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Family Allowances

Mr. FRASER (Peterborough West): Not a
bit.

Mr. CLEAVER: I shall just takre up one
short matter and leave the rest for another
occasion.

Mr. HOMUTH: Give us one more gibe.
Mr. CLEA VER: It is quite obvious that

the word has gone out that this measure rnust
be heaten at ail costs. Articles have appeared
in the press directly contrary to the fact,
throwing out the idea, that Great Britain is
opposed to farnily allowance, at least, based
upon the Beveridge plan. To anyone who
wishes to look up the matter I Wauld refer
thern to the parliarnentary debates of the
House of Commons of February ý16, 1943,
which Pntirely repudiates that staternent. That
staternent has appeared editorially ii rnany
papers ini Canada. I do flot know how they
could aIl lie infected at once were it nat for
the fact that this information ernanated frosu
one source. I suggest that it wss the Bracken
House.

Mr. HOMUTH: Prove that.
Mr. FRASER (Peterboroughi West): You

miglit have said it yourself.
Mr. CLEAVER: A long article was written

by-
Some hion. MEMBERS: Your tirne is up.
Mr. CLEAVER: -Miss Charlotte Whitton.

In this article there is an analysîs of what will
happen with respect ta two different icornes.
The first icorne taken is that of a rnarried
man earning $1,500 a year, and after a long-
wided explanation-

Sorne hion. MEMBERS: Your tirne is up.
Mr. CLEAVER: -the article purports to

show that that person will le out $68. I Say
that is a deliberate untruth.

Some hion. MEMBERS: Your time is up.
Mr. SPEAKER: The hion. gentlernan's tirne

lias expired.
Mr. CLARENCE GILLIS (Cape Breton

South). It is a difficult task to make a speech
on this particular rneasure at this stage of the
debate, because sa many good speeches have
been rnade and the subject matter has been
pretty well canvassed. T-he thing that makes
it mast difficult is the lack of opposition to
the rneasure, particularly vocal opposition.
W/e know there are a lot of hion. members
to the right who are ready to oppose the
rneasure as indicated by the staternents of
their leaders in the house and in the country,
but so far as taking part in the general debate
is concerned they are conspicuous to-day by

their silence. However, I did flot rise to
quarrel with thern, but I ehould like to have
sarne idea of the particular angle of the
measure an which they hase their opposition.

In apening the debate on the bill I think
the Prime Minister (Mr. Mackenzie King)
struck a keynote that is long overdue ini
Canada. It was gratifying, to tihe members
of this group at least, to hear the Prime
Minister rnake the categorical staternent that
aur hurnan resources were rnore important
than our natural resources. That is a trend
of thought that is long overdue in this
country. It is the basic philasapliy of the
mavernent that I represent in this house.
In bis staternent the Prirne Minister elabor-
ated that pbilosophy to sorne considerable
extent. I think the time lias corne in Canada
for us ta decide definitely an two matters
in allocating the wealth of this country in
the future. I think, and the rnembers of this
graup think, and have so expressed thernselves
on rnany accasians, that the first charge
against that wealth sbould be the cares of
the aged. The people who are responsible
for whatever measure af success Canada hias
had since confederatian, the aid pianeers of
the country, the people wha are responsible
far giving us the demacratie institutions
through which we discuss and bring farward
legislation af this kind shauld be aur first
care. The first charge on the wealtli of the
country shauld be adequate provision for
those wha made the natian passible and gave
us what we bave to-day. In lune with the
Prime Minister's thouglits i expressing the
sentiments lie did when presenting this
measure ta the hause, I think it is a matter
on which we rnust carne ta same definite
conclusions ie the niear future. There must
be mare adequate care for the aged people
af this country. Second in importance ta
that is, 1 think, the measure now before the
bouse, and the basic principle upon which
it is framed. The second charge against the
wealth of the country sbould lie the care of
the young children, those who are gaing ta
take this country forward in the future.

If we are ta have in the future a nation that
we can lie proud of, then we shail have ta
correct the mistakes of the, past with respect ta
the treatinent of the young. One of the reasons
why we are suppartig this measure is that we
feel it. is a step in the right direction. It ia
at least a general recognition on the part af
the goverrnent of Canada that we definitely
have a responsibility ta. the yauth, ta, the
future generations, ta aur future citizens, ta
thase who will lie running this country in the
future. It is aur duty ta see ta it that they


