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thinks conscription is necessary; how hie pro-
poses to bring it about and enforce it. It
seems to me that this may easily develop into
one of the most important debates we have
ever had in this parliament. We are dealing
with vital questions, and certainly this is a
critical time in the hîstory of Canada. There
is hardly any precedent for what we are doing
to-day. In bis speech delivered yesterday I
think the lion. member for Richelieu-Ver-
chères made a reply te the Prime Minister.
fle reviewed the record since the election of
1940; baving been a member of the inner
circle until very recently, hie knew what hie
ivas talking about. His was a great effort,
and 1 considered it a privilege to be here and
listen to il. The hion. mnember deait with the
passing of the mobilization cet and recalled
howv quickly it hiad gone throuigh this bouse.
île eniphasized the fact that the Prime Min-
ister could. cali parliament together at very
short notice, if at any time hie wanted toi
give parliament a chance to debate the ques-
tion ef conscription. Ilis remarks were directed
particularly to the Prime Minister, and hie
went on to point ont the right hon, gentle-
man's neonsisiencies during the past two and
a hait y cars.

\Ve have hall the mobilization ct, under
w hich nien have been called up flrst for one
inonth's training, then for four months' train-
ing and then for the duration ot the war.
Now xve hav e this bill, te amend the mobiliza-
tion act. ln the meantime we have had
what might he cclied two national registra-
tiens. the first in 1940 and the ictest one last
meonth, et ail unemployed between the ages
of sixteen cnd seventy. On previeus occasions
1 have suggested that it wcs unfortunate that
the geveroiment did net mlake use of the in-
formation gained in the 1940 registration. Had
that heen donc, il Canadc's forces could
have heen mohilized and there would have
hee no exedus fromn the farms sncb as we
liave seen dnring the last two years.

In lus speech on WXednesclcy last I de not
think tue Prime Minister did himself justice.
We expected a iengthy speech, but I tbink it
wcs a discppointment te the people cf Canada.
1 believe thiis parliament cnd the people gen-
erally expeeted somnetbing very definite from
tlue Prune Minister. The public, baving
releascd him frem what hie termed bis moral
obligation tbrough the piehiscite vote, expected
semething definite wlien hie nndertook te
amend the mohilization ct. 1 think they
expected sonie form of conscription, in order
that the Canadien people might put forth an
all-ouit war effort; but in lis speech lie defied
publie opinion and this parliament. If con-
scription is te be imposed witbin the next six
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montbs, wili parliament have an opportunity
te discuss the matter? The Prime Minister
made it definite that if we have anything te say
about conscription, now is the tîme te say it.
H1e did net propose te give us another oppor-
tunity, even theugh if might be necessary six
mentbs or a year hence te put conscription into
force, of discussing this matter. We were teld
te, discuss if now or, se te speak, forever hoid
our peace.

Who knews what is in the mind of the
Prime Minister if and when hae admits that if is
necessary te impose conscription? There was
nothing in his speech that weuid indicate
what hae had in mmnd. I tbink the statement
of the leader cf the opposition was a proper
one te make. H1e reviewed the situation as it
bcd develorued frem 1940 and referred te the
different debates and speeches that bcd been
macle hy the Prime Minister, members cf the
cabinet and otbers. H1e covered the ground
very well. When hie suggested that we sbould
have had sometbing definite, I thinik lie was
tcking the rigbt stand.

The bion. member for Richelicu-Verchères
sent yesterday tliat the pîchiscite ballet should
havec contcined a definite question as to
wlietber or net tlue voeter wcs in faveur of con-
scriptien. I slîcîl net deel witlh thet now.
Wbien the plebiscite bill wcs before the lieuseý
1 referred te the question on the ballot. When
thie bill pessed I considýered it te be the duty
of ail of us to endeavour te get a "yes" vote.
In Fehrucry lest, before the plebiscite bill
carme hefore the bouse, I took the stand that
there was ne need of a plebiscite vote. On
February 3 I reterred te tlie fact that the gev-
ernment bad a biuge majority and I commented
upon the questions that bad been raised during
the camnpaign. At that time I said, as
reported on page 262 of Hoosacd:

Wýe helieve, and I thiiok the inejority cf the
('anadiait pueople heliex e, thiat this is n ltime
for a 1 ,lehiscite, ine ,ouuf the crisis facing
Canada andl the w orid1. I t wouild heave heem
11)010 conregeous for thle goe runu ou t te hring
ji il areo1oluîtien fer the coifflIete lOhil iziet joui
et ail ehil reou)i-ces ine finae, e inustry andl

nan-poo or, and 1 v entuire te .say thet sneh a
reseintion w ould ]lave the ahnîost ueeiuirous
support ef this honse aund of theo 1eoplo of
fuis couintryv.

1 w oîuuer w'lat orir soldiers everseas thiek
abolit tlîis plebiscite.

Furtber on in the debate I suggested that
uve as representatives cf flic people knew
pi'etty w cIl what w as in tieir minds and whet
they Lad( heen thinking during the two years
snince the election. I contended that a vote
of tlîis lieuse wvould have been a better
crnterien of the feeling cf the people than a


