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young men coming Up inl our big centres of
population who will, like many in the Old
Country, have no occupation and ne desire to
work.

As has been stated before, the unemploy-
ment problema will be with us even after we
have a moderate return of prosperity. The
"iron man" has, through the application of
scientifie invention to industry, and even to
agriculture, displaced so rnany men that it
will be impossible to find work for everybody
for years to corne. Our vacant lands and our
great naturai resources must supply the oppor-
tunity for those who cannot be employed
otherwvise. Unless the Government takes the
responsibility of creating state enterprises, it
will encourage a degeneration of our citizens,
who, after ail, are our greatest assets. Canada
has ample lands and resources. The oppor-
tunity is here for the Government to lead the
way by constructively organizing different
national enterprises to enable the unemployed
to make thernselves useful citizens,' and at
the sarne tirne to bring rewards to the state
in increased production of gold, oul, f oodstuffs,
and, best of all, in restored rnanhood. In
short, the Government has the opportunity of
leading the nations of the world into economie
recovery.

BRon. JOHN LEWIS: Honourable senators,
I desire to join in the congratulations to the
mover and the seconder of the Address in
reply to the Speech from the Throne, and
if I do not add anything to what has been
said in this connection it is because I want
to borrow language far more felicitous than
Mny own.

1 agree with the honourable gentleman who
has just taken his seat that the question of
unernployment is by far the most important
one that is now before the country, and I
think we ought to acknowledge our indebted-
ness to him for the suggestions he has made,
whether ail of them may be workable or not.

I had intended to defer any remarks I had
to make on the Imperial Conference agree-
ments until they were before us, but as it is
possible we rnay not have thema here unti
near the close- of the session, I have decided
it is better to speak now. I arn ail the more
willing to do so becausa I do not intend to
discuss the details or to make any predictions
as to the possible benefits to accrue from
those -agreements. I apologize for falling into
rny bad habit of reading, but on the whole I
think the House will get some relief in this
way, because it tends to brevitv.

WYhatever may be said at this tirne in
praise or criticisrn, however we may analyse
the ingredients of the pudding, the proof of
the pudding will be in the eating. I arn an
optirnist about the matter, and 1 hope that
things will be no worse as a resuit of the
Conference. But the agreements must hé
tested by the resuits. A year or two hence
we shall be in a better position to judge
wvhether tbe glowing hopes of the present will
be fulfilled, or whether the outeome will be
sirnilar to that of the promises made by the
Prime Minister and bis colleagues in the
summer of 1930.

I observe that the Montreal Gazette takes
a sober if not sombre view of the grain
preferences. It says:

The grain preferences rernain the outstand-
ing gains so f ar as this country is concarned.
Western producers have expressed a curions
indifference teward this advantage, f ailing to
realize, apparantly, that what rnay ha of slight
banefit te them. under existing conditions rnay
vary well ha irnportantly advantageous in a
diffarent set of circumstanes in a f ew years
from now.

That is putting the tirne a little further f or-
ward than I should prefer.

I confine mysaif te. the general principles
whicb should gove-rn our relations with the
rest of the British Em~pire. Gen-erally speak-
ing, I arn in favour of those provisions of the
agreement which, eniarge trade, and against
those which restriet ta'ade. In that respect,
I concur wit'h what wvas said by Mr. Baldwin
at the opening of the Conference:

Reverting now to Empire trade, we hope that
as a resuit of this Conferanca wa rnay ha able,
not only te maintain existing prafarencas, but
in addition to find ways of increasing them.
There are two ways in which increasad pref-
erenca can ha given-aither by lowaring barriers
among oursalves or by raising tham against
others. The choîce betwaen these two must be
governed largely by local considerations, but
subjeet te that, it seerns to us that we should
endeavour te follow the first rather than thae
second course. For howaver great our
resoures. wa cannot isolata ourselves from the
world. No nation or group of nations, however
wealthy and populeus, can maintain prosperity
in a world whera depression and imapovarish-
ment reign. Let us therefore airn at the lower-
ing rather than the raising of harriers, aven if
wa cannot f ully achieve our purpose now, and
let us rernember that any action we taka here
is bound te have its reactions elsawhere.

This is the principle underlying the Liberal
policy of Imperial preferential trade. The
first step in that movement was the Field-
ing budget of 1897. The measure was oe
wholly of reduction of duties. Mr. Fielding
expressly repudiated the idea of dernanding
that Great Britain should tax wheat or other


