens and claughters cf
Q.uebec. They are doing useful work. Wby
try te divide the ceuntry and.say that theso
famiiy ailowances are te subsîdize one prov-
ince? W/e must tbink cf our people as Cana-
dians and stop thinking cf them as peeple cf
Octaneo and peeple cf Quebec.

I do net want te speak mticb lenger on this
peint. I came across a very fine editorial in
Saturday Niqht deaiing xvith family ailoxv-
acces and rofcrricg te those people w-ho say
thait familv ailexxacces is a sop te or a subsidy
for Qucbec. -I do net knox xvho xxrote this
editorial, but it sounds like Saudxx-li's
language. le has a very fine approacb toxv-rd
the problem cf the unity cf Canada. The
editorial reads:

We Sb ail Iax-e a C a cailo natio c11 w iv h o
wxe eau foil, pi ettx- genora1Iyx - liat a Cacadian
cbld iq a Cacadjan ctxîld and ,iit:tledl ti crtin
coiie adl tîlg'h. w o I b iý Fiuecob or
S(.ittidî cx lii 71r.-jillll by rie i in ill. xl te
bf' is in Qiuec or Alberita. w hoilui- Ilo iý Iile
.ýol cf al cxii C' itîiolii.( ;l 1Iti mu or ex -c
a M\arîxiail M u(ciii ' V cia li- thlat
tiue, or xx (ai (Iefui it. li oii attt)idi cil

I agrce xxhoicieartodiy xxith the attitudeo
eese.-d in that editerial.

There are a few things in flie bil I arn not
tee suie %bout. The lion. moembor for North
Battieford (Mrs. Niolen) referrcd te the
iffoîoct ratc c for difforent, 1. h. i hae one
chiid and I kcexv that a veil1-c riid neods
spocial food. Youcger children require
eut ireiy difforent foods frcm those required by
groxxn-up-.. Speciai canned foods that are put
eut for smali children are quite expensîve.
Codiiver cili N expen.sive. I xvas surprised the
other day xx-hen 1 had to pay $4 te $5 for a
pair cf shoes for a smali cixild. And then a
smail chiid xviii kili a pair cf shees in ce time
at ail. Cunsidering it fin1 1  thaf pmoint uf
x iexv, I cancet uuderstacd xvb S5 s-houid be
paid for yeucger children and $8 for the eider.

A crnpiicated acceîîcicing system xviii ho
neces-scry. Cocsidoricg it freux ail angles, I
xvouid sa-y it xvoud ho xvorth xx-le to hlave a
flat rate cf $S for ail ciîildren. In supperticg
this noccoure I make an appeai te cli. We
slîocid pxit the moasure flîrcugu as seen as
possible and lot thL peopxle cf Canada feel
that co group in Canada stands in the way
cf a nicasure se nccssary for fixe xvcifare of
the country.

If anyone bas any doubt as te the cffect
cf fauxiiy aiiexxacces nîxon licaith, I should like
te gix c some figures xvhich xxere furnished me


