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Dissolution of Parliament

of propaganda that has been put out by any
government in the history of any British
country. Since the government led by the
right hon. gentleman has been the war-time
government it has failed. For example, he
and his government have appointed I don’t
know how many press liaison groups, but I
do know this, that one of those press liaison
officers is Major Thomas Wayling—and I am
not saying anything against him or against
his - appointment. However, one of them is
Major Thomas Wayling—and he is only one,
because there have been half a dozen of them
since this government started the war.

Some hon. MEMBERS: Oh, oh.

Mr. MANION: Well, since this government
started to carry on Canada’s war effort, in
the manner in which it has been carried on.
The government has appointed about half a
dozen liaison groups, one of which is working
with the Department of National Defence.
Major Wayling’s press release body has re-
leased one hundred and sixty-five press releases
since the war began, or more than one each
day the war has been carried on. In addition
to that, there have been half a dozen other
press release groups. Then, you cannot turn
on a radio without hearing the words of some
minister of the government who is putting
out what is supposedly a description of
Canada’s war effort, but about two-thirds of
those speeches are political propaganda.

Having called this House of Commons to-
gether, as the Prime Minister did, why does
he not make a report to it, as he should?
Why does he not make a statement respect-
ing the actions of the government? Why
does he not make that statement right here,
before the House of Commons? May I point
out that at the short session of parliament
held in September the party which I have the
honour to lead, and for which I spoke, offered
fuli cooperation and assistance to the govern-
ment. And I say without fear of successful
contradiction that on that occasion we gave
cooperation, advice and assistance. Not only
did we offer to do that, but in the last four
months, since the adjournment of the short
sessions, we have carried out our pledge. There
has never been a day in which I have gone
forth in Canada to make any political speech
—not one. I did put out three or four brief
statements in regard to certain matters such
as mothers’ allowances and allowances for de-
pendents, but in that time I have never made
a political speech. The party which I have
the honour to lead has stood by that promise
of cooperation, not only through the short
session but since the close of it. I have never
on any occasion been called in or shown any-
thing by the Prime Minister with regard to

the war. In fact, except two or three times
socially I have not seen the Prime Minister
since the last session. I say there has been
no failure by one of the great parties of this
country to cooperate with the government, I
say we showed a desire to play ball, but the
present procedure on the part of the Prime
Minister shows an inexcusable desire to play
politics instead. In other words, instead of
preparing for the war they were preparing for
an election. So far as I can see, that is what
they were trying to do.

Let me deal briefly with the right hon.
gentleman’s remarks about the Ontario situa-
tion. Apparently he blames the calling of the
general election on a resolution passed in the
legislature of Ontario. I should like to ask
him what right the legislature of Ontario has
to dictate to the people of this country when
there shall be an election. What right has
it to dictate to the government of Canada?
Should not this House of Commons be the
body which would make that decision?

The Prime Minister has stated that the
resolution was moved by Mr. Hepburn and
seconded by Colonel Drew. According to the
press it was moved by Mr. Hepburn and sec-
onded by one of his ministers, the Hon. Mr.
McQuesten. Colonel George Drew did not
second it. Anyway, no matter who moved or
seconded it, this is the forum before which
the right hon. gentleman has to answer—not
the provincial forum in Ontario. If he really
wanted to call an election because of that
resolution, why did he not call it? Why call
the House of Commons here to deal with that
question?

Another matter I should like to mention
briefly is the soldiers’ vote. The right hon.
gentleman has said that the government is
going to bring in by way of regulation under
the War Measures Act something which would
permit the soldiers to vote overseas. The
right hon. gentleman has been travelling
around this country for years talking about
the supremacy of parliament. The parliament
of Canada is now in session; and yet he tells
us to-day, when parliament is in session, that
under the War Measures Act he and his gov-
ernment are going to prepare something by
way of a frame-up—and I think that is a
proper word—to provide for the soldiers’ vote
overseas. That is what he says. I can only
say that his talk in the past about the suprem-
acy of parliament was never better proven
to be humbug than it has been to-day.

Then, he has said that a mew parliament
would take up post-war problems. Well, this



