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because after ail, as I said the other day,
this house represents the Iast stronghoid of
democracy and it wili not do for hon. gentle-
men opposite simply to cast that question
acress the fleor of the house. I ask this
house: What have we donc in regard to
unemployment except give relief to people
in distress, and generally speaking I think
that bas been don generousiy. But, sir, as
to the underiying causes of unemployment I
ask you: In the last five years bas this bouse
spent, I was going to say one consecutive
hour, on it, other than some desultory speches,
n an attcmpt to soive that problem? What
.lave we donc with regard to the high intcrest
burden? Has that question been solved? Is
it a question that Canada ought to face? Is
it a domestie question? Truc tbc hon. mem-
ber for Macleod (Mr. Coote) and one or two
others brought it before parliament and it bas
been discussed in a desultory sort of way,
but tbc prcbiem of the weight of debt and the
bigh, usurious rates, of interest in this country
bas neyer once gripped the attention of this
bouse thoughi it is one of the underiying
domestic problems tha.t is causing much of
the distrcss in this country.

Weli1, we corne te the wbeat question. I
cannot discuss that in detail, but I think I
arn at liberty to, refer te it in passing. The
wheat question was under consideration at
an international conference beld more than
two years ago. Certainly no resuits came fromn
that conference. except that there was an
attempt to stabilise the movement of whcat
in tbc world, whicb wvas quickiy ahandoned by
onec ountry, wbich threw the wholc matter
anut of gear. The one thing that prevented the
viheat question from 'becorning one of tbc rnost
:ragic prohblems this country bad to face ast
;ear wvas the failure of nature to bring some
.ain in the United States and the Canadian
Nest, and the fact that there were some grass-
hoppers there. These factors brought about
tbe postponement of the wbeat question, but
what have we to-day? Yen, Mr. Speaker,
and others in this house wbeo corne from the
west. know that there is a iike.bhood of a four
hiîndred million bushel ecp in western Canada
and a two hiundred million bushel carryover.
We are, setting up a wheat board. that is ail
very wcil. Let me pay this tribute to the
right bion. Prime Minister: I am in bearty
accordi with the review of the iast four and
a haif or five years which lie gave in the bouse
in sucb an able maniner the other day. But,
sir, what of the future? By turning over your
prohlemn to a wheat board have you soived
the prohlem? Why, yen bave not appro-ached
a solution. I want to say that i0 my belief
flcxt winter, in ail probability, we arc going
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te ho confrontcd with the worst problern in
connection with wvheat that we have ever been
confronted with. 1 should not like that to be
interpreted as a suggestion that the policy that
lias been foiiowed for the last four years is
wrong. Tbere may be some things that might
have heen donc or some tbings which sbeuld
have heen left undone, but in the main I
think everytbing Ivas donc in the hest interests
of the country at the time, and the western
farmers have henefited. Let me say to rny hon.
friends fromn the west. from wbere 1 corne
myseiýf, that this autuman we are geing to be
faced witbh one of the most difficuit problerna
that ever confronted this country or any
gevernrnent ie this country. Se do not let us
think we bave solved the wheat prohlema.

Wbat about housing? A bill was introduced
hast night in that connection. I have not had
time fully to study it but I was gricvousiy
disappointed wben 1 found that «oniy 310,-
000,000 was provided for bousing. Does this
bouse realize tbc situation? For four years
we have been spending prohabiy 860,000,000,
870,000,000 or a lit tic more in construction and
reconstruction. The normai expenditure ever
a, long period of years is about 8300.000.000.
Not long ago I ventured the statement.-

Mr. SPEAKER: 1 do net Ivant to inter-
rupt the hon. member but 1 do net think he
shouid refer te that question. It is hefore the
boeuse in another measure and is net tbc sub-
jeut matter of this bill.

Mr. STEVENS: Very weil, Mr. Speaker.
I will refer briefly, then, te the sweat.9heps.
I have ýalready indicated the abortive nature
cf the ameodments te the criminal code,
whicb werc intreduccd in tbis bouse hy a
minister who darnned the bill in its introduc-
tien. I bave already dealt with vicions trade
practices.

Ie conclusion, sir, 1 want te say that this
parliarnent.-I arn speaking of the parliarnent
and net of tbe government-cam 2 intu exist-
ence fivc years ago witb hi.-l expectatiens.
The people trusted it. It bas been nurtured
throughout largeiy on dissertations on con-
stitutional i:îw. There bas net been a ques-
tien of importance broughit iip cencerning tbe
dornestic affairs of this country in cennectien
with which wc have net heen confronted with
tbe British North Arnerica Act, te sucb an
extent that, wven yen ge throughout the
country to-day as I (Ie there is scarcely a
plaice wherc people wvill net approach yeu and
ask wliat is meant hy the constant resurrectien
or bringin- te the front of tbc British North
America let. I admnit the force of the argu-
ment that we mnust net invade provincial
risgbts; ne man bias ever heard me advocate


