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Unemployment )nsurance

May I point out that the man, who, for

instance, invests his moneY in the bonds of
an industriel company is assured of an annual
return at a very reasonable rate of interest.
Suppose hie invests $15,000 ini 7 per oent in-
dustrial.bonds, he receives in return an annuai
incoine of $1,050, which js more than the aver-
age wage earned by a man engaged in indus-
trial pursuits in this country. Is it unreason-
able to suggest that the man so engaged
should be as weil sa.feguarded in respect to
the annual return on his labour as is the in-

vestor on bis capital? If I could have my
way, I would insist thst the owners of indus-
try should regard every empioyee as being

at least as valuable to the industrY as the

man who invests $15,000 in its bonds, and
who, without any effort on hie part, abstracts
from the induetry more than the man who
is giving of bis best to the industry directly
and indirectly to the nation. An illustration
in point ornes to my mind in the town of
Sudbury. At the present tirne according to
the information I bave reeeived, thousands
of men there are out of work. The main
local industry is carried on by the Interna-
tional Nickel Company, a very wealthy cor-
poration, which in past years bas made enor-
mous profits. Immediateiy there is a shrink-
age in the demand for their output, and con-
sequently a âhrinkage in their profits, the
menagement reduce the working staff and
these men are thrown on the street mndis-
criminately, and no one seemas to care what
becomes of them. Those men.have to walk
the streets and have in some way Vo be main-
Vained by the local authorities, while the
profits of the industry which they have helped
to build up go Vo others. During ail their
years of labour they bave been in receipt of
but a low wage, a wage which is net suf-
ficient to enable them to save one cent for
a rainy day. This condition of affaira ini

Sudbury is symptomatîc of what is happen-
ing in many other industrial centres through-
out the Dominion, and I submit that these
industrial corporations ought to be cornpelled
by law to do their share in looking after the
men whom. they have discharged, and whom
they wilI have to look to as a reserve force
when the present industrial depression ends.

Recently the right hion. Prime Minister (Mr.
Bennett) in apeaking to a delegation. re-
ferred to evils -of the dole in Great Britain.
I Look the precaution- to look Up bis remarks
in order to make. sure that I might not
misquote him. I think hie ceertainly was.un-
just to the people of the. oýd country. As a
matter of fact those workers of Great Britain
who are the beneficiaries under various

schemes of social insuirance, are not in receipt
of a dole; they are just as much entitied to
what they receive as those who take out fire
insurance and ulti.mately receive compensation
in the event of their property being destroyed-
The effects in Great Britain of the unemploy-
*ment insurance scheme are not what I believe
the Prime Mînister had in mmnd when hie
spoke Vo the delegation that hie received a
couple of weeks ego. Wou-Id Great Britain
t.o-day be better off if she &id not have any
unemployment insurance at ail? IV has been
in operation for about 20 years, and we find
that durîng that time crime has diiminished
s0 rapidly that to-day many of bier prisons
are empty and for sale. Contrast that with
the condition prevaiing in this country where

we leave our unemployed to Vake care of

themacilves. Our Étatistics show an increase of

crime, and this year we are going Voe eniarge
our penal institutions Vo take care of those

delinquents who probabiy if they had been
assisted under a federai scheme of unemploy-
ment insurance would not to-day be inmates of

such institutions.
I wouid remind the hoeuse that in addition

Vo insurance against unempioyment I have

in mind aiso the question of provision against
sickness and invalidity. In view of the
salutary effect of such social legislation in

Great Britain, I think we can make no mis-

take if we f ollow what has been in effect,
there for the pagt Vwenty years. I realize per-
haps as weil as any other merober the con-
stitutional difficulties which. are inherent in a
scheme of unemploymient insurance. But just
as we overcame the question of conffictiing
federal and provincial jurisdiction in dealing
with the probiem of old age pensions, se can

we overcome it in adopting a system. of social
insurance. I 'think if this parliament would
give a lead we couid obtain the sympathetie,
cooperation of practically ail the provinces,
because unempioyment is not a provincial,
it is not a municipal, it is a federal probiem.
Unempioymenit is not due Vo what is being
done municipally or provincially, it is largeiy
the resait of poiicies for which. this parliament
is more or iess responsible. Oonsequently I
arn anxious that any scheme cd unemploy-
ment insurance that we. may institute should
be federal -in scope. To illustrate the diffi-

*cuity of leaving this question Vothe provinces,
let me Lake the city of Ottawa. Supposing
there *was unempioyment insurance in force
in the province of Quebec, but not in thia

*province, and a man residing in Hull moved Voý
the city of Ottawa, by so doing hie would,
lose the advantage hie enjoyed in Quebec


