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a long, long wbile, and I know that if I had
done what my hon. friends opposite are
doing I would neyer have heard the end of the
ridicule that would have been poured on me
nlot only in this house but in the provincial
bouse. But my bon. friends opposite are in-
viting that very thing. Now we are dealing
wiflh a resolution preparatory te a new bill
wbich mnay be called, and I say se without any
irreverence at aIl. the second resurrection of
this bill. the second coming of the unernploy-
ment and farm relief measure. Why leave us
open te that kind of ridicule? My hon.
friends act very strangely. If there is a wreng
way under heaven of doing a thing tbey will
cross the street in order to go about it tbe
wrong way. They are quite irregular in their
ways. But wbat is the use of cornplaining?
There seems to he no capacity for improve-
ment in them. I hope, however, that it may
neyer occur again, and may I hope that if we
require this legisiation te be reenacted the
third time, they will take tirne sufficiently by
the forelock to introduce their neýw mneasure
h)efore the olM one expires? I hope that we
shahl not require it again because some parta
of the country that were up ag-ainst it during
the last two or three years have good prospects
of a crop this year, and that may possibly
help ail along the line.

There are two or three questions which I
wishbt bhring to the rninister's attention, of
which I would like hirn te make a mental note
or a litlle morneo if ho likes. Some time in
Mai-eh the question was breught u.p as to the
suggested bonus of one dollar per acre on the
seedod acroago in Saskatchewan and other parts
of the west wbere thero was ne crop It will
ho recallod that wbero there was a good crop
a bonus was givon by the government on the
basi. of five cents a bushel, and that was
gonerosity it.self compared with the way
Ibat those setlers fared who had no crop at
ail. I arn not complaining at ail of the bonus
that was givon to those wbo bad a crop or
that it was a bit too rnucb; flot at ail. The
total amouint grantod by way of the five cents
a hushci bonus was around eight or ton million
dolLir,. But wby suclh a violent contrast
betwoon the trcatrnent of those who had a crop
and those wvho had ne crop, in favour of the
former? The Ministor ef Agriculture in a very
nice and fairly weil reasoned out speech somne
lime in Marcb po'nted out that the gevern-
ment had been quite generous with the west
in the matter of the five cents a bushel bonus,
what is called the compensating adjustment
bonus, and ho arguecl that inasmucb as the
goveroment had been generous, the house and
the country generally migbt very well trust
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the government to do the right thing witb
regard to the proposed dollar an acre on the
seeded acreage in the south where there was
no crop. So far as I know, that is the way it
stands at the prescrnt. I was unavoidably
absent yestorday, and possibly somebody cîse
asked this question. If so, the minister does
flot need te answer it a second time. H1e can
.iust roter me to the page of Hansard wbere
1 may find tho answer. I suhmit, however,
that the lime bas corne when the minister,
after consulting bis colleagues, sbould give
te the petitioners wbo presented that request
a definite answer wbether they may expcct
anytbing along that lino ýor anytbing to
correspond te it. That would only ho fair.

The minister knows that this is tho finst
time that I have spoken on this measure in
committee. H1e knows that I have taken up
a number of labour problerns with him in
personal interview and in writing, and I can
testify that in each case ho bas dealt with
them quite satisfactorily. Because of that
I hope and expect that ho will deal with thiese
questions, if net satisfactorily, at ail events,
to the extent of giving us the government's
policy, preferably on the second reading of
the bill. That is one question, the proposed
bonus of one dollar an acre on the seeded
acreage.

The other question is this. As the minister
and the bouse knriw, Saskatchewan bas bren
bit pretty bard in the matter of those needing
relief and employment. We are serry for
ourselves and for the dominion as well because
of that. Saskatchewan bas always been
looked upon as the outstanding wheat prov-
ince of the dominion, fer many, many years
grewing more wbeat than aIl the rest of the
dominion put together. I do net know
whether that is something to be proud of or
net, but il is a fact anyhow. Saskatchewan
is bandling ber relief in ceoperation wvith this
governiment on a different basis from any
other province. I arn net criticizing that.
Some bave taken the ground that the whole
business of relief sbould bave been handed
ever to, a commission. At ail events, we bave
a commission handling relief in the province
of Saskatchewan. I amn net going te criticize
that relief commission juat now; I bave in the
past, but net to-day. Now I arn in the
humeur te get information, which I hope the
minister wilh give on the second reading of
the bill after hoe bas had an opportunity of
discussing these questions with bis colleagues.

I would like to know if the gevernment
hohd themselves in any way responsible for
tbe treatment that is heing meted eut te the
Saskatchewan farmers througb the medium


