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Relief and Agriculturol Distress

Mr. GORDON GRAYDON (Peel): Mr.
Chairmnan, in rising ta take part in this debate
relative ta unemployment and agricultural
distress, I do so with a full recognition of
the problems that are involved in these two
questions, which make us realize that they
are of transcendant importance to the people
ni Canada as a, whole. I believe the va.st
majority of the people of Canada are of the
opinion that the problems of agricultural
distress and unempînyment, touching as they
do the very roots ai agriculture and industry,
should receive prior consideration over any
other problems with which the bouse is called
upon to deal. Nothing short nf a deliberate
plan, a sustained attemýpt and concerted action
on the part not only nf governments, but
also of the Canadian people cooperating with
goveruments. will make aay effective head-
way in a solution of these problems with
which we are faced.

Members ni this committee will recaîl being
in the bouse in 1936 wben the national employ-
ment commission was lauinched into action.
Whatever mav have been the motivating in-
fluences s0 far as the government wvas con-
cerned, there was, the transier of this responsi-
bility from the shoulders ni the gýovernment
ta the shoulders nf the commission it ap-
pointed. Wliether it may have been an ad-
visory commission or whether it may have
had some administrative powers as well, the
public, rightly or wroagly, gained the impres-
sion and liad the belief that in the setting
up ai this commission there lay somne hope
ni the unempînyment problemn being solved
tbrough its efforts and that of the government
itself. Tbey feit that wa.rs and means might
be found throug-h the work ni the commission
for curing the cancer which had grown up in
aur hody economic and in aur body politic.

As a new memher ni this bouse I was
greatly impressed with the possibilities ni the

com.mission when it was first appointed. I,
along- with other members on the upposition
side ai the bouse, wvas willing ta give the
commission a f'air chance; but we ail realized
this, that in any coaperative effort the re-
sponsibility actually lay upon the shoulders
oi the governiment itself, and, Mr. Chairman,
it must still lie there.

Statistics, ai course, iormn a valuable founda-
tion from which the probiemrn ay be attacked,
but statistics themeelves will nlot salve the
prohlem. The problern cannat be solved
on any such narrow ground as that, and we
are still awaiting satisfactory resuits iramn
the appointment ai this commission by the
goveroment.

[Mr. Dearhman.]

The speech oi the Minister oi Labour (Mr.
Rogers), eloquent and well delivered as it
was, and mast interesting 50 far as its iacts
were concerned, should have been in my
opinion the cornerstone upon wbicb this nation
through the' gavernment might bave built its
unempinyment and agricultural distress po]icy.
But I must admit, with all due regard for
the Minister ni Labour imnseli. that I was
not able ta find in it in any plain terms a
governmental policy wbicb would be worth
while in solving either ni these two problems
which we have in aur midst, and I think
everynne iound it impossible ta find in the
detailed accounit oi bais speech in ilansard any
real solution or any real policy which would
go far ta remedying aur agricultural distress
and aur unempînyment problems.

May I say that it was nat very eneaîîraging
ta me or ta the people oi Canada, I believe,
ta liear the Miuiister of Labour say that,
aiter aIl, unempînyment insurance and the
other social lcgislatian wbieh we have been
expecting foi some considerable time since
this gavernment tank office would have ta
wait until such time as the commission on
dominion-provincial relations would report ta
the houisc. In sporting circles they caîl that
sort af tbing- sha<ow boxing, and for want
of a better terni 1 arn going ta apply tbat
desc-ription ta the ininister's efforts with respect
ta the mnatters lie deait îvith in bis address.

There is seldom any real reasan for the
appaintinent ai the comumissions we have had
sincn I cairne into the bouse. We are sent
down bore îw' the people as their repre.senta-
ti%-es, some oi us ta gavern the country, andl
somne ta assist in that gavernment by way ai
eriticismi and other activities. But, in addition
ta being sent dlown here.. we are paid by the
people ta do that job. If that job is ton big
for the goverument and the elected representa-
tives of the people oi this dominion, then it
is aur bounden duty~ ta sec ta it that the
people knaw it, and know it soon, because we
have ano riglit ta expert tbem ta pay twice for
the governimcnt tbey are sending ils down
here ta give.

I pay tbis compliment ta the Minister ni
Labour and the gaverament and the members
ai the Huse ni Cammons, that I believe
there are just as gond brains and just as
great a capacity and intelligence in this bouse
as on any oi the commissions whiclb s0 far I
have seen appointed in Canada. The commis-
sion form ni governiment is, in my opinion,
open ta two or tbree grave objections. One
objection I should like ta note is that the
commission is tan far removed from the people
themselves. The second is that there is the


