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CANADA

The Debates of the Senate

OFFICIAL REPORT

THE SENATE

Monday, September 8, 1930.

The Seventeenth Parliament having been
summoned by Proclamation of the Governor
General to meet this day in its First Session
for the despatch of business:

The Senate met at 11.30 a.m.

SPEAKER OF THE SENATE

Hon. PIERRE EDOUARD BLONDIN,
having taken the Clerk’s chair, rose and said:
Honourable senators, I have the honour to
inform you that a Commission has been
issued under the Great Seal, appointing me
Speaker of the Senate.

The said Commission was then read by the
Clerk.

The Honourable the Speaker then took the
Chair at the foot of the Throne, to which he
was conducted by Hon. Mr. Willoughby and
Hon. Mr. Dandurand, the Gentleman Usher
of the Black Rod preceding.

Prayers.

OPENING OF THE SESSION

The Honourable the SPEAKER informed
the Senate that he had received a communi-
cation from the Governor General’s Secretary
informing him that the Right Hon. Mr. Jus-
tice Duff, in his capacity of Deputy Governor
General, would proceed to the Senate Cham-
ber to open the session of the Dominion
Parliament on Monday, the 8th of September,
at 12 o’clock noon.

NEW SENATORS INTRODUCED

The following newly-appointed senators
were severally introduced and took their seata:

Hon. Rodolphe Lemieux, K.C., B.C.L,
LLD. of Ottawa, Ontario, introduced by
Hon. R. Dandurand and Right Hon. G. P.
Graham.

Hon. John Ewen Sinclair, of Emerald,
Prince Edward Island, introduced by Hon.
R. Dandurand and Hon. C. MacArthur.

Hon. James H. King, M.D., CM,, FACS,,
LLD., of Cranbrook, British Columbia, in-
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troduced by Hon. N. A. Belcourt and Right
Hon. G. P. Graham.

The Senate adjourned during pleasure.

OPENING OF THE SESSION

The Right Hon. Lyman P. Duff, a Justice
of the Supreme Court of Canada, Deputy
Governor General, having come and being
seated,

The Hon. the SPEAKER commanded the
Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod to pro-
ceed to the House of Commons and acquaint
that House that: “It is the Right Honour-
able the Deputy Governor General’s desire
that they attend him immediately in the
Senate.”

Who being come,
The Hon. the SPEAKER said:

Honourable Members of the Senate:
Members of the House of Commons:

I have it in command to let you know that
His Excellency the Governor General does mnot
see fit to declare the causes of his summoning
the present Parliament of Canada, until a
Speaker of the House of Commons shall have
been chosen, according to law; but this after-
noon, at the hour of three o’clock, His Ex-
cellency will declare the causes of his calling
this Parliament.

The Right Honourable the Deputy Gov-
ernor was pleased to retire, and the House of
Commons withdrew.

The sitting was resumed.

NEW SENATORS INTRODUCED

The following newly-appointed senators
were severally introduced and took their seats:

Hon. Edmund William Tobin, of Brompton-
ville, Quebee, introduced by Hon. R. Dandu-
rand and Hon. J. Bureau.

Hon. Georges Parent, K.C., of Quebec, Que-
bec, introduced by Hon. R. Dandurand and
Hon. Jules Tessier.

The Senate adjourned until 230 p.m. this
day.

The Senate met at 2.30 p.m., the Speaker
in the Chair.

The Senate adjourned during pleasure.

REVISED EDITION
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SPEECH FROM THE THRONE

At three o’clock His Excellency the Gov-
ernor General proceeded to the Senate Chamber
and took his seat upon the Throne. His Ex-
cellency was pleased to command the attend-
ance of the House of Commons, and that
House being come, with their Speaker, His
Excellency was pleased to open the First
Session of the Seventeenth Parliament of the
Dominion of Canada with the following
Speech:

Honourable Members of the Senate:
Members of the House of Commons:

It affords me great satisfaction to be asso-
ciated with you in the important duties upon
which you are about to enter at this the First
Qession of the Seventeenth Parliament of
Canada.

The necessity for dealing with exceptional
economic conditions with the resultant unem-
ployment has induced me to summon you at an
earlier date than would otherwise be necessary.
Measures will be submitted for your considera-
tion, including amendments to the Customs Act
and the Customs Tariff which it is anticipated
will do much to meet the unusual conditions
which now prevail.

Honourable Members of the Senate:
Members of the House of Commons:

Tn inviting your careful consideration of the
important matters which will engage your atten-
tion, I pray that Divine Providence may guide
and bless your deliberations.

His Excellency the Governor General was
pleased to retire, and the House of Commons
withdrew.

The sitting of the Senate was resumed.

RAILWAY BILL
FIRST READING

Bill—, an Act relating to railways—Hon.
Mr. Willoughby.

NEW SENATOR INTRODUCED

Hon. Jules Edouard Prevost, of St. Jerome,
Quebec, introduced by Hon. Raoul Dandurand
and Hon. F. L. Béique.

COMMITTEE ON ORDERS AND
PRIVILEGES

Hon. Mr. WILLOUGHBY moved:

That all the senators present during the ses-
sion be appointed a Committee to consider the
Orders and Customs of the Senate and Privi-
leges of Parliament, and that the said Com-
mittee have leave to meet in the Senate Cham-
ber when and as often as they please.

The motion was agreed to.
The Senate adjourned until to-morrow at

3 pm.
The Hon. the SPEAKER.

THE SENATE

Tuesday, September 9, 1930.
The Senate met at 3 p.m., the Speaker in
the Chair.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE GOVERNOR GENERAL'S SPEECH
ADDRESS IN REPLY

The Senate proceeded to the consideration
of His Excellency the Governor General’s
Speech at the opening of the session.

Hon. AIME BENARD (translation): Hon-
ourable senators, on rising to move the
Address in reply to the Speech from the
Throne, my first duty is to offer to you, Mr.
Speaker, in my own name, and, I am sure,

in the name of each and every one of my

honourable colleagues, sincere congratulations
upon your appointment to the position of
honour and trust that you occupy. In felici-
tating the Government upon its very judicious
selection, may we take this opportunity of
wishing, you a pleasant and peaceful regime
in presiding over our deliberations.

It is likewise an agreeable duty for me to
congratulate the honourable senator from
Moose Jaw (Hon. Mr. Willoughby) upon his
aceession to the position of Government leader
in this Chamber, an office for which his emi-
nent qualifications had designated him in ad-
vance; also to congratulate the honourable
senator from Welland (Hon. Mr. Robertson),
who has been ecalled upon to direct such
un important Department, upon which the
present situation has imposed exceptional
responsibilities.

May I add that my good wishes are ex-
tended to the leader of the Opposition and his
honourable colleagues, who will henceforth be
able to enjoy a comparative rest, which they
certainly deserve.

If the great honour conferred upon me were
confined to myself alone, I should have hesi-
tated to accept it; but in the course of the
last forty years this is, I believe, the first time
a French Canadian has been called upon to
move, in the Senate, in his native tongue, the
Address in reply to the gracious speech of His
Excellency.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN:

Hon. Mr. BENARD:, This is an honour
that is reflected upon the important Western
group I represent, as well as upon my com-
patriots in the Province of Quebec, where I

I moved it.
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was born. For these reasons I have accepted
with pleasure and gratitude, and I thank the
Government for having honoured my people
in conferring this privilege upon my humble
self. :

The pleasure that I experience is enhanced
by the satisfaction of observing that my old
native province has returned to its past
traditions, and that it will have a considerable
part in the deliberations of a Government
in which all national elements and all prov-
inces are normally represented, according to
the spirit of Canadian Confederation.

On this occasion, when we are assembled to
deal with one of the tensest of financial and
economic situations, it is encouraging to ob-
serve the assurance given by each province of
the Dominion that it will co-operate with the
central Government in a common endeavour,
and the attitude of the people as a whole
leaves no doubt as to what is expected of the
legislators in the way of prompt and united
action. The time seems opportune, then, for
all men of good-will to join together in seek-
ing a solution of the distressing and most
urgent problems that confront us.

Whatever depression may exist in other
parts of the world, Canada as a young country
overflowing with resources that are still al-
most intact, free from the crushing burdens
with which older countries are laden, should,
it seems, escape from the general situation
and advance untrammeled in her natural de-
velopment.

The fiscal laws occupy a place in the fore-
ground among the remedies sought, and
to-day, as at all times of great economic
crisis, the Canadian people as a whole have
rendered an irrefutable verdict in favour of
the traditional Canadian policy of protection.
Manitoba, the province to which I am proud
to belong, has particularly acclaimed this
policy and once more taken a place in the
front rank in giving expression to its patriot-
ism.

If the axiom that has been laid down, and
repeated throughout the length and breadth
of the country, “ Canada first,” has been re-
ceived everywhere with enthusiasm, it must
be added that the Canadian people have also
declared their deep conviction that the best
method of maintaining and strengthening
the ties that bind us to the British Empire
is for each Dominion to insure first its own
prosperity. Nor has public discussion left
any doubt as to the desire of the Canadian
people that the British Preference should be
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revised in a way that shall be not only more
Canadian, but at the same time fairer to
all concerned. !

My remarks on the Speech from the Throne
will be brief, like the Speech itself. It carries
a lesson taught by the present situation as
well as by recent events, namely, that this
is a time, not for words, but for action.

Our common and most pressing obligation,
therefore, I venture to say, is to face frankly
and in broad daylight the conditions at
present prevailing in our country. We must
find the quickest and most effective remedy
for the unemployment that has resulted from
stagnation in agriculture and in our indus-
tries generally. ;

The Customs Act amendments announced
and the various modifications in the tariff
will be such, let us hope, as will encourage
the development of our natural resources by
Canadians and for Canadians. That they
may restore confidence in business, may stimu-
late our foreign trade, and on our own
markets prevent unfair competition from
foreign countries—this, I venture to assert, is
what is expected of us by the people of this
country.

As you know, I am a Western farmer. The
problems of the Canadian farmer are the same
everywhere, and the protection needed by
him, as well as by persons engaged in other
industries, should cover the entire country.
The failure to sell the wheat crop at satis-
factory prices has been one of the causes
of unemployment. This year’s crop is not
encouraging. It will probably yield less than
the cost of production. As a farmer I there-
fore make a special appeal for the good-will
of all honourable senators to aid and ex-
pedite the combined effort to find an out-
let for our wheat—a serious problem, which
has confronted us for a long time, and the
non-solution of which has caused so much
misery in the West and throughout Canada.

Assured beforehand of the patriotic spirit
that animates all who are members of this
honourable Senate, may I once more urge
them to take that prompt action which the
present situation demands.

I desire to express, honourable senators, my
sincere thanks for your kind attention, and
beg to move:

That the following Address be presented to
His Excellency the Governor General to offer
the humble thanks of this House to His Ex-
cellency for the gracious Speech which he has

been pleased to make to both Houses of Par-
liament; namely:—

To His Excellency the Right Honourable Vis-
count Willingdon, Knight Grand Commander of
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the Most Exalted Order of the Star of India,
Knight Grand Cross of the Most Distinguished
Order of Saint Michael and Saint George,
- Knight Grand Commander of the Most Eminent
Order of the Indian Empire, Knight Grand
Cross of the Most Excellent Order of the British
Empire, Governor General and Commander-in-
Chief of the Dominion of Canada.
May it please Your Excellency:

. We, His Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal sub-
jects, the Senate of Canada, in Parliament as-
semvbled, beg leave to offer our humble thanks
to Your Excellency for the gracious Speech
which Your Excellency has addressed to both
Houses of Parliament.

Hon. J. D. TAYLOR: Honourable members,
may I be permitted to congratulate the hon-
ourable member from St. Boniface (Hon. Mr.
Bénard) on the eloquent address which he
has just delivered. If our friend has been in
appearance merely a consenting member of
this Chamber, it is quite obvious to us now
that the reason has been his native modesty
rather than any lack of facility when he has
an opportunity to make use of the beautiful
language of his and of my native province.

May I join him in congratulating Mr.
Speaker on the well deserved honour which
has come to him. His Honour and I came
to Parliament on the same day, twenty years
ago, and from my knowledge of his course in
connection with public affairs during that
whole period—a trying period in many re-
spects—I can frankly say that I know of no
one more deserving of the honour that has
been conferred upon him than is the honour-
able gentleman who presides over this House
at the moment.

I desire also to congratulate this honourable
House on the restoration to us of the dignity
of the presence here of a member of the
Cabinet in full charge of a Department and
with full responsibility, and having the close
connection with ministerial affairs that comes
only to those who have full charge of a
Department and sit regularly with their
colleagues of the Government. This I say
without any disrespect to the honourable
gentleman across the way (Hon. Mr. Dandu-
rand), who has represented the Government so
ably and affably for so many years. For him
I have the highest respect and unfeigned
admiration; but I am sure that every member
of this House recognized that we were severely
handicapped when we were dealing with affairs
as we have dealt with them during the past
several years, in that the honourable gentle-
man who spoke for the Government had not
the close connection with ministerial affairs
that has been restored by the presence here
of the Minister of Labour.

It is not many months since we had another
Speech from the Throne in this Chamber. I

Hon. M:. BENARD.

remember it very distinctly. It was in the
early part of this year. In the maze of words
shrouding the few thoughts that the Speech
contained—in fact, the thought the Speech
contained—we found but one bright spot of
apparent congratulation on the part of the
Government, namely, that there remained un-
sold in Canada 250,000,000 bushels of the
wheat of the previous year. We were asked,
in a sense, to give cheers for this unusual
condition of affairs; a request to which I
noticed no response throughout the country,
no response on the part of the shipping inter-
ests, whose vessels were tied up for want of
cargoes, or the railway interests, who were
silent while the employees of the railroads
worked two or three days a week instead of a
full week. There was no response. And there
is no response to-day from the owners and
growers of the wheat, who instead of having
any cause now to cheer or to repeat the phan-
tom cheers of a few months ago, find that
the standard of value of their wheat has been
reduced from the dollar of last year to the
sixty cents of this year. As I say, that was
the one bright feature held up to us by the
Government of the day responsible for the
condition pictured in the rest of the Speech
from the Throne—a picture of falling rev-
enues, of the total disappearance of the bal-
ance of trade, favourable to Canada, of which
we had heard year by year ever since the in-
ception of the late Government. All those
things had disappeared, and we were told
that there were 250,000,000 bushels of unsold
wheat.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN: Whose fault was it?

Hon. Mr. TAYLOR: Now we have by
contrast a Government that takes another
view of the situation. I think it is no ex-
aggeration to say that the fortunes of the
wheat crop are the prime factor in the fortunes
of Canada, and that when the position of
wheat is depressed the position of industry
and labour from end to end of Canada must
be affected, and it has been affected, as we
know. Fortunately we now have a new Gov-
ernment, which comes to Parliament not con-
gratulating us that we have added to the
reserve of last year certain other millions of
bushels, but recognizing that there is some
duty under the circumstances, and which has
promptly redeemed the promise made to the
people of Canada that, given the opportunity,
it would call this Parliament to enact legisla-
tion to put an end to the condition of poverty
and apprehension. which has been experienced
in Canada.
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Let me say in passing that I do not speak
of the experience of Canada as anything
peculiar to us, as anything discouraging to
this Dominion. As I see it, this Dominion
is the most prosperous place in ecivilization.
I say that without any reservation. Thanks
to the courage and enterprise of the Canadian
people, as a people, our prosperity has been
and continues to be unexampled, particularly
in comparison with that of the United States,
Australia, or the Mother Country. I have no
words of gloom or discouragement to speak
about the Canadian situation, but I do say
that amongst all British people we are alone
in having had up to the present a Govern-
ment that failed to recognize it had any duty
in the circumstances, and that was content to
allow us to drift, in the hands of Providence
solely, and ignored what we have all been
taught, and, I think, believe—that Providence
helps those who help themselves.

We have now a Government determined
that Canadians, through their Parliament, shall
help themselves, and in the Speech from the
Throne we are promised legislation that will
enable Canadians to be put to work, and will
give to industry of all kinds in Canada the
courage that will prevent the further displace-
ment of staffs—a displacement that can easily
be blamed upon the late Administration, be-
cause it has been caused not so much by any
actual hardship on the part of employers as
by the widespread feeling of uncertainty that
prevailed as to the future so long as we
“drifted without a controlling Government.

I have no intention of going into subjects
that would be proper to the debate on the
Address on an occasion other than this, where
Parliament is called for a special purpose. If
the occasion were different I should like to
take the recent heads of a number of depart-
ments for a “ride,” and make plain to them
something that many citizens of Canada think.
But those are subjects that can be dealt with
on another ocecasion. I should like, however,
for a few minutes to recall how closely the
incidents occurring in country and Parliament
to-day are following those that took place
when I first had any knowledge of public
affairs. I came into the precinets of this Par-
liament—in a very humble capacity, it is true
—fifty-two years ago. Let me say that I was
not a member or a senstor; I was a messenger
boy for a then member of Parliament, and my
duty was to act as liaison officer between the
press gallery and the printing room of the
establishment where I drew my twenty-five
cents a day. As a small boy I looked over
the heads in the press gallery at the great men

assembled on the floor below, and I wondered
that the Almighty, with the powers that He
possessed, permitted men so great—in my
estimation, of course—to exist without show-
ing His jealousy of them. They were very
great men indeed. On the side of Parliament
opposite to where my immediate attention
was centred I saw the Hon. Alexander Mac-
kenzie, who was then directing the fortunes
of his party. I never heard anything to
the detriment of the Hon. Alexander Mac-
kenzie. Even as a boy, and ever since,
I had nothing but admiration for the
man and his sterling character. It was often
mentioned that he was Scotch, and close in
the expenditure of money. Anything more
harsh I think I never heard. We had a great
respect for him. But, as I remember it, the
ceriticism of his Government was that its mem-
bers had announced publicly—I was going to
say shamelessly, but that is not the proper
word—publicly, that, although they sat in the
seats of the mighty, they were mere flies upon
the wheel. That was the expression coined by
one of its own members: “We are mere flies
upon the wheel and cannot control the course
of nature.” The course of nature of that day
had necessitated in the city of Ottawa, as
well as in other cities of Canada, soup kitchens
where men just as good as any of us were
carrying down their little pails, and were
given soup and a loaf of bread to take to
their starving families. Other men just as
good as any of us were sitting on stone piles
breaking stone at sixty cents a toise, in the
middle of winter, and the Government of the
day said: “We are mere flies upon the wheel
and cannot control the course of nature”;
just as the late Government said a few months
ago, “All these things are so; the revenue is
gone, the trade is gone; but we have
250,000,000 bushels of unsold wheat.”

The Conservative party of that day took
exception to that ideal of government, and an
appeal was made to the people of Canada,
and then, as now, the Conservative party
succéeded in having placed in power a Gov-
ernment that promised to do something to try
to change the condition of affairs and to
put those idle men at some work other than
their daily wanderings from home to the soup
kitchens. I well remember the result.

I hear people say now that the leader of
the new Government has made very lavish
promises throughout Canada, that he will put
to work every person who desires to work;
and they ask, “How is he going to accomplish
it?” The same idea prevailed fifty years ago.
I can give you in a few words an illustration
of how quickly the idea of prosperity bore
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fruit. The Conservative Government came
into power in the fall of 1878, and so quickly
was confidence restored in the country that
in the spring of 1881, a little over two years
afterward, Canada had courage enough to
embark upon the construction of the Cana-
dian Pacific Railway. Prosperity had been
restored to the country; everybody was work-
ing; we were in a position to take up and
carry to a successful conclusion within five
years a project upon which the same Govern-
ment had gone out seven or eight years be-
fore and which meanwhile had lain dormant.
So promptly did Canada recover from the
depression which the false ideal of the Liberal
Government of 1873 to 1878 had fostered in
Canada. Realizing what the Canada of to-
day is in contrast to the Canada of fifty
years ago, I see no cause to doubt that the
Government of to-day can carry out its
promise to the people of Canada to set all at
work, just as the Government of Sir John
Macdonald did fifty years ago. I think I have
said sufficient for an occasion like this when
1 draw this parallel.

I congratulate the Government on having
been so prompt to redeem its promise to the
electors of Canada to institute action at the
earliest possible moment; and I hope that,
having started in this way, it will keep right
on to the end of the road.

Hon. RAOUL DANDURAND : Honourable
members, it is with great pleasure that I join
with my honourable friends on the other
side in congratulating His Honour the
Speaker on his elevation to the seat which
he now occupies. I know that his long par-
liamentary experience will avail him much,
and I assure him, speaking for this side of
the House, that we will do all in our power
to make his tenure of office as pleasant as
possible.

I desire to congratulate also the two mem-
bers of this Chamber to whom we have just
listened, the one proposing and the other
seconding the motion which is mow before
us. The honourable gentleman from St.
Boniface (Hon. Mr. Bénard) we have not
heard as often as we should like. He repre-
sents an important element in Canada. We
are all thinking of the fortunes of the West.
We know that he left the East to become
a pioneer in Manitoba, and we have heard
with pleasure of his success. We should like
him oftener to give us the benefit of his
experience since he has been in Manitoba.
He has spoken of the farming community,
which he represents in this Chamber. We
are all aware that farming is perhaps the

Hon. Mr. TAYLOR.

most important industry in Canada. We
feel somewhat apprehensive when we hear
that it is not doing weil, and we join with
him in hoping for better days for the farmers
of the West, for we know the situation has
not been all that it should be.

I heard with pleasure my honourable friend
from New Westminster (Hon. Mr. Taylor).
When he rises in his place I am always pre-
pared to hear some pointed arguments which
perhaps may be hard to answer. This time
he has not been as—

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN: Aggressive.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: No, I will not
use that word. He has mot been as stern.
He always speaks with convietion, and I
admire his sincerity.

The honourable gentlleman from St. Boniface
(Hon. Mr. Bénard) has said that he was
the first French-speaking Canadian to move
the Address in reply in this Chamber. I
am under the impression that he is in error
in this, but I am happy to see him proposing
this motion to-day.

The honourable gentleman from New West-
minster has told us that last spring there
were 250,000,000 bushels of grain still in our
elevators, but that now, under the new Gov-
ernment, we have the promise of better con-
ditions. I should like my honourable friend
to read the short Speech from the Throne.
I think he will have some difficulty in find-
ing any allusion whatsoever to the solution of
that problem. There is the question of un-
employment, but I have yet to hear of any
measure to be brought before this Chamber
or the other one which will help to sell what-
ever grain remains in the elevators of the
West or at the head of the lakes. We all
are agreed upon the necessity of finding
markets, and although the Government which
I represented in this Chamber did not succeed
in opening new markets, it hoped to be
able to do so if it sent a delegation to the
coming Imperial Conference. The Dunning
Budget was framed with that object in view.
It will now be for the present Government
to secure—perhaps through means which will
be disclosed to us at this short session—the
British market. It is not an easy thing to
do. The late Government adopted a policy;
the present Government may formulate a
different one, of the results of which we shall
be better able to judge at the next session
of Parliament. I sincerely hope that the
Government’s delegation will succeed in bring-
ing about a larger purchase of our grain in
the British market.
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Right Hon. Mr. GRAHAM: Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: The late Gov-
ernment dissolved Parliament when it could
have retained power for another year. It
appealed to the people, and I am happy to
find that although it has lost power it has
not lost the confidence of the country. It
is a rare circumstance for a Government to
appeal to the people and to receive an in-
creased vote in, I believe, every province
of the Dominion, without securing the major-
ity of the members elected to Parliament.
It is a consolation for the late Government,
after having carried on for eight years, to
find that it received the support of a larger
number of citizens than ever before. The
Government that I represented had a right to
rely upon a repetition of the vote of 1926.
It fared better: the vote for the candidates
of the Liberal party was increased by some
hundreds of thousands. I am not quite sure
that the present Government received a
majority of votes of the whole electorate.
If one were to count the votes given to the
various candidates, including those who were
defeated as well as those who were elected,
I believe it would be found that a majority
of the people did not express themselves in
favour of the present Government on the
98th of July. However, I do not intend to
stress this point. In this country we have
not proportional representation; so we must
bow to the inevitable and accept what is
supposed to be the will of the majority.

The late Government directed the affairs
of this country for eight years.

Hon. Mr. McMEANS: Misdirected.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I will not recall
in detail the situation we had to face in 1921.
That is well known. The Government was
charged with the responsibility of operating
a railway system which had large deficits and

a mounting debt. I suppose no one will deny -

that in the eight years that followed we
rehabilitated and extended that railway
system. What had been a heavy financial
burden, a liability, was converted into an
asset. I remember that an honourable gentle-
man facetiously asked in 1925, “Why don’t
we sell the whole thing for a dollar?” Well,
no syndicate, Canadian, British or American,
would have accepted that railway system in
1925 for nothing.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN: In 1921.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: In 1925, I say,
no. syndicate would have accepted it as a
gift. I wonder if any syndicate could have

been found to take it even if we had thrown
into the bargain an annual bonus of $25,000,-
000 for five or ten years. Honourable senators
who were here in the spring of 1925 will
remember that there was a Committee of
this Chamber which tried to find a solution
of our railway difficulties. Those difficulties
were so great that we felt they were im-
perilling our whole financial situation. The
Committee’s unanimous report was adopted
in this Chamber, and at that time all honour-
able senators were agreed that our railway
system was in a bad condition. But not long
after that date—within twelve or twenty-four
months, I think—the railway was showing a
clear operating surplus of $40,000,000, which
gave the system a value of $800,000,000. To-
day, I think, it would be easy to find a
syndicate willing to pay a billion dollars for
it. The railway’s income now justifies the
valuation of a billion dollars; and, indeed,
in view of Canada’s present position and
immediate prospects, it is possible that if the
road were for sale we might secure a bid up
to two billion dollars, which it appears to
have cost.

The honourable senator from New West-
minster (Hon. Mr. Taylor) would perhaps
tell me that it was not the Government alone
that brought about the difference; that the
people also are entitled to credit. That is
undoubtedly so, but the late Government
selected the chief director of that railway
system. If the system had been a financial
failure, I suppose the former administration
would have to bear the responsibility; there-
fore, it should receive some commendation
because of the success that was achieved.

During the last eight years the late Govern-
ment enormously strengthened Canada’s
financial condition, and as a result there were
surpluses running into the millions. Those
surpluses were not spent blindly, without a
sense of responsibility, but were applied to
the reduction of the national debt. Many a
year—I think every year that the Liberal
party was in power—the Minister of Finance
was able to report that bonds totalling forty
millions, or fifty millions, or seventy-five
millions, had matured and he had redeemed
them with surplus funds. I think that is a
laudable policy.

The Liberal Government also reduced tax-
ation. I will not go into figures, for honour-
able members have been present when, from
time to time, measures providing for reduc-
tions in taxation came before this Chamber.
Surely the bringing about of lighter taxes
merits praise rather than criticism. Moreover,
during the lifetime of the former Government




SENATE

the annual value of our export trade was
almost doubled. By means of agencies abroad,
of improved transport facilities and of com-
mercial treaties—some of which treaties have
been criticized in this Chamber—our yearly
export trade was built up from $740,000,000
to more than $1,300,000,000. Certainly there
is nothing to disapprove of in that.

As honourable senators know, while the
country’s debts were mounting, while our rail-
way system was totally disorganized and pro-
ducing formidable deficits, there was wide-
spread pessimism throughout the country. At
one time certain Conservative newspapers car-
ried on a campaign which became known as
the “Whisper of Death.” The late Govern-
ment can boast of having done much to
restore confidence in Canada. It is true that
here too the people co-operated with the
Cabinet, which is but the executive of Par-
liament, but at any rate the Government
should be given credit for what it did in this
connection. If there had been an election in
the spring or summer of 1929, the then Gov-
ernment would have received a general en-
dorsement. In the autumn of last year and
in the following winter industrial conditions
looked less favourable. But the situation that
then began to develop was not the fault of
the Canadian Government. My honourable
friend from New Westminster (Hon. ‘Mr.
Taylor) will admit that the Federal Govern-
ment is not responsible for the fact that wheat
did not sell at $1.30 or $1.40 or $1.50 in Sep-
tember or October last. It was a world-wide
condition that forced the price down to the
danger point of $1. The price of wheat is
determined by conditions not in this country
alone, but in a world-wide market. I have
vet to hear of any indictment against the
late Government for omitting to do anything
which would have better enabled the farmers
of the West to sell their grain.

My honourable friend (Hon. Mr, Taylor)
says that the price has gone down to sixty
cents. I do not agree with that. That figure
has been fixed as the basis of an advance to
the farmers, and T hope and pray that the
selling price will go beyond a dollar.

In any event, who is responsible for the
existing situation? I will not dare to accuse
the Government which has been in office
since the 28th of July of having caused the
price of wheat to go down from $1 o sixty
cents. The present low price is due to a fall-
ing off of demand in a world-wide market.
There are countries in Europe, such as Italy,
France, Germany, and some countries on ‘he
Mediterranean, which might appear to be
possible markets for our surplus wheat. Yet

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND.,

those countries are trying to become self-
sufficient. There is Great Britain, but she
has other associations and interests desirous
of making the best possible bargain. It is a
question whether we shall be able to secure
and permanently wetain the British market.
This brings us to a consideration of the
coming Imperial Conference. I can express
no opinion of what the present Government
intends to do with a view to securing the
British market for Canadian wheat. Possibly
we shall hear a statement at this session as
to the Government’s proposed modus
operandi. I should be surprised if this ap-
peared in the form of a Bill, for I ecannot
imagine amy kind of legislation within the
power of this Parliament which would solve
the wheat problem. We cannot control the
markets outside our own country. As I seid
at the outset, if the Government does succeed,
through some amangement with Great
Britain, in securing a privileged situation for
our grain in that country, mo one will be
happier than I.

The late Government was assailed mildly
by my honourable friend from New West-
minster (Hon. Mr. Taylor) for being what
he termed a meplica of the Alexander Mac-
kenzie Government, which he likened to flies
on the wheel. During the last eight years
many a difficult problem has been tackled
and solved in the Fast and in the West. I
have yet to hear of the Maritime Provinces
complaining of the treatment they meceived
at the hands of the last Libenal administra-
tion. We yearly heard from the East com-
plaints and recriminations, with which we
shall no longer have to deal. Omn this account,
too, the late administration is entitled to
credit. Then the Western Provinces were at
last satisfied by the transfer to them of their
natural resources. The late Government, in
that conmection, solved a problem that had
bafled many previous administrations.

Canada’s position during the last few years
has been the envy of the whole world.
Publicists, economists. men who know what
statistics mean, have been proclaiming that
Canada is a happy amd prosperous land, one
whose lot is to be envied. Well, I claim that
the King Government, by its diligent and
intelligent efforts during the last eight years,
shared in the work of bringing Canada to
that enviable position.

Last autumn we encountered an economic
crisis. My honourable friend from New
Westminster ‘has admitted that it did not
arise in Canada, but was world-wide. The
National City Bank Review of New York,
for the month of July, which was commented
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upon by the important newspapers of this
country, explained how it had arisen and
developed. The world crisis began in the
United States. People found from the reports
of the industrial institutions that they were
increasing their production and their sales,
that their profits were large, and their reserves
abundant; so the stock mounted. A six-per-
cent stock went up to 200, which made it a
three-per-cent stock. But that did not suffice,
and there seemed no reason why the stock
should not go higher. Would not the country
develop from year to year, with an increasing
population? So the stocks crept up to 225
and 250. But all of a sudden the men who
were watching the monthly returns of those
industrial companies began to find that there
was a little slackening in production, and
many foresaw that the quotations had
reached the peak, and the time had come to
sell, and rapidly the stocks tobogganed down
to the figures we all know.

This had its reaction on this side of the
line, and we also had our Black Friday.
People by tens of thousands, looking at the
stocks rising, were becoming prosperous and
rich overnight, on paper, and were spending
lavishly, and enlarging their domestic budgets.
This increased our own production, but when
all this excitement died down, and at the
same time our crop remained in the elevators,
the danger-flag appeared, and the crisis was
with us.

The National City Bank Review, speaking
of the United States, said that its purchasing
power diminished rapidly, and the result was
that the Americans curtailed their buying,
and those countries that were manufacturing
for them had to reduce their prices because
of over-production. Now, mark this situation.
Here were the people of the United States,
highly protected, who had been -exporting
$2,600,000,000 worth of manufactured goods,
and yet importing $1,800,000,000 worth, and
who found that the reduction of their pur-
chasing power prevented them from buying
in foreign markets the quantity of manu-
factured goods which they usually purchased
abroad. As a result, the crisis which had
started in the United States developed until
it reached the confines of the outside world.
Canada was soon in the same situation as
the United States, and its purchasing power
diminished through the financial ecrisis, which
wiped out hundreds of millions of profits, and
through the lack of markets for our Western
wheat.

Now the present Government claims that
it can reduce imports by increasing the tariff.
It has gone about the country asserting that

the $900,000,000 of imports into this country
could be materially reduced by the raising of
the tariff. I would point out to the Govern-
ment that the high tariff in the United States
has not prevented the slump. The Govern-
ment will find that its nostrum will not bring
to this country a return of our prosperous
days. My honourable friends want to stop
the imports of manufactured goods to as large
an extent as they can, but they will notice—
I hope not for too long a time—that, regard-
less of a higher tariff, the conditions that now
prevail in this country, which will continue if
our wheat sells below a dollar a bushel, will
bring about a natural reduction in imports,
because imports, as well as the domestic trade,
are influenced by the country’s purchasing
power. As I see the matter, my honourable
friends will find that the decrease in purchas-
ing power resulting from the reduction in the
price of our great Western commodity, wheat,
will be reflected in the reduction of our im-
ports. The Government claims that it can
provide our manufacturers with more work
because, when foreign goods are prevented
from coming to this side of the line, a larger
quantity will be purchased from our manu-
facturers in Canada; but this expectation will
not be realized if the purchasing power of the
people is not increased. It will increase if
we succeed in finding a market for our large
Western crop.

I will not dilate upon the question of un-
employment. I am under the impression that
the situation is not gs bad as some people are
apt to think. I know that in proportion to
our population there is less, very much less,
unemployment than in other countries men-
tioned by my honourable friend from New
Westminster. A census has been taken, but
I do not know its exact value. People who
are making a record of unemployment are apt
to include all grades, and I should not care
to run through the gamut of what certain
people may regard as unemployment. There
is always a certain amount of unemployment
in the land. My honourable friends know
that industries sometimes suspend operations
in order to reduce their production, and start
again a few weeks or a few months later.
Some institutions take a holiday and dismiss
all their workpeople for some weeks every
year. We have also seasonal unemployment,
though this would not be the case at present,
as we are now in the hardworking days of the
summer. The late Government was of opinion
that there was not such a degree of unem-
ployment as could not be coped with through
the instrumentality of the municipalities and
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the provinces, and, if it became more than a
provincial problem, through the help of the
Federal Government.

Let us hope that the legislation to be
brought before us will deal with the require-
ments of the situation in such a way as not
to involve an expenditure larger than is ne-
cessary. We all know that money given is
apt to be given lavishly. We must all
realize our duty towards those who are un-
employed, but there should be very -close
surveillance over that kind of expenditure.
That is why the late Government thought
that those nearest the people—the municipal-
ities in contact with them—could best judge
what ought to be done, and with the help
of the provinces, and later on, if need be,
of the Federal authorities, could cope with the
problem, I will defer any comment I may
have to make on the measures to be brought
down by the Government. They are not suf-
ficiently indicated for us to have any inkling
of what they are, because there is but one
phrase in the Speech from the Throne speak-
‘ing of unemployment. I will merely, in con-
clusion, express the hope that those measures
will be such as will meet with the approval
of Parliament.

Hon, W. B. WILLOUGHBY: Honourable
gentlemen, it is not my intention to make an
address in reply to the speech of the honour-
able gentleman who has just taken his seat.
I am really of the view—and I think many
members of this House will share it—that we
in this Chamber are not much interested in
post-mortem inquiries into the cause of the
defeat of the late Government. When the
time comes to introduce in this House the
measures proposed by the new Government,
and to consider whether they should or should
not be adopted, and what will be their effect,
even if we can only speculate on that, there
will be opportunity for argument on both sides
of the House. Naturally, I shall be delighted
to see that whatever measures are brought
down in this House respecting un2mployment
are fully discussed on both sides, as to their
adequacy and their probable success. In that
discussion I may or may not take part, accord-
ing to the development of the debate.

The honourable gentleman opposite (Hon.
Mr. Dandurand) alluded to a little slip mads
in the remarks, I think, of the mover of the
Address, when he said it was forty years since
the Address had been moved in French. I
am reminded that the honourable gentleman
from DeLanaudiére (Hon. Mr. Casgrain) some
thirty years ago performed a similar function,
doubtless in his own excellent way. I hope

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND.

it will not be thirty years before there wiil
be a repetition of the event that has taken
place this afternoon.

I congratulate both the mover and the
seconder of the motion on their excellent
speeches. It was gratifying to myself to be
able to understand the very eloquent address
delivered by the mover (Hon. Mr. Bénard)
in his native language. The more compre-
hensive address by the seconder (Hon. Mr.
Taylor) was replete with fact and argument,
in which, as we all know, he excels.

I desire to associate myself with what has
been said in the way of congratulation to
His Honour the Speaker. We are all delighted
that after a considerable interval a French
Canadian again presides in this Chamber.
The honourable gentleman who has just been
appointed comes to occupy a difficult position
after the brief, -but very satisfactory, regime
of the honourable member from Leeds (Hon.
Mr. Hardy), following the death of Senator
Bostock. We all, on both sides of the House,
recognized that Semator Bostock took his
position most seriously. I am not going to
laud him now—for this is only a passing
reference—but I do not think that any
Speaker could have taken more seriously than
he did the position which he occupied with
such distinction, or could have endeavoured
more, in season and out of season, to make
the work of this House proceed harmoniously
and expeditiously.

If any other member wishes to take part
in this debate to-morrow, I am going in a
moment to move its adjournment, in order
to give a further opportunity for discussion.
I think that we may be able to-morrow to
make an announcement as to an adjournment
of this Chamber; for I do not suppose any-
body anticipates that this House will sit
until the end of the week. If I am in a
position to-morrow to make an announcement
I shall be happy to do so. It is quite with-
in the possibilities that to-morrow we shall
be able to adjourn till next week.

On this occasion, the first opportunity to do
so, I wish to allude to a matter to which the
honourable the seconder of the Address (Hon.
Mr. Taylor) has directed your attention—the
fact of a Minister of the Crown holding a
portfolio and having a seat in this House.
That situation meets with my entire approval,
and I hope that nobody will think that my
feelings are injured in the slightest degree by
reason of our having in this House during
a special session, called to deal with a special
subject—the solution of the unemployment
problem—a gentleman than whom there is
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nobody in Canada more competent to cope
with that problem. I refer to the honourable
gentleman from Welland (Hon. Mr. Robert-
son). The honourable member has already
been Minister of Labour, and the very im-
portant position which he has occupied, and
still occupies, in his own railway union, has
brought him into contact with labour .and
unemployment problems in Canada and the
United States. I do not for a moment want
to disparage the efficiency of other Ministers
of Labour, but nobody else who has come to
the office has had such a training as the hon-
ourable gentleman in the matters involved,
or such an opportunity to study them, and I
shall be disappointed if the policies of the
Government in this respect, and the explana-
tions given by the honourable gentleman, are
not satisfactory, to reasonable people at all
events. In connection with the work of the
House the leadership will rest with me as
representing the Government in this House
and representing the House to the Govern-
ment. In this position I shall have to take
a share of the responsibility even for the dec-
larations of my honourable friend on behalf
of the Government, for while he will be
accountable to it, I shall be accountable to
this House; and in that respect I will not
shirk my responsibility.

If there is nothing further to come before
the House, I would move the adjournment of
the debate until to-morrow.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned until to-morrow at
3 pm.

THE SENATE

Wednesday, September 10, 1930.

The Senate met at 3 pom. the Speaker in
the Chair.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE GOVERNOR GENERAL’S SPEECH
ADDRESS IN REPLY

The Senate resumed from yesterday con-
sideration of His Excellency the Governor
General’s Speech at the opening of the ses-
sion, and the motion of Hon. Mr. Bénard for
an Address in reply thereto.

Hon. W. B. WILLOUGHBY: Honourable
senators, I adjourned the debate yesterday
merely for the purpose of keeping it alive,

as I knew that some honourable members
intended to speak. I have nothing further
to add.

Hon. J. P. B. CASGRAIN: Honorables

sénateurs,—

Je viens suivant l'usage antique et solenmel

Vanter le beau discours, au Sénat éternel,

Du savant proposeur de la petite adresse.

Du secondeur anglais, je loue aussi
Padresse.

Honourable senators, it did not take me
long to pay my compliments, in French
poetry, such as it is, to the proposer and the
seconder of the Address. The honourable
member for St. Boniface (Hon. Mr. Bénard)
said that he was the first French Canadian to
move the Address in his native tongue in
this Chamber in forty years. Well, his own
honourable leader (Hon. Mr. Willoughby)
corrected him and pointed out that I had
beaten him by the small margin of thirty
years. The honourable member for New
Westminster (Hon. Mr. Taylor), who seconded
the Address, is an old parliamentarian and
journalist, and words flow just as easily from
his mouth as from his pen. He said that
fifty-two years ago he was a messenger boy
in the Press Gallery of the House of Com-
mons and was paid at. the magnificent rate
of 25 cents a day. I have him beaten on
two grounds: in the first place, fifty-four
years ago I was a French translator in the
House of Commons, and, secondly, instead of
being paid only 25 cents a day I received
$5 a day, and that was ‘“some” money at
that time.

May I pay my respects to our new Speaker?
He has had a long parliamentary career. He
was first elected as a member of the House of
Commons in 1908, for the county of Cham-
plain, where he lived at that time. I may
say that I have known him for more than
thirty years. He was a notary public in
Grand’Meére and I was one of his clients. I
know that he was a very good notary public.

Some Hon. SENATORS: Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN: In 1908, in the
palmy days of the benign reign of our dear
Sir Wilfrid Laurier, it was not easy for a
Conservative to be elected in Quebec. There
must have been some peculiar charm about
our new Speaker, for he managed to carry
that county, which had been Liberal for a
good while. In 1911 he was easily elected.
On that occasion the Conservatives from the
Province of Quebec, or those who sided after
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the election with the Conservative party,
numbered no less than 27—three more than
the number of Conservatives returned by that
province in the last election.

The honourable leader of the House (Hon.
Mr. Willoughby) told me a few minutes ago
that we have plenty of time at our disposal.
When a member becomes old, he never knows
whether he will have another opportunity of
addressing his colleagues; he has no guarantee
that he will be present at a later session.
Even if one were sure of it, there is no
certainty that one would be physically and
mentally able to make an address, or that
one’s memory would be sufficiently good. So
I crave the indulgence of this honourable
House in occupying some time this afternoon.
But every honourable senator should feel per-
fectly at ease, and free to go out into the
beautiful sunshine if he so desires. I am
always sure of an audience here, and cannot
be sure of getting one elsewhere. I know
His Honour the Speaker will stay right in the
Chair, the Clerk of the House and the Deputy
Clerk will be here, and the Hansard reporters
will be present taking down my words, which
I hope will be read beyond the limits of this
Chamber.

A session is like a law suit or a war: you
know when it begins, but you never know
when it will be finished. As the legislation
we are expecting from the other House is not
likely to come to us before Friday, and I
think I can finish before then, I will refer
back to 1911. That was the time of the
wonderful Laurier navy, the time when our
opponents were going about the Province of
Quebec frightening the people with the
picture they were painting. It was a picture
of war, and the theatre of war was the China
Sea. I never knew why they chose a sea so
far removed from Canada, unless, perhaps, it
was to frighten the people more. They
painted a picture of poor French-Canadian
boys being disembowelled on the decks of
Canadian warships, and their bloody bowels
hanging from the masts and yards of the war-
ships—

Some hon. SENATORS: Oh, oh.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN: —and vultures pick-
ing the flesh from their bones. The honour-
able member for Rouville (Hon. Mr. Lemieux)
tried to explain that there would be no masts
on the modern warships, and consequently no
vards, so that the bloody bowels could not
be hung upon them.

Some hon. SENATORS: Oh, oh.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN: Then in the stirring
election of Drummond-Arthabaska those bowels
Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN.

were again displayed on the masts, and all
the eloquence of the honourable gentleman
from Rouville could not convince the people
that their children would not be sent to the
China Sea. Why the China Sea, I do not
know, except that there are typhoons there,
and that if one were not killed he would be
drowned anyway. I see in his seat the right
honourable the junior member for Ottawa
(Right Hon. Sir George E. Foster). He was
told about that campaign and was asked if
he approved of it, and he is reported to have
said, “Anything to beat Laurier.”

Some Hon. SENATORS: Oh, oh.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN: Now, honourable
members, I do not want you to believe that
my countrymen are cowards and easily
frightened. If ‘they had been cowards there
would be no Canada at all. When the thir-
teen English-speaking colonies rebelled there
was one colony that did not turn traitor.
Which colony was that? It was the only
French-speaking colony. The people of that
colony remained faithful and were not afraid
to take up arms against the thirteen English-
speaking colonies and thus save Canada to
the Empire. That is history, and I challenge
any honourable gentleman to contradict me
on that. It took place in 1774, when the
Quebec Act was before the British Parlia-
ment. What I say can be easily verified, be-
cause in the Library there is a verbatim
report of the speeches; not only the speeches
made in Parliament, but also those made in
committee. Strange as it may seem, there
must have been shorthand writers in those
days. Let me say in passing that those
speeches were in beautiful English, far
superior to the English used in the British
House of Commons to-day, and perhaps
superior also to fthe English used in this
Parliament.

On that oeccasion Sir Guy Carleton was a
witness before one of the committees, and he
was asked how many English-speaking people
there were in Canada. Canada did not in-
clude the Maritime Provinces, because at
that time they were a separate entity. In
answer he said, under oath, that in 1773 he
had taken a census and that there were the
large number of 360 English-speaking people
in the country. If anybody has sufficient
cumosity he ecan verify this also simply by
reading Hansard of the British House of
Commons of that time. He said that, as one
year had elapsed since the census, there
might then be at best 400 English-speaking
people in Canada. You do not believe that
they could have saved the country! He added
further that they were not a very desirable
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lot, and said that more than half of them
were disaffected and were in sympathy with
their fathers and brothers and other relations
who were revolting.

To bear out the truth of that statement, I
would refer you to Garneau’s history, where
you will find that when Sir Guy Carleton
arrived in Quebec he issued a proclamation
requesting all who were not loyal to leave
the city, as traitors were not wanted in Quebec.
At that time there were twenty-six English-
speaking merchants and their families in Que-
bec. How many of them do you suppose
left? One, or two, or three, or four, or five?
The whole twenty-six of them went. Every
mother’s son of them left the city and
camped on the Isle of Orleans, because they
were in sympathy wtih the invaders. But the
French Canadians remained, and they de-
fended Quebelc. On the night of the 3lst
of December, 1775, the famous Benedict
Amold and his followers came to the bar-
ricade, set up ladders, and called out in
French, “We are bringing you liberty—we

will shake the yoke of England off
your shoulders;” and they commenced to
scale the ladders. The defenders replied,

“To commence with liberty we will kill you

first,” and they killed many, including the"

leader, Montgomery, and then swarmed over
the barricade to drive off the invaders.

In 1812, at the battle of Chateauguay, De
Salaberry, who was only 37 years of age, but
who had served under Wellington in the
Peninsular War, and knew the strategy of war,
spread his three hundred men far apart and
made a barricade of fallen trees. In those
days, and for many years afterwards, every
farm-house had a real horn to call the men
for dinner and so on. He corralled all those
horns, and when Hampton with 4,000 or 6,000
men tried to break through he heard all the
horns at once, and the sound was like that
made by the trumpets when the walls of
Jericho fell. Thinking they were almost sur-
rounded, Hampton and his army fled. In
crossing the Chateauguay River a large num-
ber of them were killed. That battle took
place in the month of October, 1812.

I am straying a bit from my compliments
to his Honour the Speaker. As I said, he
had been elected easily in 1911. In 1914 he
was called to the Cabinet, and I suppose he
must have been elected by acclamation. I
.do not know anyone in the Conservative party
who better deserved a reward than our
Speaker, because he stuck to his guns the
whole time. He was hounded from pillar to
post in the Province of Quebec; he and

another, an able young lawyer, now a judge,
Albert Sévigny. The people would say, “Les
Blondin, les Sévigny—they might as well
speak of Antichrist!” They were hounded
through the Province of Quebec, and they
were in that class which is known in India as
the “untouchables.” Even the Conservative
party, fearing to endanger their chances in
that provinece—which were not very good—
would not have them on their slate. Now
His Honour the Speaker has received his re-
ward, and I congratulate him; and I am sure
his gracious life companion will be an orna-
ment to the drawing-rooms of the Senate.

Talking about ornaments, we in this House
have acquired an ornament in the person of
the honourable gentleman who was for three
Parliaments the Speaker in another place
(Honourable Mr. Lemieux). He has had a
career even longer than that of our Speaker.
In his twenties he was elected member for
Gaspé; and I think he was the first Liberal
elected in that county. He was elected in
1900, and again in 1904. Sir Wilfrid Laurier
carried every county from Gaspé, on the south
shore of the St. Lawrence, right clean through
to Montreal. In 1904 there was one Con-
servative citadel still standing; that was the
old county of Nicolet, which had resisted all
the assaults of the Liberal party for a long
time. Sir Wilfrid selected Rodolphe Lemieux
to be the Liberal candidate in that con-
stituency. Mr. Lemieux had graduated from.
so many colleges in Quebec that he could
always find his alma mater wherever he offered
himself as a candidate. He carried Nicolet
and Gaspé at the same time. Later on, in
another general election, there was trouble in
the county of Rouville in the selection of a
candidate; so Sir Wilfrid decided that Mr
Lemieux should run there. He did, and was
elected in that county. But the 1911 election
in Gaspé took place a week later, after Right
Hon. Sir Robert Borden had come into power.
by a large majority. Mr. Lemieux did not go
down to the county of Gaspé, as he had been
elected in Rouville—he could not sit for the
two counties, anyway—and the Assistant Clerk
of this House, Mr. Gauthier, is the only living
man who defeated Mr. Lemieux; which he
did in his absence. D’Iberville, having taken
Hudson Bay and cleaned out all the English
posts on several oceasions, wrote to Louis
XIV: “Sire, I am sick and tired of taking
Hudson Bay. Give me some other employ-
ment.” Like D’Iberville, I suppose, our new
member for Rougemont wrote to Premier
King, “I am sick and tired of taking counties
in the Province of Quebec; so you had better
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send me to the Senate.” So here he is with us,
and I sincerely hope that he will take part
in the debates, after having achieved so many
successes in another place. During his
occupancy of the speakership, having some
leisure, he went to France and lectured on
the history of Canada at the Sorbonne in
Paris. Those lectures, I am told, were very
well attended, and after their delivery he was
made a member of the Institute of France,
succeeding the universally-known Cardinal
Mercier. After all those successes he was
satisfied with a call to the Senate. I hope we
shall hear from him often in this House, and
il ne s’endormira pas dans les délices de
Capoue.

Now I want to speak, if I may be per-
mitted, of the Hon. Richard Bedford Bennett,
for whom I have had the highest admiration
for the last sixteen years; and I will explain
why. In 1914 Right Hon. R. L. Borden
decided to make amnother gift to Mackenzie
& Mann of $45,000,000, purchasing half of the
worthless stock of the Canadian Northern
Railway, as it was then known. Mr. Bennett
was then 44 years of age and had been in
the House of Commons only three years, but
he displayed wonderful courage. I am gen-
erally pretty free in talking, but I must con-
fess that I do not know whether I should
have had such courage. Mr. Bennett rose in
that House and made a wonderful speech,
covering 28 pages of Hansard, occupying
several hours, and delivered with that incom-
parable voecabulary that he possesses, and his
argumentation was excellent. He was fol-
lowed by the Hon. W. F. Nickle, who was no
mean speaker, and although the speech of
Mr. Nickle did not perhaps create the sensa-
tion that the other one did, Sir Wilfrid
Laurier said that Mr. Nickle’s argumenta-
tion was even stronger than that of the present
Prime Minister. On that occasion Mr. Ben-
nett displayed great independence, and one
of his present colleagues told him that he
would ruin himself with the Conservative
party by adopting that attitude. I ask any
member of this House, did he ruin himself
with the Conservative party? Now he has
arrived at the leadership.

Mr. Bennett was born on the 2nd of July,
1870; consequently he was sixty years of age
last July. Sir John A. Macdonald became
Prime Minister at the age of fifty-three, and
Sir Wilfrid Laurier at fifty-five. The Right
Hon. Arthur Meighen, when he succeeded Sir
Robert Borden as Prime Minister, was forty-
four. The present leader of the Opposition
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in another place was thirty-two years of age
when he was first elected to the House of
Commons, and forty-seven when he became
Prime Minister. So it will be seen that Mr.
Bennett is a little bit older than the average
Prime Minister on first taking hold of the
reins of office. Time will prove whether
he will be wiser.

Mr. Bennett was a lawyer at the age of
twenty-three. He went to Calgary shortly
afterwards, and was twenty-eight years old
when he was elected to the Assembly of the
Northwest Territories. He sat in that
Assembly from 1898 to 1905, and after Sir
Wilfrid Laurier created the two provinces of
Alberta and Saskatchewan, in 1905, Mr. Ben-
nett was elected to the first Legislature of
Alberta. He was then thirty-nine years old.
He resigned his seat in 1911, at the age of
forty-one, and was elected to the House of
Commons. He was forty-four when he made
that wonderful speech that I referred to a
moment ago, about the $45,000,000 loan. That
speech has remained in the minds of the
people because the then Solicitor General
kept nagging at him about it, and Mr. Ben-
nett, perhaps in a fit of temper, said, “I

*will not repeat what I have already said for

the benefit of the gramophone of Mackenzie
& Manm.”

Now, after having paid my compliments to
a number of persons, I will get down to more
serious business. I want to talk about wheat,
one of the most important matters with which
we are concerned to-day, and the source of
much of our financial trouble. In the Atlantic
Monthly of March, 1929, there is an inter-
esting article by Bernard Ostrolenk concern-
ing conditions in the United States. In
referring to it I shall not be in danger of the
criticism that I am running down our own
Northwest. The article points out that during
the war the price of wheat rose to a high
level, and the immense demand resulted in an
immense production. It was easy to increase
the crop by the use of fertilizers and scientific
methods of agriculture, and for a time the
year’s production was eagerly bought up and
turned into flour. But after the war the
demand fell, and, according to this article,
there were too many farmers engaged in pro-
duction. That situation resulted in increased
migration to the cities. The article indicates
that seven out of every eight farmers in the
United States are just one jump ahead of the
sheriff.

Another reason for the fact that fewer
farmers are required now is that their gas-
driven machinery is replacing human labour
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in many ways. This might be a convenient
place to refer to an advertisement by the
International Harvester Company to illustrate
the way in which they claim one of their com-
bine machines will save labour. They cite the
case of a farmer who is cultivating 160 acres,
without any hired help. The wife does the
household work, gets the meals for the family,
and attends to light chores.

Hon. Mr. GILLIS: I understood the farmers
in the West do not work.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN: They do not do
much, as will be plain before I get through.
The machinery does it nearly all. By the
use of this wonderful machine known as a
combine, this farmer does the actual cutting
of his harvest in 20 hours. He begins work
early in the morning, and at breakfast time
his place on the machine is taken by his
daughter. When he has finished eating and
had a smoke, he goes back to the machine,
and his daughter returns to the house, where
perhaps she helps her mother until it is time
to leave for school. At dinner time there is
a similar proceeding. The work is carried on
until late in the evening. The combine is as
easy to drive as an ordinary motor car, says
this girl. Not only is the machine a substitute
for much manual labour, bui it releases for
the production of grain for human consump-
tion a large area of land which formerly was
_used to supply fodder for horses. Unfortu-
nately for the grain growers, there is a limit
to the quantity of bread that human beings
can eat. What is the use of increasing pro-
duction when there is not a similar increase in
demand?

In the article to which I have referred, the
author says that there are about 6,500,000
farmers in the United States, and that one-
eighth of that number would be sufficient to
do the necessary work. In other words,
800.000 farmers, aided by modern machinery,
could produce all the wheat required in the
United States, and sell it at a cheaper price
than now obtained. The only solution would
be for all the farmers to get together and out
of every eight select the one who is best

tted to carry on the work of cultivation.
The cost of overhead and agricultural imple-
ments for opemating eight farms could then
be divided among the eight owners, in accord-
ance with a plan like that suggested a few
days ago by Mr. Beatty. It is easy to see
how much expense would be saved in that
way. For instance, if a combine will harvest
a farm of 160 acres in 20 hours, surely it can
be used on more than one farm; perhaps on
as many as eight farms. Co-operation among

the farmers would lower production cost, and
stabilize the plant, output and personnel,

The United States is producing about 800,-
000,000 bushels of wheat, an average of 13
bushels to the acre. A large part of that is
consumed by the 120,000,000 people in that
country, or an average of about 5 bushels per
capita, but there are left available for export
some 200,000,000 bushels. By the wuse of
scientific methods of agriculture the total pro-
duction could easily be doubled. Thirteen
bushels an acre is certainly not a large
average. Around Edmonton the wheat growers
have produced twice that quantity, and some-
times three times as much. If the total pro-
duction in the United States were doubled,
there would be another 800,000,000 bushels.
Add that to the 200,000,000 bushels now avail-
able for export and there would be 1,000,000,-
000 more produced in the United States than
could be consumed there. That is more than
Canada, Australia and Argentina together
could ship abroad. Who would consume it?
The efficient farmer succeeds. Why? Be-
cause his neighbours fail. If they all suc-
ceeded, nobody would finally succeed, because
there would then be a catastrophe. Remem-
ber Georgia’s experience with cotton, and
Maine’s with potatoes. In Maine and New
Brunswick during and after the war potatoes
were selling for $1 a bushel. What happened?
In the United States the normal potato
crop was increased very largely, the price
consequently dropped, and notwithstanding
the waiving of anti-trust laws, the surplus
potatoes could not be disposed of abroad.
There has been a flood of competition from
Canada against the surplus wheat crop of
the United States. Now France and Ger-
many are paying subsidies on wheat exported;
so the farmers in those countries undersell the
Americans.

The Soviets have engaged, at large salaries,
a number of experts from the United States
to run farms on a modern basis in Russia.
They have farms, I am told, of 30,000 acres,
or 5,000 acres larger than a township. They
are using the very latest machinery, and I
understand that wheat is, at this very
moment, arriving in England from southern
Russia. The rates of wages and hours of
work for farm labourers are determined by
the Soviets, and if any of the hired help try
to run away they are shot.

To be forewarned is to be forearmed, and
I think it is only right that my honourable
friends from the West should know how
serious the competition is going to be. We
have too many farmers now, and too much
land under cultivation. We are facing de-
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creased consumpition, according to Mr. Ostro-
lenk’s article, although I cannot follow him
in that connection; but I agree with him
when he says that we have to meet cut-
throat competition abroad.

I should like to refer now to an article
written by the Hon. Frank Oliver. If there
is anyone who should know about conditions
in the Northwest, it is he. He was a pioneer
in Edmonton. The house that he had when
he first went there was so small that one
would not think it possible to get a Cabinet
Minister out of it. He was Minister of the
Interior for some five or six years, and it was
under his regime that the Northwest filled
up so extemsively, thanks to the spade work
that had been done by Sir Clifford Sifton.
Mr. Oliver wrote a remarkable article, which
I am sorry to say I have lost. It was pub-
lished in 1929, at about the same time as the
other article to which I have referred. He
said that no more wheat growers are required
in the Northwest, and he warned that if we
kept on producing wheat in increasing quanti-
ties there would be a surplus of which we
could not dispose. He referred to the com-
mon cry that we must have more popula-
tion—that we must put more people on the
land, and he quoted the words of that famous
railway builder, James J. Hill: “Land with-
out people is a wilderness; people without
land are a mob; therefore put the people on
the land.”

That might have been good logic thirty
or forty years ago, when J.-J. Hill was in his
prime, but to-day the conditions are greatly
changed, through the use of gas-driven im-
plements. Mr. Oliver pointed out that if
population would make a country rich, China
should be immensely wealthy, for it has a
population of some 400 millions. For the
same reason India should be one of the rich-
est countries in the world. But it is quality
of population rather than quantity that is
needed. If we bring people from other lands
to this country it should be to make Cana-
dians happier and not to provide Canadians
with keener competition in labour,

On the 22nd of November, 1929, the Mont-
real Herald published an article which has
been widely quoted, especially in the North-
west. It was entitled, “Wheat Pool Defies
Creation.” T should like to place on Hansard
the thoughts it expresses.

Let no man imagine that this mighty
drama of the wheat now being staged by the
Canadian Wheat Pool is a harmless little by-
play between sellers and buyers, of no partic-
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ular consequence except to those immediately
concerned. It is something more than that.
It creates a situation packed to the brim with
dynamite, which in the fulness of time may
explode with catastrophic effect. The infer-
ence of the leaders of the Canadian Wheat
Pool is that Canada has attained such a
position in the wheat-growing industry that
she permanently dominates the world’s
markets, and that as the Pool is the sole sell-
ing agent for a majority of the Western
growers it can henceforth dictate the world
price of wheat. Both assumptions are the
vainest of delusions. The Wheat Pool can
no more permanently achieve its object than
it can stay the planets in their courses.

‘Momentarily the Wheat Pool has given a
delusive demonstration of its power by hold-
ing up the natural flow of wheat to Europe.
It has reduced the mightiest river of its
kind to a trickling stream. But back of the
dam it has erected, the great flood of wheat
is gathering power, and not one watershed
alone, but the watersheds of all the earth
are contributing to the ocean of wheat which
will sweep away this man-made barrier. Let
them keep that barrier intact a day too long,
and Canada will be strewn with wreckage
by the devastating torrent that the Wheat
Pool is creating.

At this very moment wheat is germinating
in the spring in other lands; it is approach-
ing maturity in the summer suns of others;
it is being harvested in still others where
autumn is approaching. The stoppage of the
flow from Canada has but stimulated the
flow from elsewhere, and should that flow from
other sources suffice, as conceivably it can
be made to do, the Wheat Pool, preparing a
feast, will be confronted by a tragedy.

This thing has been tried before. “Corners”
in wheat have been effected, but Nature has
always defeated them in the end. There is a
story, “The Pit,” by Frank Norris, founded
on actual happenings when speculators in the
United States have done just what the Wheat
Pool is doing—dammed one of Nature’s great
life-streams in order to force prices to a higher
level. Listen to this about the leading char-
acter in Norris's story—a man who had
effected a corner in wheat and set a price
below which he would not sell—a man who
had his actual counterpart in life:

First in one place, and then in another, the
new harvest was coming on the market. It was
the brokers, traders and speculators who fought
him mow; it was the very Earth itself. uﬁe—
mand and supply, these were the two great laws

the wheat obeyed. Almost blasphemous in his
effrontery, he had tampered with these laws,




SEPTEMBER 10, 1930 17

and had roused a Titan. He had laid his puny
grasp upon Creation, and the very earth herself,
the great mother, feeling the touch of the cob-
web that the human insect had spun, had stirred
at last in her sleep and sent her omnipotence
moving through the grooves of the world, to
find and crush the disturber of her appointed
courses. The new harvest was coming in; the
new harvest of wheat, huge beyond possibility
of control; so vast that no money could buy it,
o0 swift that no strategy could turn it.

The avalanche, the undiked Ocean of the
Wheat, leaping to the lash of the hurricane,
struck him fairly in the face. The wheat had
broken from his control. For months he had,
by the might of his single arm, held it back,
but mow it rose like the upbuilding of a colossal
billow. It towered, towered, hung poised for an
instant, and then, with a thunder as of the
grind and crash of chaotic worlds, broke upon
him, burst through the Wheat Pit and raced
past him, on and on to the eastward and to the
hungry nations.

Yes, it is a mighty, a murderous drama that
is being played by the Wheat Pool in Canada.
And even if, within the few short weeks in
which it is possible, the spectre of famine
overseas sends prices mounting to the Wheat
Pool’s mark, the momentary success will be
dearly bought, for higher prices will precipitate
a flood of planting in other lands, and com-
petition on a mightier scale will face the

Wheat Pool in the coming year.

That article was prophetic, and I am only
sorry to say that the prophecy has apparently
come true. The Western Wheat Pool has de-
cided on an initial payment of sixty cents
per bushel on this year’s wheat crop. This
very same wheat the farmer can sell in the
open market for ninety cents or a dollar. It
is a hard test of loyalty that the Wheat Pool
is giving to its members, a test the result of
which will make or break the organization.

Why conceal it? The brokers, the traders,
the speculators, have made up their minds
that as long as there is a Pool, they will get
their wheat elsewhere if possible. We cannot
get over that situation. I dare say the banks
meant well, but in their anxiety tec secure the
business of the Pool, I think they did the
Pool a very great wrong by advancing it
money with which to speculate and keep up
the price of wheat. Would not the Pool and
the members of the Pool have been better
off if the banks last year had said, “Take
$140—nay, take $1.30 for your wheat”?
Then the provinces came to the rescue and
made matters still worse.

Hon. Mr. McMEANS: Is the honourable
gentleman sure that they would have got
$1.30 or $1.40°?

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN. At that time
wheat was selling at $1.30. They have had
13995—2

to pay the storage and insurance, and they
have lost the interest.

Hon. Mr. MeMEANS: I think the honour-
able gentleman is mistaken,

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN: This is a free
country, and one can think as one likes.
Hon. Mr. McMEANS: My honourable

friend should not misinform the House.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN: Now I turn to
South Africa. I do not know whether honour-
able members of this House are aware of the
prodigious development that has taken placa
in that country. As you know, the equator
divides South Africa just about in half, and
in the southern part of Africa the Empire has
increased its area by one-eighth within th2
past few years. Lord Melchett said the other
day that there were 14,000,000 square miles in
the British Empire—I had always thought
there were 15,000,000—but that since the war,
through the accession of the German colonies
and some other lands that have been taken in,
including Tanganyika and Western South
‘Africa, some 2,000,000 square miles have been
added. Therefore, since the war, the British
Empire, I am proud to say, has actually
increased its area by one-eighth. Sc with the
sinking of the German fleet at Scapa Flow
the war ended pretty well for the British

Empire, although at first it was said the British

had bungled.

To give you some idea of the wealth of
South Africa I may tell you that half of the
gold of the wonld, 90 per cent of the diamonds,
and all of the radium used in the world to-
day, come from South Africa. It may be
interesting for you to know that although the
cost of production has been millions, there
is to-day just a little over one pound of
radium in the whole world. Half of the
cobalt of the world comes from South Africa;
the other half from Canada. People have a
wrong impression of South Africa because they
generally see only the seashore and the shores
of the rivers. Natal, Mozambique and Angola
are the places where the jungles are located,
and the tropical vegetation grows, and they
are only the fringe. The central plateau is
about 3,300 feet high. On that piateau there
is beautiful land and the climate is cool; in
fact, in winter it is much too cool for the
negroes.

The cause of the change in South Africa
was the finding in 1870, by a child, of an
alluvian diamond on the shores of the Orange
river. People were attracted to the place
by the opportunity to secure most valuable
stones, and in 1871 Kimberley was founded
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and a dry mine established. Since then 90
per cent of the diamonds of the world have
been extracted in that district. Kimberley
grew very rapidly. The output of that mine
being regulated, the shares of the de Beers
Company, which controlled the mine, were for
sale on the stock exchanges of Europe, and
also, probably, of the United States.

In 1886 gold was found near the site of
Johannesburg, and a city grew up with mush-
room rapidity. The camps were replaced by
good buildings, and within a little while there
were a race-track, golf courses, fine hotels, and
so on. In forty years more gold has been
mined in South Africa than had been ex-
tracted from the earth since mining first com-
menced. That will give you some idea of
its value.

I draw attention to these things so that we
may be prepared to meet that competition.

Tanganyika, Kenya and Uganda are splendid
areas in which to grow tobacco. The British
Government has granted a preference on
tobacco of two shillings a pound, which is
nearly double the price at which tobacco sells
anywhere. When the Hon. Stanley Baldwin
was in this country he was reminded of this,
and was told about Canada starting to grow
tobacco. At that time there was a considerable
boom in the tobacco growing industry on the
shores of Lake Erie. Tobacco growers were
brought from the United States, houses were
bought for them and their families, and good
wages were paid; but somehow or other the
tobacco growing was not a success. To-day
I had the pleasure of meeting Mr. Tolmie,
Prime Minister of British Columbia. I told
him of this preference, which would bar out
of England all the tobacco from the United
States. There is no fear of too much tobacco
being grown for years to come, and if the
Government is looking for something to help
employment and farming, the Minister of
Agriculture would do well to look into this
matter. I remember that twenty-five years
ago L. P. Brodeur, who was Minister of the
Interior, started a campaign for the growing
of tobacco in the county of Montcalm. Would
you believe that good land increased in value
to $2,000 an acre, and that even with land at
that.price money was being made in the
growing of tobacco?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Tobacco was 7
cents a pound then. Now it is 35 cents.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN :
were making money.

In Katanga, in South Africa, huge deposits
of copper have been found. But copper is
not of much use without transportation, and
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And the growers

it is mot easily transported; so a mailroad was
constructed into that country. Then it was
found that coal could be got at Elisabeth-
ville, near by, and the copper could be smelted
right there. To-day there is railway com-
munication from Elisabethville to Capetown
and Beira, on the strait of Mozambique, which
separates Fast Africa from Madagascar, and
to Dar-es-Salaam, which is in Zanzibar. Zan-
zibar is the colony that Germany exchanged
with England—much to her regret, I am sure
—for Heligoland. Then there is communica-~
tion by rail with Angola and the Belgian
Congo. So to-day Elisabethville is meally a
railway centre, whereas in the old days when
Stanley and Livingstone went there we thought
that they were absolutely lost in a wilder-
ness.

Furthermore, Africa possesses the Victoria
Falls, which are 400 feet in height, where
power can be developed for the operation of
its stamp mills. ;

If you look at the map of South Afmica to-
day you will see none of the white spots
that used to appear, which were the joy of
school children because it was easy to study
the geography of those parts. Now nearly
the whole of South Africa is painted red, the
colour in which our great Empire is shown
on the map, and that is where this increase
of one-eighth in the area of the Empire has
taken place.

The yearly output of the mines of South
Africa is some $300,000,000, and of agricul-
tural products about the same amount. Wool
alone brings in $80,000,000 a year. Now
asbestos has been found in South Africa; also
potash and phosphate. In the Witwatersrand
there has been produced over five billions of
gold, almost twice the amount of the debt
of Canada; or $700,000,000 yearly. The dia-
mond industry has been well regulated so
that the market would not be glutted. Radium
has been kept a dark secret. The price of
radium is kept up, even at the risk of pre-
venting the cure of people suffering from
camcer.

A wonderful pamphlet was published by
the Camadian National Railways a year or
two ago, in which it was stated that our
mines would probably bring in more money
than our crops. I cannot say as to that.

Though there is coal in South Africa in large
quantities, it is not as good as the British
coal, as it contains only 50 to 70 per cent of
the calories contained in the British.

Now, leaving South Africa, I should like to
deal for a few moments with the subject of
immigration—and with this I will conclude.
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I must say that I approve entirely of the
present Administration’s new policy of pre-
venting any more immigration to this country.
We have not work enough for our own people.
Why bring in more people at the present
time? When conditions improve it may be
all right to bring in immigrants again, but
for the moment I think the Government is
absolutely right in keeping them out. I know
the Minister of Labour will not disagree with
me in that.

Here are some suggestions that I should
like to make.

(a) Suspend all immigration from Central
Europe and from the so-called preferred coun-
tries, except in the case of a wife rejoining
her husband who has settled in Canada, or of
children going to their parents, or of aged
fathers or mothers to their children living in
Canada. Of course the Immigration Depart-
ment would have first to ascertain by an
investigation whether the men asking for a
permit for their wives and children to come
out to join them are in a position to keep
them.

(b) There is no need whatever of importing
farm hands for the Western harvest, and
especially nowadays, with the labour-saving
farm machinery in use. We have in the East
an ample supply of men who are only too
willing to go west for the harvest, and then
return to their homes with a good sum of
money, which remains in the country. The
practice of bringing in farm: hands, whether
from Central Europe or elsewhere, for the
Western harvest, has in a large measure con-
tributed: to create the present crisis. It is
obvious that farmers, once their crop has been
gathered, have no further use for these
strangers, who, having no homes to go to,
necessarily crowd into the cities and become
public charges. The Canadians, on the con-
trary, when their work in the West is ‘com-
pleted, either become settlers themselves or
return to their homes, so that the Western
harvest benefits both East and West, including
the railways, who transport 40,000 to 50,000
harvesters from East to West and return.

(c) In view of the legislation which is to
be introduced regarding old age pensions, ete.,
it is highly desirable that some system of
identification should be devised, whether by
issuing identification cards or otherwise.
Every country finds it necessary to protect
itself by insisting on the registration of its
inhabitants, and Canada has reached a stage
when some similar protection has become
necessary. It is no secret that there are
some dangerous elements in this country, and
a system of registration or identification would
considerably hamper their propaganda,
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(d) It would also greatly facilitate the de-
portation of undesirables. The present pro-
cedure for deportation is too complicated. The
sentence of the judge, condemning an unde-
sirable to imprisonment, should suffice to
cause the deportation of the prisoner, without
any funther proceedings.

(e) Lastly, with regard to British immigra-
tion, it has been conclusively proved that
assisted immigration is a failure. It was an
expensive experiment, which I trust will not
be repeated. Far better to have but a few
immigrants who come of their own accord,
and with sufficient means to make a start,
than to import thousands who become a
burden to the country, many of whom have
to be deported, and return to their homes in
England to give Canada a very bad name.
Let the transportation companies charge a
reasonable fare, and let every one pay it in
full. This limited immigration would cause
a considerable saving in the Immigration De-
partment. One branch alone, the Women’s
Branch, which is costing an enormous amount,
could be greatly reduced, for it was created
solely on account of assisted female immigra-
tion. The Land Settlement Department, with
its numberless officials, field inspectors,
appointed to shepherd the assisted British
immigrant, as if he were a helpless child,
could be practically done away with, for the
unassisted immigrant would need no shepherd-
ing.

When an immigrant becomes a public charge
he should be deported without delay, whether
he is in a public hospital or in a private in-
stitution, such as I'H6tel-Dieu, or other in-
stitutions that are not public. As long as
immigrants are in a private institution they
are not considered a public charge. The
Immigration Act at present requires that the
immigrant must be a charge to a public
hospital; he is not deportable if in a private
hospital. This is manifestly unfair to private
institutions. Orphans should not be admitted
unless over 17.

I should have liked to speak of some
other things, but, as I think I have
occupied enough time, I shall take them up
on some other occasion. One of these topies
is the increased cost of the League of Nations
to us in this particular year. Another subject
is the stopping of the importation of gasoline,
and the manufacturing of our own fuel for
our motors, which can easily be done. I
should have liked also to discuss the wonderful
tour that the honorable senator from Montar-
ville (Hon. Mr. Beaubien) made in the

Maritime Provinces, especially in New Bruns-
wick, where he seemed to upset altogether
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_ the people of the northern part, making them

change their allegiance from the Liberal party
to the Conservative party. If he were here I
would make him a proposition, but I will leave
that for some other time. I thank this honour-
able House for their kindness in listening to
my remarks.

Hon. G. D. ROBERTSON: Honourable
senators, may I briefly join those who have
spoken in extending sincere congratulations to
the honourable member who moved the
Address (Hon. Mr. Bénard) and the honour-
able member who seconded it (Hon. Mr.
Taylor). Both these gentlemen have been
sitting in this House for a number of years,
and are well known to us all, and their
ability is beyond question.

I desire also to join most heartily in the
congratulations that have been extended to
our presiding officer on his accession to the
high and honourable position of Speaker of
this Chamber. I had the privilege and pleasure
of being associated with him some years ago
as a member of a former Cabinet, and I know
something of the courtesy and care with which
he did his work, and the capacity which he
showed in his administrative duties. He
having been Deputy Speaker of the House of
Commons in years gone by, I am sure that as
time goes on we shall all be delighted with
the service he will be able to render as Speaker
of the Senate.

To my honourable friend who has just taken
his seat (Hon. Mr. Casgrain) may I say a
word or two in reply, although not intending
to tour the world as he did; for I am afraid
that to attempt to keep up with the quick
survey he made of world affairs would require
too rapid a pace for an old man like me. His
review was intensely interesting to me, because
it indicated the great fund of knowledge
possessed by the honourable gentleman con-
cerning many countries, but at the moment I
am too much concerned with the welfare of
our own country to enter into the discussion
of world-wide affairs.

My honourable friend referred to the de-
sire, in which he concurred, that immigration
into Canada should be curtailed. Perhaps

~ he has not yet read of some of the things

that have been done just recently, and I
would call his attention to the fact that
within the last few weeks assisted immigra-
tion from anywhere in the world has been
absolutely discontinued, that immigration
from continental Europe, or countries known
as preferred countries, is almost obliterated
temporarily, and even from the British Isles
immigration is greatly curtailed, because it is
not fair to encourage immigrants to come to
Hon, Mr. CASGRAIN.

Canada at this time, when we have a couple
of hundred thousand Canadians who cannot
find employment. For this reason the Gov-
ernment has within the last few weeks taken
this first step, in the confident expectation
that it will succeed at an early date in greatly
minimizing the unemployment that unhappily
exists in this country at the moment.

It is not my purpose at this time to discuss
the measures that it is hoped will meet the
present situation, because that discussion
should take place when the measures them-
selves are before the Senate; but I have felt
that it might be of interest to the House, and
helpful to all the honourable members when
we come to a discussion of those measures,
that in the meanwhile, as we are not burdened
with work at the moment, but are awaiting
legislation from the House of Commons, I
should give a brief outline of the conditions
that led up to the present situation, and
should discuss the policy of the present Gov-
ernment, and its predecessors of the same
political complexion in dealing with the prob-
lem of unemployment. The policy involves
the Government’s responsibility to the people,
the interest of the people being placed first,
and the rights of property second.

The policy which is being pursued is based
on the solemn undertaking that was entered
into by the Right Hon. Sir Robert Borden
and signed on June 28, 1919. On the pledge
then given on behalf of Canada the attitude
of the Government over which he presided
was based, as is the attitude of the present
Government. I would call the attention of
honourable gentlemen to the fact that after
the great world conflict there was formed a de-
termination, which was emphasized at the
Peace Conference by the treaty that was
made, that human rights should receive, inter-
nationally, a larger share of attention from
public men than they had previously been
given. Perhaps it is not generally known,
even among our own people, but it is true
that our then Prime Minister, Sir Robert
Borden, played a leading part in bringing
about that decision and in negotiating the
terms and the wording of Part 13 of the
Treaty of Peace. The task was undertaken
by another gentleman within the British
Empire, and the difficulties seemed insur-
mountable at first, until Sir Robert undertook
to follow up the proposal. Finally he met
with success. In the course of his remarks at
the Peace Conference Sir Robert said:

It is possible that some of us would have
framed the dispositions of the proposed Con-
vention somewhat differently, but the main

purpose, and after all, the great purpose, in
respect of this Convention, as in respect of the
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League of Nations, is to secure the adhesion of
the different states to an arrangement which
will tend to the welfare of humanity in the
future.

The amended text of the Labour Part of
the Peace Treaty was submitted by the Can-
adian Prime Minister, and was unanimously
adopted, and under this wording the High
Contracting Parties recognized that the well-
being—physical, moral and intellectual—of
industrial wage-earners is of supreme inter-
national importance. They recognized that
differences of climate, habits and customs, of
economic principle and industrial tradition,

make strict uniformity in the conditions of

labour difficult of immediate attainment, but,
holding as they did that labour should not
be regarded merely as an article of commerce,
the wording of the Peace Treaty as proposed
by Sir Robert Borden and adopted in the
Peace Conference, declared:

There are methods and principles for regulat-
ing labour conditions which all industrial com-
munities should endeavour to apply, so far as
their special circumstances will permit. Among
these methods and principles, the following
seem to the High Contracting Parties to be of
special and urgent importance.

Perhaps it would do no harm to put on
record a few clauses, because it is some time
since that document was negotiated. It de-
clared :

First—The guiding principle above enun-
ciated, that labour should not be regarded
merely as a commodity or article of commerce.

Second.—The right of association for all law-
ful purposes by the employed as well as by the
employers.

Third—The payment to the employed of a
wage adequate to maintain a reasonable
standard of life as this is understood in their
time and country.

Fourth—The adoption of an eight-hours day
or a forty-eicht hours week as the standard to
be aimed at where it has not already been at-
tained.

Fifth—The adoption of a weekly rest of at
least twenty-four hours, which should include
Sunday wherever practicable.

Sixth—The abolition of child labour and the
imposition of such limitations on the labour of
yvoung persons as shall permit the continua-
tion of their education and assure their proper
physical development.

Those were the finst six recommendations,
which were made at the instigation of the
gentleman whom I have named, and which
were unanimously adopted and became part
of article 13 of the Treaty of Peace.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN: Did he have any
children of his own?

Hon. Mr. ROBERTSON: He had sympathy
for those who had children. Now, having
signed that important document on behalf of

Canada, Sir Robert returned to Canada and
proceeded to implement the promise by several
early actions. The first one, which bore fruit,
was that in September, 1919, after an inquiry
had been conducted by a royal commission
into industrial conditions in Canada, there
was held in this city, on the invitation of the
Government, a conference participated in by
employers and employees, by representatives
of the Dominion Government and the Provin-
cial Governments, representatives of Can-
adian agriculture, and the Union of Canadian
Munmicipalities. Some 200 men sat down
together and remained in session for five days,
and several interesting and useful results
flowed from that conference. At its opening,
to indicate the attitude of the leader of the
Government of that day towards this great
question, Sir Robert Borden sent the follow-
ing brief message: !

Industrial development and supremacy have
sometimes been purchased at a price greater
than any people can afford to pay. I am speak-
ing not of conditions in this country, but of
those which, to my knowledge, have prevailed
elsewhere. The physical degeneracy of a con-
siderable portion of the population is too high
a price to pay for domination of the world’s
markets. If in any lines of industrial develop-
ment we cannot hold our own without so terrible
a sacrifice, then such lines ought to be aban-
doned and our effort directed elsewhere. Labour
is something more than a commodity. The
physical well-being and the moral welfare of
the people should go hand in hand. Standards
of living which are regarded as satisfactory in
some industrial communities of the world can-
not be tolerated in this country. The employer,
if he is wise, will concern himself with all the
recommendations and suggestions laid down
in the Peace Conference as to hours of labour,
sanitary conditions, protection of women and
children, and the general welfare of the labour-
ing man. There can be no permanent or satis-
factory industrial development which is not
founded on the welfare of the labouring popula-
tion which maintains it.

That brings us to the point where a policy
touching the Government’s attitude towards
the welfare of the people, particularly the
wage-earners, was laid down, nearly eleven
years ago. Then the Government took other
steps to carry out and implement that policy.
I remember very well that in the fall of 1919,
I think it was, the Government of the day
appropriated some $20,000,000 for a particu-
lar purpose. What was the purpose? To
assist in providing employment through aid-
ing the provinces and encouraging them to
build highways. That amount was to be

spent over a period of four or five years, I
think, and was the beginning of a splendid
system of good roads, which has gone far
towards completion and perfection during the
last ten years.
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Further steps were taken—such as provid-
ing funds in substantial amount for the pro-
motion of technical education, and so on—
all based on the principle that a new era had
arrived when the Treaty of Peace was signed.
The nations who participated in and signed
that treaty have decided that the policies
on these questions should henceforth be some-
what different from what they had been be-
fore.

In the fall of 1920 there swept over Canada,
succeeding a similar movement in the United
States, a wave of industrial depression, and,
having in view the star towards which Can-
ada’s eye had been set when it signed that
document to which I have referred, the Gov-
ernment voluntarily came forward, pointed
out to the various provinces that there was
likely to be a rather serious unemployment
situation in the approaching winter, and offered
to them, in advance, co-operation and aid to
cope with the situation when it arrived. On
the 14th of December, 1920, such an offer was
put into writing, and on the 24th of January,
1921, half a million dollars was available. Pro-
vision was at once made for the distribution of
that sum through provincial and municipal
channels, as needs arose, and serious suffering
was thereby averted.

Hon. Mr. FORKE:
19137

Hon. Mr. ROBERTSON: I would say in
zeply to my honourable friend that 1913 was
long prior to 1919, when the commitment was
made by the Government representing Can-
ada at the signing of the Treaty of Peace.
The depression continued throughout 1921,
and, be it said to the credit of the new Gov-
ernment that ecame into power at the end of
that year, it continued during the winter the
previous Government’s policy; but in the
spring of 1923 that policy was almost com-
pletely discarded. @My honourable friend
opposite (Hon. Mr. Dandurand), who was a
member of the Government of that day, can
probably best inform the House why such
action was taken.

In September, 1924, a general conference
was held at Ottawa on the question of un-
employment. The sittings, which lasted a few
days were attended by representatives of the
Federal Government, the Provincial Govern-
ments, the municipalities which are named in
the report that was issued at the time, the
Canadian Manufacturers’ Association, our
great railroads, and railroad organizations, the
Canadian Council of Agriculture, and the
Trades and Labour Congress of Canada. The

Hon. Mr. ROBERTSON.

What happened in

delegates sat down together to consider and
discuss ways and means whereby employment
might be stabilized and unemployment avoided.
At the close of that conference a number of
recommendations were drafted and unani-
mously adopted, but, for some reason unknown
to me, they were never acted upon.

At that time the post-war depression had
come to an end practically all over the world
and there followed a general wave of prosper-
ity, upon which Canada was borne in common
with most other countries. But in the fall
of 1928 the tide began to slacken. In 1929,
while we were still receiving a constantly in-
creasing flow of immigrants from Europe, there
was a slowing up of the emigration that had
been going on for nearly ten years from
Canada to the United States. Thus there was
being created here a steadily increasing supply
of labour for which there was no demand,
and this naturally brought about a serious
situation. Then in the summer of 1929 the
wheat crop was not very good in the West,
and, to make things worse, it did not flow
to the markets of the world as it had done
in previous years; with the result that the
Western farmers soon had their purchasing
power reduced, and before long the whole of
our population was affected in the same way.
As my honourable friend (Hon. Mr. Casgrain)
deseribed it this afternoon, the purchasing
power of our whole population was seriously
weakened. One of the consequences was that
among railway employees alone, 20,000 men,
who were engaged only in the transportation
of what others produced, found themselves
out of employment. That employment was
not regained during all last winter, and only
within the last few weeks has there been any
improvement in this connection, the improve-
ment being due to the movement of this
yvear’s crop in a more satisfactory manner.
The reduction in the purchasing power of
those 20,000 employees affected the industrial
and commercial activities of our people
throughout the country.

In the early winter of 1929 a considerable
number of requests were made to the Federal
Government for assistance and co-operation
in relieving the unemployment situation. For
reasons which the Government of that time
could no doubt explain, no help was given,
and the result was that a large number of
municipalities, particularly in the West, were
subjected to such a heavy financial strain—
and to some extent this is true of some of
the provinces—that they are now unable to
sustain their own unemployed population, as
they did last year. As spring approached
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and the savings of many of the unemployed
became exhausted, the resources of numerous
municipalities were being strained to the
danger point and the demand upon federal
and provincial authorities for aid became
acute. I do not think that the federal authori-
ties realized the seriousness of the situation
until long after the time for action had
come. My reason for saying so is that the
right honourable gentleman who leads the
Opposition in another place intimated a day
or so ago that he would be unable to pro-
ceed with the discussion on the Address in
reply to the Speech from the Throne until
certain information had been laid on the
Table. He asked for copies of all the cor-
respondence that had passed between the
Federal Government and the provincial and
municipal authorities, and others, on the sub-
ject of unemployment.

In passing, I might pay my respects to that
right honourable gentleman, for I do not want
to be discourteous and fail to reciprocate.
I believe he paid his respects to me yester-
day, and expressed the opinion that it was
a very serious matter for a Government to
have a Minister, holding a portfolio, in the
Senate. My only observation is that I be-
lieve the right honourable gentleman, who
was Prime Minister for about eight and a half
years, never had the suppormt of a majority
of the electorate of Canada, and the first
Minister of Labour whom he appointed was
not elected by the people. If it is improper
that a member of the Senate who previously
administered the Department of Labour for
a few years during a rather difficult period
should accept a similar responsibility at this
time, when there seems to be another
emergency, I must plead guilty. But I shall
continue to try to do my bit to help Canada
and her people through this period, in spite
of the criticism of my right honourable friend.

The staff in the Department of Labour
immediately set to work, and in twenty-four
hours had the information which I laid on
the Table to-day and which has been laid
on the Table in another place; so we hope
that no delay will occur in the consideration
of the important question for which Parlia-
ment has been convened. In getting together
the matter asked for by the right honourable
leader of the Opposition in the other House,
it occurred to me that if really unfamiliar
with the present unemployment situation, he
would perhaps be interested in having placed
before him some information that must have
come into the Department of Labour during

his regime. So I inquired for the records and
one of the staff brought in three big bundles
of papers, altogether a bulk as large as a man
could reach around with both arms. I asked
what it was, and was told it was the cor-
respondence of last year on unemployment.
Therefore it is difficult for me to understand
how the right honourable gentleman could
have been unfamiliar with existing condi-
tions when he stated in; Parliament, and
afterwards, when he repeated throughout the
country, that there was no serious unemploy-
ment.

I spent about an hour last night examining
part of one of the bundles, and although I did
not go through all the papers, I found a few
things of interest. For example, I learned
that the Canadian Legion on February 15,
1930, sent a strong appeal to the Government
for aid, because of unemployment; and that
the Province of Manitoba on December 30
last made representations in the same regard.
A similar plea was made by the Manitoba
Association of Unemployed Men on March
19, 1930, and the City of Niagara Falls on
January 8. The Corporation of Chatham,
New Brunswick, on April 25 appealed to the
Government for assistance, and attached to
their appeal was a public notice taken from
the Chatham Gazette of April 14, which read:

A Special Meeting of the Chatham Board of
Trade will be held in the Town Hall on Wed-
nesday evening, April 16, at 8 o’clock.

The object is to again acquaint the Federal
and Provincial Governments of the dire ne-
cessity of doing necessary public works that
will to some extent relieve the present unem-
ployment situation.

I found other appeals—I will not bother to
give the dates of all of them, but they are
here available if any honourable member
desires the information—from the Town of
Cobalt, the City of Saskatoon, the City of
Windsor, the City of North Bay, the Muni-
cipality of Islington, the City of Sault Ste.
Marie, the City of Toronto, York County,
Tort William, Regina, Edmonton, Brandon,
Calgary, another one from Toronto from the
Diocesan Council for Social Service, one of
the large church organizations in that city—
the Manitoba Associated Boards of Trade,
the Calgary President of the Amalgamated
Women’s Organization, the Mayor of Calgary,
the Calgary Presbytery, the City of Hamil-
ton, and the City of Montreal. In addition,
I found that on February 3 the Govern-
ment of Ontario offered co-operation to the
Federal Government, but there is no indica-
tion that any reply was sent to this offer. It
appeared also that thirteen labour organiza-
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tions petitioned the Federal Government for
aid between December 16, 1929, and March 4,
1930.

I was particularly struck with one com-
munication that appeared in the file, because
it came from the metropolitan city of Mont-
real shortly before the date on which the
Prime Minister of the Province of Quebec
declared that there was no serious situ-
ation existing there. The Prime Minister of
Canada had intimated the same thing, but
it seems that the people of Montreal did not
believe that was true. I think I pointed out
in this House at the last session that within
about three days of the time the Federal
Prime Minister had made his statement on
the subject I personally saw 1,300 hungry
men being fed in one of four institutions that
were providing aid to the unemployed in the
city of Montreal at that time. Certain or-
ganizations in'the city of Montreal took ex-
ception to the general statements that had
been made, and after having sent many com-
munications to the Department of Labour
they communicated by letter directly with
the Prime Minister himself and bitterly com-
plained against the Minister of Labour. Now,
I want to say to this House in all justice to
the Minister of Labour of that day, the Hon
Mr. Heenan, that there is ample evidence
on those files to indicate clearly that he did
not share the opinion that was spread abroad
by the head of the then Government respect-
ing unemployment. I saw in the Minister’s
own handwriting, on some of the documents,
a comment that indicated he had made dif-
ferent representations to his colleagues. What
I want to emphasize here is that there was a
departure in permanent policy from what
should be the attitude of government, accord-
ing to the pledge given by Sir Robert Borden
on behalf of Canada when the Peace Treaty
was signed, with regard to the paramount
question of human interests and rights. I
cannot find the Montreal letter that I wanted
to read, and perhaps it is just as well, be-
cause it was a scathing denunciation by people
from my honourable friend’s (Hon. Mr. Dan-
durand’s) city, and signed, I think, by the
representatives of four or five organizations
there.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Addressed to
whom?

Hon. Mr. ROBERTSON:
honourable the Prime Minister.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: In what month?

Hon, Mr. ROBERTSON: I think it would
be around March, 1930. It bears out what
Hon. Mr. ROBERTSON.

To the right

I have said to the House, and I should be
glad to make it available to honourable mem-
bers, if desired.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Did my hon-
ourable friend find a copy of that letter in
the Department of Labour?

Hon. Mr. ROBERTSON: Oh, yes. I might
say to my honourable friend that the Prime
Minister’s secretary forwarded it to the secre-
tary of the Minister of Labour, and appar-
ently it was placed on file without even an
acknowledgment having been made from any
source.

To my mind, honourable senators, it was
an amazing thing that in the light of reports
on unemployment received from citizens and
municipalities all over Canada, and even
from provinces, the Government should have
taken the attitude it did at the last session.
The late Government stated that it was not
responsible even if there was unemployment.
I should like to reassert here my contention
that the Government was obligated, under
the Treaty of Peace, to take notice of a
serious situation of that sort; that it should
have rendered aid to municipalities and others
who were caring for the unemployed, and not
have stood by without attempting to alleviate
the suffering that existed last winter.

There were more men unemployed in Can-
ada in July of this year than there were in
January, and I ask you to appreciate the situ-
ation that now faces the Government. Because
of unemployment during last winter many
people have exhausted their resources—many
have also exhausted their credit—and they
find themselves facing another winter with-
out employment. Furthermore, some of the
municipalities who tried to do their bit and
keep their unemployed from suffering last
year find their resources so depleted that they
are in serious difficulties. So I ask you in all
earnestness to consider most carefully and
sympathetically the measures that will be
introduced here in a day or two, looking to
at least a temporary alleviation of distress,
in the hope of ultimately finding, through
further research and observation and study,
a more permanent cure for this terrible calam-
ity. I say “calamity” because it is a calamity
to the men affected. There is nothing in the
world that is of such concern to the wage-
earner as his job. If a man has employment
he can meet his obligations to his dependents;
if he has not, he soon becomes quite a different
citizen. He feels that he has a grievance,
and turns against society, against the Gov-
ernment and against industry, and before he
or his dependents suffer seriously he is apt
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to take steps to try to remedy the situation
himself. Now that a second winter is ap-
proaching, through which thousands of people
in Canada may have to pass without employ-
ment, the situation must be met fairly, not
only in justice to the couple of hundred
thousand people who are to-day without
work, but in justice to Canada, if she is to
discharge her obligations and duties. There-
fore if the documents which have been laid
on the Table to-day are not sufficiently com-
plete to give honourable gentlemen opposite
all the information theyv require, I shall be
delighted to submit to them for inspection
this volume of appeals that came to the late
Government, in order that they may be con-
vinced that the need is genuine and that the
situation must be met, and met promptly.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: My honourable
friend has invited vequests®for further in-
formation. I have not had time to peruse
the documents that he has laid on the Table.
He presents two aspects of the situation—
the past and the present. Of course the past
is history, and as such may have its value,
but to me the present meeds and the ways
and means of meeting them wvepresent the
task of the day. As to the past, my honour-
able friend would have given us a faiver
picture of the whole situation if while speak-
ing of the responsibility of the Federal Gov-
ernment he had given us some statement of
the action of the municipalities, who are
primarily interested in the welfare of the
people within their borders, and the action
of the Provincial Governments, who should
be the first authorities to be called upon to
help the municipalities of their own creation,
I said in my speech of yesterday that the
first duty of the municipalities is to attend
to the needs of their people, and, if they
-cannot cope with the situation, to call upon
the province for help; then, if the problem
becomes a mational one, and further help is
needed, the province should turn towards
the federal authorities. This is the principle
that governed the action of the late Govern-
ment. This principle was reiterated before
the flast election. It was followed in the
cerisis of 1921-22-23, and I think it is a sound
one. If it is vepresented that the situation
is such that the federal authorities should
intervene, I am ready, of course, to consider
the matter with very great sympathy. We
are all agreed, I think, as to what we should
do in such a case. I rose merely to say that
a partial statement as to the undischarged
.obligations of the Federal Government is not
entively fair or satisfactory, because there are
two other authorities, mamely the munici-

palities and the provinces, that have a pri-
mary duty to perform. I know what we did
in 1922, when the late Administration came
into power. My honourable friend said that
we followed the lines laid down. Probably
action was suspended in 1924 because unem-
ployment had largely disappeared. I simply
reiterate that whatever proposal is presented,
based upon fact, will weceive the greatest
measure of sympathy when it is brought
here.

Hon. J. S. McLENNAN : Honourable mem-
bers, I should like to take a moment or two
to suggest that it would be well for honour-
able gentlemen to read over very -carefully
what has been said about Russia by the
honourable senator from De Lanaudiére (Hon.
Mr. Casgrain). I have no first-hand know-
ledge of the subject, but recently I came into
contact with more persons than one who had
that knowledge, and I was amazed at what
I was told of the industrial revolution that
has taken place in Russia. Experts have been
brought in from other countries, and farming
is being conducted on the grandest scale, with
unlimited money and unlimited machinery.
Under the peculiar system of government in
vogue in Russia, it has a control of labour
such as no other country has, such as no
other country at the present time wants tc
have, and such as no other p=ople would
tolerate, and within the next few years they
will produce vast quantities of wheat.

Furthermore, the great forests of Russia,
which were the private property of the Grand
Dukes, have been admirably cared for and are
now available for the production, by forced
labour, of great quantities of pulpwood. Some
of this has already reached our shores. Also,
in the neighbourhood of the Black Sea, new
coal fields have been discovered, which pro-
duce coal that I am told is of the highest
quality. That coal, as we know, has, I regret
to say, already come into the Canadian
market to some degree.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN: Six hundred thou-
sand tons in Montreal.

Hon. Mr. McLENNAN: I did not know it
was as much as that. I do not say that we
should try to stop this production of coal or
anything else, but the people of Canada should
not have any delusions as to the new condi-
tions; and I would call the attention of the
Government to the advisability of keeping in
touch with what is going on in Russia, by
whatever means are available, sc that the
competition which is sure to come will do
us the minimum of harm.

On motion of Hon. Mr.
debate was adjourned.

McMeans, the
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BUSINESS OF THE SENATE

Hon. Mr. WILLOUGHBY : I had promised
to make a statement to-day, if possible, with
regard to the work of the current week. I
know we should not like to have anything
sent to this House while we were not in
session. I cannot promise anything definitely,
but the best information I can secure is that
there will probably be some legislation that
will require our atfention on Friday. For
that reason I will not move, as I had other-
wise intended to do, the adjournment to next
week.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN: I suppose we shall
know definitely to-morrow. This is Wednesday.
Will the other House sit this evening?

Hon. Mr. WILLOUGHBY: No.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN: So they will have
only to-morrow to make progress. I am in-
formed that there is going to be considerable
discussion, and if the honourable gentleman
could see his way clear to move the adjourn-
ment to-morrow, it would be appreciated.

While I am on my feet, may I ask whether
there is any arrangement as to absentees during
this short session?

Hon. Mr. WILLOUGHBY: When the time
arrives the question of pairs will be taken up
and considered. It is possible that I shall
have some news to-morrow. We want to
show a willingness to expedite any legislation
that may come in at this very urgent session.

Some Hon. SENATORS: Hear, hear.

The Senate adjourned until to-morrow af
3 p.m.

THE SENATE

Thursday, September 11, 1930.

The Senate met at 3 p.m., the Speaker in
the Chair.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE GOVERNOR GENERAL’S SPEECH
ADDRESS IN REPLY

The Senate resumed from yesterday con-
sideration of His Excellency the Governor
General’s Speech at the opening of the session,
and the motion of Hon. Mr. Bénard for an
Address in reply thereto.

Hon. L. McMEANS: Honourable senators,
one of my main reasons for moving the
adjournment of the debate was that I might

Hon. Mr. McLENNAN.

have an opportunity to congratulate His
Honour on his preferment to the high office
of Speaker of this House. As has been said
by the honourable gentleman from De Lanau-
dieére (Hon. Mr. Casgrain), you, sir, represent
the best traditions of the French Canadian
race. You have been persecuted and have
suffered for your opinions, and now you have
your reward. I venture to say that among
the many prominent men who have occupied
the Chair in this Chamber you will rank in
one of the first places.

Some Hon. SENATORS: Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. McMEANS: I desire to con-
gratulate the mover of the address, my
colleague from St. Bomiface (Hon. Mr.
Bénard). He has been well known to me for
a great many years. The city he represents is
sometimes called the Holy City, but whether
that is on account of his conmection with it,
I am unable to say. It was a pleasure to listen
to his speech in his native tongue. I should
also like to tender my compliments to my
honourable friend from New Westminster
(Hon. Mr. Taylor). He is an old member of
this House and always delivers a speech full
of interest and information.

May I extend my congratulations to the
honourable gentleman from De Lanaudiére
(Hon. Mr. Casgrain). He certainly has earned
the reputation of being a walking encyclopedia,
for if there is anything you want to know he
is always able to supply the information. I
regret, however, that he should have taken
occasion to allude to some doubtful points in
connection. with the siege of Quebec. I
thought his reference to them was in bad taste.
He intimated that some English settlers left
the city of Quebec because a fight was going
on, and that the French people remained to
face the enemy.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN: Those who left had
been asked to go.

Hon. Mr. McMEANS: I do not know what
the honourable gentleman meant when he
made that statement; whether he desired to
re-introduce into this House the question of
race. As I say, I thought it was in bad taste,
and especially so since we all know that very
different explanations are given by different
historians with regard to some of the things
that took place around the period to which
my honourable friend was referring. However,
we will let that pass.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN: You had better.

Hon. Mr. McMEANS: I believe that the
late Sir Wilfrid Laurier and the Right Hon.
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W. L. Mackenzie King missed a great oppor-
tunity when they omitted to take the honour-
able gentleman from De Lanaudiére into their
Cabinet, because if he could advertise Canada
as well as he advertised South Africa, we
should certainly be the gainers.

As we are not very busy in this Chamber
for the time being, it may not be amiss to
review briefly the recent election, for it is
possible that we may thereby learn something
that will guide us in the future in legislating
for the benefit of the country at large. In
my opinion, the election was one of the most
important that ever took place in the Do-
minion of Canada. Important issues were at
stake, and the then Prime Minister announced
that we were at the parting of the ways. Well,
I am one of those who rejoice that there has
been no parting of the ways, but rather a
joining together. The late Government opened
its celebrated campaign in the city of Brant-
ford, with an address by the late Prime
Minister, which was broadcast by radio
over the whole Dominion. All our people
from the Atlantic to the Pacific had an
opportunity of hearing it and many other
speeches in the weeks that followed, and great
interest was manifested throughout the coun-
try. Great crowds packed the halls wherever
important meetings were held, and the people
who were unable to gain admission went to
their homes, or the homes of their friends,
and listened in by radio, in common with
their fellow citizens all over Canada. The
issue was clearly stated to voters in every
city, village and hamlet, and on the farms.
The right honourable gentleman who was then
Prime Minister opened his compaign by stat-
ing that our people generally were prosperous
and that the only unemployment existing was
of a temporary nature. It did not take long
for him to have his opinions changed when
he was travelling through the Western Prov-
inces and on the Pacific coast, for he then
learned that he was not well informed as to
industrial conditions in our land. So he
changed his tactics, and in a desperate effort
to secure votes he finally made promises en-
tirely contrary to his declaration in Parliament
that he would not give a five-cent piece to
aid the unemployed in any province that had
a Conservative Government. Before he con-
cluded his compaign he offered to give dollar
for dollar from the Federal Treasury to any
province that would assist in taking care of
the unemployed. Of course, the people of
Canada did not swallow that sort of thing.
The farmers, manufacturers, miners and lad
bourers apparently knew the true circumstances

much better than did the leader of the Liberal
party. When the last speech was radioed
throughout the country from the ecity of
Ottawa, the result of the election was a fore-

_gone conclusion.

In common with a large number of Cana-
dians I was astonished—and I think the
people of Quebec were more astonished than
those of any other part of the country—
when the right honourable gentleman who
was then Prime Minister asked with a great
deal of gusto, “Whom will you send to the
Imperial Conference if you do not send Mr.
Lapointe and me? Let Mr. Bennett name
the man whom he will send from the Prov-
ince of Quebec who is fit to represent Can-
ada at the Imperial Conference.” I do not
know just how the people of Quebec felt
about that statement, but surely they did not
conclude that in the whole of their great
province the lieutenant of the then Prime
Minister was the only man fit or capable to
go te the Imperial Conference as Canada’s
representative. The right honourable gentle-
man has now received his answer, and I
think he has received it from the Province of
Quebec. No wilder statement was ever made
on a public platform in Canada than that
made by Mr. Mackenzie King when he de-
fied the Conservative party to tell him what
man in Canada, apart from himself and his
lieutenants, was fit to go to the Imperial
Conference. ;

Hon. Mr. BUREAU: Did he use the word
“ﬁtl,?

Hon. Mr. McMEANS: No; I am merely
summarizing what I concluded he meant.
What other conclusion can one draw? Can
my honourable friend suggest any?

Hon. Mr. BUREAU:
were quoting.

Hon. Mr. MecMEANS: I am quoting, in
effect. He said, in effect, “Let Mr. Bennett
tell you whom he will send from the Province
of Quebec to the Imperial Conference.” I
hope my honourable friend is satisfied that
that matter is settled, and that the people
now know who will go to the Imperial Con-
ference.

Right Hon. Mr. GRAHAM:
know?

Hon. Mr. McMEANS: Aside from that
matter of the Right Hon. Mr. King’s aston-
ishing statement, perhaps the outstanding
issue of the campaign was the May Budget,
which was described by some people as a

I understood you

Do they
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smoke screen. It was heralded throughout
the land as a cure for all the ills from which
the country was suffering.

The United States of America, which had

all along maintained a heavy tariff against

many of our products, nearly doubled the
existing duties, with the result that, while
much of our wealth was going into the coun-
try to the south of us, a great number of our
products were prohibited from ecrossing the
border. I do not want to repeat that old
argument about the $900,000,000 of solid cash
paid over to the United States for American
goods, most of it being for our own material,
which they had purchased raw and were send-
ing back in a finished state. When their
tariff was raised to such an outrageous ex-
tent against this country, the people of Can-
ada naturally looked to the Government of
the day for some method to relieve the situ-
ation. Surely, they felt, we were not to
remain in such a position that the United
States could take all we had without giving
us anything in return.

Yet the then Prime Minister stated in
another place that we must not put up a
tarifi against the United States, as it might
offend them; that we must not retaliate, but
must deal with them in another way. And
he tried to mislead—if I may use the word—
the great farming community of this country.
He said, “So that you will not trade with the
United States, so that you will not have to
buy there, we are going to give such a pre-
ference to Great Britain as will enable you
to buy your goods from England instead of
buying them from the United States.” The
farmers and others interested in that matter
could not understand how they would be
any better off if as much money as they had
been sending to the United States were to be
sent in another form to England, and they
were to get nothing in return.

The policy that the leader of the Con-
servative party preached in one part of the
country was maintained in every other part.
He made no statement in the extreme East
that was at variance with any he made in
the extreme West. He placed fairly and
squarely before the people of Canada this
proposition: “If we are going to give a prefer-
ence to England, then we must ask that
England do something for us in the way of
purchasing our raw material, such as our
wheat.” That was the issue submitted to the
people. The Dunning budget became merely
a joke. Nobody believed in it, nobody could
maintain it, once its fallacies were exposed.
It was practically abandoned.

Hon. Mr. McMEANS.

The farmers of the West to-day are quite
satisfied. They have come to the conclusion
that a country like Canada must retain as
much wealth as it can; that, with protection
in effect on all sides, we must protect our own
production, and that when in this way the
country becomes wealthy, they also will
participate in its wealth.

Something was said by my honourable
friend from De Lanaudiére (Hon. Mr.
Casgrain) about the Wheat Pool. I do not
think this is the place to discuss that question.
I must confess that I do not know anything
about it, and I think I may state without
contradiction that the honourable gentleman
does not know anything about it.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN: We are even.

Hon. Mr. McMEANS: Yes, we are about
even in regard to it, but I would add that the
honourable gentleman should not make state-
ments in this House on a matter of that kind
—which go out through the public press and
travel all over the country—unless he is
thoroughly conversant with the facts of the
case. The statement that the Wheat Pool at
one time refused to sell its wheat at $1.40 or
$1.30 was made in another place, and was
contradicted, I think, even by the honourable
leader of the Conservative party, who said
that he had information showing that the
statement was not correct. My honourable
friend from Brandon (Hon. Mr. Forke) will
know something about the matter. I under-
stand the Pool sold its wheat as soon as
possible, and did not miss any opportunity
of doing so.

What is the Wheat Pool, after all? It is
an assembly of farmers who for their own
protection sought to do away with the middle-
man and sell direct to the consumer the wheat
produced by themselves, and in that way to
save, as they thought, a great deal of profit
made by the middleman and by others deal-
ing in wheat. It must be confessed that they
were contending against a very old established
custom. Firms in England had been engaged
in the grain trade for centuries. The buying
of wheat was their main occupation. This new
system of the Pool struck a hard blow at
what we call the vested interests, and keen
opposition arose against the Pool. But that
does mot affect the fundamental principle
that the farmers have the right to obtain for
themselves the very best prices they can get
for the products of their industry.

When my honourable friend speaks about
the Pool and such matters, he must be very
careful in what he says, so that when his
statements go to the people uncontradicted
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they will not be misled into thinking that
this Chamber has come to the conclusion that
the Wheat Pool refused to accept $1.40 or
$1.30 for its wheat. I think the honourable
gentleman will pardon me if I urge him to
be a little more careful in that respect.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN: I have no objec-
tion. The honourable gentleman says he does
not know anything about it.

Hon. Mr. McMEANS: I do not think my
honourable friend does either. Now I should
like, with the permission of this House, to
read a letter from a farmer. It was written,
not with any idea of political effect, but just
in the ordinary course of corespondence that
took place between this man and myself. I
wrote him about a farm, in reference tc some
business, and told him I thought the country
was prosperous. I may say that this farm is
in Saskatchewan, a long way out. The first
part of the letter probably does not affect the
matter. The letter reads:

In answer to yours of the 16th, I will cer-
tainly do my best for the land. I am endeavor-
ing to get you a customer but there are so many
vacant farms around that it makes it a hard
proposition. They are advertising farms within
five and six miles of Davidson for $600 to $800.
This district has suffered the last four years
from drought and frost. We have to close our
school after this term, as the council has no
money. Times are very bad around here; sel-
dom a day passes but one or two men come and
ask for a meal. I really cannot afford to give
them, but I will not turn a man away hungry
as long as I have a bit to eat. My brother
wrote me from England. He told me he would
finance me for seed and feed for another year
if 1 wanted to try. As you say, it can’t go on
forever. Ome good crop would put me on my
feet again, as I do not owe, only hospital and
doctors bills. I have kept every expense down
to what I could pay for, and have done without
that I could not pay for.

I think that the Liberal Government are to
blame for the country’s condition at the present
time. They have brought emigrants from Eu-
rope and dumped them on land that nobody can
get a living off. There is a family a few miles
from here; they are on a farm with only about
10 acres of good land on it; the rest is a big
alkali patch—will not grow even grass. I was
a Liberal for 16 years, but I cast a Conserva-
tive vote in the Provincial election, and I cer-
tainly will on the 28th. It’s only the foreigner
what can’t talk English around here what’s
voting Liberal. When the farmers are all so
hard up as we are, the country is bound to be
having hard times. All we have to sell is low
price; all we have to buy is high. Sir, I do
not know whether you are Liberal or Conser-
vative, but I state that the ILiberal policy is
simply rotten. If you are a Liberal, I do not
say this to insult you. I really believe that Mr.
Mackenzie King is a gentleman, (but) his ad-
ministration is lacking the foresight which is
necessary for the progress of Canada. There is
no need for men to be begging for bread and
work in this, the richest country in the world.

The resources and raw material which this
country possess are tremendous. We only want
a Government big enough to realize that Can-
ada can lead and hold her own with the world.
Janada don’t have to toady to U. S. A. or any
other country. Sir—excuse me, but I had to
get this off my chest because of what you said
in your letter. I will now conclude, hoping you
will cast your vote for a Conservative Govern-
ment and help the cause of the farmers.

I am getting some work to do and will try
to pay taxes. Thank you.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN: What is his name?

Hon. Mr. McMEANS: Would you like his
name?

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN: Yes.

Hon. Mr. McMEANS: I will give his name.
but I do not know that I need put it on Han-
sard.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN: Put it on Hansard.

Hon. Mr. McMEANS: His name is Charles
Haden; he lives at a place called Bladsworth,
Saskatchewan; and I am glad to say that his
hopes were realized.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN: He must have been
very ignorant when he did not know which
side the honourable gentleman was on.

Hon. Mr. McMEANS: He did not know
me as well as my honourable friend knows
me.

Hon. Mr. FORKE: A Liberal member was
returned from that constituency.

Hon. Mr. McMEANS: Then the foreigners
all voted for him.

Hon. Mr. LAIRD: No; the Liberal mem-
ber was defeated. He was the Deputy
Speaker of the House of Commons.

Hon. Mr. MeMEANS: I think the late
election, which, as I have said before, was
the most momentous in the history of Can-
ada, has taught us that the people of Canada
are true to their traditions. In the late Par-
liament, with the exception of the member
for Calgary, there was not one Conservative
member of the House of Commons from any
of the Wiestern Provinces. To-day there are
twenty-three Conservative members from
those provinces. We now have a stable Gov-
ernment, a Government that has amongst its
supporters representatives from every prov-
ince in Canada. We have a Government that
is not dependent upon any class or group,
that does not have to consider whether the
Progressives want this or the Labourites want
that. It does not have to throw a sop here
and a sop there in order to remain in power.
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It need not set up a ecry that the people
should vote for it on any ground other than
that of the pelicy it has laid down.

I think the result of the election in Quebec
has been, above all, a great triumph for the
Canadian people. I say the Canadian people
because the rest of Canada was looking to
Quebee. Quebec had a solid bloe, and, I am
sorry to say, the ery of race and religion was
raised there; but, thamks to the good sense
of the people of the province, the late Gov-
ernment, was not sustained. When the results
were announced it was found that there were
‘wenty-five Conservative members elected
ind that the Province of Quebec, which had
oreviously sent to Ottawa a solid Liberal bloc,
had returned to its old allegiance. I think
that the election has taught us that there is
a feeling of unity in Canada. If Canada is
to be prosperous there must be unity among
all the provinces. Quebec has shown by its
vote that it is not again to be swayed by
racial or religious issues, but will retain its
place as one of the leading provinces of Con-
federation.

Hon. PASCAL POIRIER: Honourable
members, I will not felicitate the mover and
the seconder of the Address, although they
deserve to be complimented, because that
part of the programme is left to the leaders
of the House, who have performed it well.
I have only a few remarks to make, and they
will be generalities. The Speech of His Ex-
cellency deals more or less with generalities.
In that regard it differs not very much from
other Speeches from the Throne since Con-
federation, though perhaps it may be said
that it comes nearer than any of them to
stating the purpose for which Parliament
has been called. Our present purpose is to
help those who have no job on hand; in
other words, to come to the rescue of the
unemployed.

From the statistics lately given by the
Minister of Labour we learn that there are
200,000 men in Canada who are out of work.
Well, there is nothing very alarming about
that; nothing that I know of to cause us to
wail or cry blue ruin. In all ages there have
been, throughout the world, men who were
unemployed; and to-day Canada stands in
a better position in this regard than any other
country, with the possible exception of
France. The Gospel says, “The poor you
have always with you” Possibly the word
“poor” is meant to include the unemployed.

I compliment the Government upon hav-
ing convoked us in special session to try to
give relief to the unemployed. Not that I

Hon. Mr. McMEANS.

believe we can find work for everybody.
Great promises were made, and many of them,
but honourable gentlemen know as well as I
do that when a general election is approaching
many promises are made that are too great to
be fulfilled. In this respect the Conservative
leaders have done no better and no worse
than had been done before. It is not believed
that this Parliament can give work to every-
body, but it certainly will come to the relief
oi many. That is about all that we can claim
or hope to do. No one is perfect, but every-
one is bound to make efforts to reach perfec-
tion. No one believes that this Government
can relieve everyone in need, but we have
tangible proof that concrete efforts are to
be made towards improving the situation, and
that some results have already been attained.

One feature of this session that strikes me
particularly is the good-will of Canadians
generally. It is a wholesome sight to see
municipalities and governments of all shades
or colours that are willing, or apparently
willing, to join hands with the Federal Gov-
ernment. There is a deep meaning to that.
It means that the inhabitants of Canada are
really Canadians; that we are cultivating a
Canadian soul; that though one province is
Liberal and another Conservative, though at
Ottawa Tory succeeds Grit, or Grit succeeds
Tory, nevertheless the idea of the weal of
Canada prevails. We are making progress,
honourable members—possibly healthier pro-
gress than we realize. Take the late election
for instance. That election was conducted on
gentlemanly lines. I have been a witness of
all the elections since Confederation. It is
not very many decades ago that votes were
bought, liquor was circulated in large quan-
tities, rough tactics were employed and fights
took place. None of these things were con-
spicuous in the last election. If there were
fisticuffs, they were the aftermath. This is a
healthy feature, and, in my estimation, shows
real progress, greater progress than that repre-
sented by any monetary gain, or any increase
in the wealth of the country. We are build-
ing a solid Canada.

Not very many years ago, and even recently,
I read in the papers that there was danger of
the West seceding from Canada. Honourable
members, I do not believe any such danger
exists. I do not apprehend it from immi-
gration of the proper sort: that is gold that
is fused with our Canadian patriotism. The
Americans who have come here in large num-
bers are to-day Canadians in their souls; or,
it they are not, their children are or will be.
The more we grow the more the Canadian
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soul will develop and the more we shall turn’
towards what I believe is our destiny as one
of the greatest nations of the world.

Hon. ROBERT FORKE: Honourable mem-
bers of the Senate, it is with some misgiving
that I rise to offer a few remarks, because I
have no speech prepared and I really ought
to have made some preparation before daring
to address this assembly. But during the
debate some remarks have been made to
which I think I ought to make some reply.

I may be permitted to say just a word in
regard to the Wheat Pool, and in reply to the
honourable senator from De Lanaudiere (Hon.
Mr. Casgrain). The honourable member for
Winnipeg (Hon. Mr. McMeans) has made
the statement that the Wheat Pool is not a
proper subject for this assembly to discuss;
nevertheless I think it may not be uninterest-
ing to deal with this subject and some other
features of the grain situation in Western
Canada. I hold no brief for the Wheat Pool.
I was a member of the Pool for five years,
and when my contract ran out I did not renew
it.

Hon, Mr, CASGRAIN: Hear, hear,

Hon. Mr, FORKE: But I have no criticism
nor complaint to make regarding fthe treat-
ment I received from the Wheat Pool, or my
experience with it. I did have some fault to
find with certain extravagant statements made
by some of the officials; statements that T did
not believe had a good effect upon the opera-
tions of the Pool in the world markets; but
that has nothing to do with the principles for
which the Pool was organized.

Anyone who has read the history of the
marketing of the farmers’ grain since 1882 will
realize that one rampart after another had
to be scaled before the farmers were able to
get anything like a square deal in marketing
their wheat. When I look back to those early
vears I sometimes wonder what the farmers of
to-day would think if they had to go through
the experiences that we went through in the
eighties and the early nineties. At that time
a farmer simply took his load of wheat to
the village, where it was dumped into an
elevator. He had very little choice in the
matter of what he should do. If there was
only one elevator he had to accept the price
that was offered, and had no recourse of any
kind. He could not market his wheat upon
the cars; there were no loading platforms;
and if he had any unpleasantness with the
local wheat buyer he might be told to go
somewhere else. He was entirely at the mercy
of the trade. I do not find any more fault

with that trade than with any other business,

but when one party to a transaction has all
the power in his hands things do not work out
very well,

Then came the loading platforms. If we
did not like the elevator we could load over
the platform into the car. That was the first
great liberty the wheat grower enjoyed in the
marketing of his wheat. I do not want to
follow all the transactions that took place
from then on. I think that conditions were
more satisfactory than they had ever been
before.

Still there was dissatisfaction—a feeling on
the part of a great many that too large a
profit was taken by the middleman, and that
this could be saved and conditions bettered
if the farmers themselves handled their wheat
in large quantities. So the Pool was organized.
It was organized not for the purpose of fixing
a price at which wheat should be sold, nor
with the object of controlling the market,
but simply as a means whereby the year’s
product might be disposed of on a more satis-
factory basis. Formerly, as soon as farmers
had threshed their wheat they rushed it to
the elevator, and the combined wheat ecrop
of the three Western Provinces was offered
for sale at one time, with the result that the
market was depressed. The purpose for which
the Pool was started was to regulate the mar-
keting of wheat so that the supply would more
nearly keep pace with the demand. That pur-
pose, which I think was a good one, has been
followed down to the present time, and it was
successfully carried out until last year.

A good deal of misapprehension seems to
exist in the public mind with regard to what
happened last year. I might mention here
a fact that is now pretty generally known,
that the British Government had entered into
an agreement with the Argentine Republic
to buy their wheat and make payment for it
with British products. It was felt by the
Pool officials that the prevailing price was
too low, and there is no doubt that wheat was
held back to a certain extent. But were the
Pool officials the only people who took such
a line of action? Business men, private in-
dividuals and speculators did exactly the same
sort of thing. A number of farmers in West-
ern Canada who are not members of the Pool
sold their wheat and bought futures, expecting,
like everybody else, that the price would rise.
Unfortunately everybody, including the Pool
officials, guessed wrongly. There is no doubt
that if the Pool had acted differently and
thrown the wheat on the market, the price
would have dropped and the Pool officials
would have been eriticized just as severely as




SENATE

they have been. As a matter of fact, the
officials have declared that at the time they
were charged with holding back the wheat
they were endeavouring to get rid of it at
a price that would show a profit to the
growers.

I do not think that the Pool can properly
be criticized for trying to market the wheat in
a satisfactory manner. Some farmers may have
been under the delusion that an organization
like the Pool can defy the fundamental law
of supply and demand. So long as a brisk
demand continues it is possible not only to
sell goods but to make a profit, but you
cannot sell goods for which there is no de-
mand. I do think, however, that the officials
and some of the organs of the Pool made
extravagant statements concerning the benefits
that a farmer would receive by becoming a
member, and it may be that perhaps those
statements created in Great Britain and some
other European countries a sentiment that
worked to the disadvantage of our wheat
growers and sellers.

Right Hon. Sir GEORGE E. FOSTER:
Will my honourable friend permit a question?

Hon. Mr. FORKE: Certainly.

Right Hon. Sir GEORGE E. FOSTER:
I have been greatly interested in the frank
and clear statement that has been made by
my honourable friend. He has told us that
after having had the experience of one con-
tract period of five years with the Pool he
decided not to contract for a second period,
but in future to do his own marketing. My
honourable friend is a responsible and intelli-
gent farmer and we should like to know why
he thinks he will do better by the change.
Many of us have a certain degree of sympathy
with the Pool. I for one have a strong
sympathy.

Hon. Mr. FORKE: In reply to my right
honourable friend I might say that I have
never on any ocecasion, publicly nor privately,
criticized in any way the Pool’s actions.

Right Hon. Sir GEORGE E. FOSTER: No.

Hon. Mr. FORKE: My reason for deciding
not to continue with the Pool is a purely
personal one. At the end of my contract
period I did not like the statements and
actions of some officials of the Pool and some
growers in Saskatchewan who were suggesting
a compulsory pool, an organization which
farmers would be forced to join if they did
not join voluntarily. I disagreed with that
attitude, and that is the only reason why I
did not renew my contract. I had no dis-
satisfaction with the conduct of the Pool.

Hon. Mr. FORKE.

I may say that I am a member of the Coarse
Grains Pool, and my barley and other pro-
ducts go there. I have simply retained my
personal liberty in selling wheat. I thought
that some of the people who belong to the
Pool were trying to infringe on personal
liberty.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN: Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. LAIRD: That is the Conserva-
tive view, and I absolutely agree with the
honourable gentleman.

Hon. Mr. FORKE: I think my honour-
able friend (Hon. Mr. Casgrain) is a little
too greatly alarmed over the future of the
small farm, and unduly optimistic about the
prospects of mechanized agriculture. If hon-
ourable senators will pardon me, I should
like to make a brief reference to my own ex-
perience. I use both tractor and horse-power
on my farm, and I am inclined to believe
that horses furnish as cheap power as trac-
tors do, and that, at least for many years to
come, tractors will not entirely supplant
horses. As long as the price of gasoline re-
mains at its present high level, I think Dob-
bin will continue at work on Western farms.
From the time I was first elected to Parlia-
ment I have been of the opinion that large
farms would gradually be done away with;
that the trend was towards smaller acreages
and more intensive cultivation, with the
people living more closely together and no
longer having to contend with the disad-
vantages that result from isolation. I take
exception to the picture that is now often
painted of a future wherein only large farms
will have a chance of success. I believe that
farmers will go back to the smaller units,
and that wheat growing in Western Canada
will be permanently successful only so long
as it is carried on with other activities on the
farm.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN: Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. FORKE: I believe that there is
a good future for the farmer who operates
in a businesslike way a small unit, say of half
a section, and, in addition to growing wheat
and other grains, carries on a certain amount
of mixed farming. It is my belief that we
shall always have that type of farm in
Canada, and that if we had not we should
be in a bad way.

I have read something about large-scale
agricultural operations in Russia, where as
many as 450 tractors are used on one farm
and great forces of men are employed in the
spring and at harvest time. These men, it
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appears, are fed from caravans and are lodged
in tents. Do Canadians look forward with
pleasure to having farms of that type in our
Western country? I hope not. I hope, hon-
ourable senators, that the West will be more
intensively cultivated and more closely popu-
lated, for I am convinced that our farmers
will be more comfortable and in better cir-
cumstances on smaller acreages.

Wheat growing will be carried on success-
fully in the future in the country that can
produce most cheaply. In that connection
we have many advantages in Western Can-
ada, such as cheap land, suitable climate,
and soil that will grow the best wheat in
the world. As far as natural conditions are
concerned, nothing can prevent Western Can-
ada from continuing as a great wheat grow-
ing centre; but heavy transportation -costs,
high interest rates, and, if honourable mem-
bers will allow me to say so, high tariffs,
are some things that might work to the detri-
ment of prosperity in the West.

Right Hon. Sir GEORGE E. FOSTER:
May I presume to ask another question?

Hon. Mr. FORKE: Surely.

Right Hon. Sir GEORGE E. FOSTER: I
got such a fruitful answer to the question
that I propounded before, that I am en-
couraged to intrude upon my honourable
friend’s patience. I should like to have his
views with reference to the competition from
Soviet Government farms in Russia. I under-
stand that in that country there are farms
1s  large as 250,000 acres under scientific
management; operated with the most modern
machinery and supposedly wunder highly
efficient supervision. If that kind of farming
is successful, what effect will the resulting
competition have on our Western farmers?

Hon. Mr. FORKE: I will answer my right
honourable friend by saying that if our farms
were divided into smaller units and we had
more intensive cultivation, wheat would not
be of such comparative importance as it is
on the large unit farm. The farmer who
operated on a smaller scale would produce
a great amount of supplies for his own house-
hold, and therefore would not be so de-
pendent upon the success of the wheat crop.
Wheat growing, whether carried on in Russia
or anywhere else, is to a considerable extent
a gamble. I believe that the men who oper-
ate the smaller farms, with more diversified
products, are in a better position than the
large wheat growers in Western Canada to-
day. The experiences of the West in the
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early years revealed the disadvantages of
large farms. I am sure many of my honour-
able friends opposite will remember the
attempt to establish great bonanza farms,
and the prophecy that the growing of wheat
on a large scale would result in the elimina-
tion of small farms. Well, the small farms
have been able to stay in business longer
than the large ones, on the whole.

My observations are the result of my own
experience and may be wrong, but I am
unable to see how the large mechanized farm
is going to iransform the country in the way
that many people appear to believe it will.
It is my convietion that it would not be
well for Canada if that did happen. Can hon-
ourable members picture a huge farm, occu-
pying thousands of acres, with one man over-
seeing the whole thing and many labourers
doing the work? Would such a farm be
preferable to 100 smaller farms operated by
independent yeomen, whose families were
being brought up to prize the virtues of in-
dependence and liberty? To me the small
farm presents a much more attractive picture
than the other. We know what has hap-
pened to agriculture and the growers of wheat
in the United States and Australia, and I
think their experiences should guide us in
our treatment of our own wheat growers.

The right honourable gentleman (Right
Hon. Sir George E. Foster) has mentioned
Russia. I have a mewspaper clipping here
which says:

Some of the farms are very large. One farm
mentioned by the investigator utilizes 460
tractors operating in the busy season up to
sixteen hours a day. Seeding required 2,500
men for a period of nine days, and 6,000 men
are required for harvest. The employees live
in tents and are fed from kitchen cars.

It is possible that for a few years the com-
petition from Russia may be serious, but I
do not believe there will be permanent com-
petition, for it seems to me that the policy
now being pursued in that country is mot
economically sound. Think of 6,000 men
being used at harvest, and 2,500 for a period
of nine days in the spring! What is going
to become of those men during the rest of
the year?

I want to say a few words in regard to
immigration and unemployment. I am not
going to cffer an apology for anything the
Department of Immigration did during the
years that I was in charge of it, and I prob-
ably should not say what I am about to say
if it were not that human memory is very
short and political memory particularly so.
Perhaps that is a good thing for the politicians.

REVISED EDITION
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In 1926 there was a strong demand all over
this country for immigrants. Many of the
mayors, manufacturers and publications that
are to-day so outspoken against allowing
immigrants to enter this country were at that
time proclaiming that Canada needed immi-
grants to help pay our taxes and to make
business for our railways. I think that the
only classes among our citizens who did not
have much to say in that regard were the
labourers and the agriculturalists. There was
an insistent demand that the volume of im-
migration should be increased, and for a time
it was increased.

Will honourable senators excuse me for mak-
ing a personal remark? May I say that from
what I learned on two trips through to the
Pacific coast, when I interviewed the Gov-
ernments of the four Western Provinces, I
soon realized that the demand for agricultural
labour had about reached the saturation point.
In 1928 I passed a regulation- that during that
vear the number of immigrants coming to
Canada from Central and Eastern Europe
should be restricted to 30 per cent of the
number that entered in 1927. If honourable
senators will cast their memories back to the
session of 1927 they will recollect that the
Department of Immigration was subjected to
strong criticism on the ground that it failed
to bring in a sufficient number of immigrants.
It was charged that it was almost impossible
for a Britisher to get into this country; that
the chief object of the Department seemed
to be to exclude desirable applicants, and that
absurd questions had to be answered before
entry was permitted. I may be excused for
feeling a little heat when I think of the
criticism I had to endure at that session,
while I was aware that we were receiving more
immigrants than the country could absorb.
In 1929 a further regulation was passed that
during that year we would admit only 25
per cent of the number of immigrants from
Eastern and Central Europe who had entered
in 1928. In other words, for every 100 that
we admitted in 1927 we would admit only
seven in 1929.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: That is, from
the Continent of Europe?

Hon. Mr. FORKE: From the Continent
of Europe. Now, if that was not shutting
off continental immigration about as fast as
possible, I do not know anything about it.
As T read the proposal of the present Govern-
ment, I have no fault whatever to find with
it, because I believe the Government is going
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just a little bit farther in the direction in
whicn I was attempting to lead the country
at that particular time.

I have read in the papers very strong
criticism by some public men about the char-
acter of the immigrants who have been
allowed to come into Canada. I quite agree
with some of their statements, but I would
ask honourable gentlemen to bear in mind
that I was severely criticised for the ques-
tions asked on the examinations that those
immigrants had to undergo before they were
allowed to enter Canada. I know that one
member in another place, one of the prom-
inent leaders, made the statement that no
self-respecting Britisher would answer such
questions as were being asked. Those exam-
inations were intended to shut out persons
who were unfit, or were unable to make their
way in this new country. No doubt, even
with all those precautions, a good many came
to Canada who should not have come.

Now conditions are altered. They have
changed so rapidly that it has been pretty
difficult to keep marching with the times. In
regard to the employment of labour, changes
are taking place every day. I have already
spoken about mechanized industry on the
farm. Even on the smaller farms the mech-
anizing of agriculture has reduced the number
of labourers required. In 1928, I judge, one-
third fewer labourers were required on
Western farms than in 1927; and fewer men
were needed in 1929 than in 1928. So did the
demand for agricultural labourers decrease
until it fell off completely and there was
sufficient labour in the country to meet all
requirements. A similar condition has devel-
oped in manufacturing—in industrial life. We
know that one machine will do work for which
ten men were required only a few short years
ago. Such changes have entirely altered the
labour situation. I have great sympathy with
those who are trying to solve the difficulties
that have arisen, but I do not think it is in
very good taste to turn around and condemn
the action that was taken a couple of years
ago, when the demand was in the opposite
direction.

I have heard of no solution of the problems
that are facing the world to-day. Unemploy-
ment is a world condition. Take the present
situation in Western Canada. On the whole,
we have had a good crop in the four Western
Provinces. While, no doubt, there are spots
where there are crop failures and consequent
hardship, we have a land overflowing with the
products of Mother Nature. The trouble to-
day is that we have too much. I have on
my own farm a really good crop this year, and
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I have no complaint to make, though I am
2ot prepared to say that we had a prosperous
vear. So it has been all along the line: the
farms *have produced in abundance. Yet we
are up against hard times, and poverty, and a
situation that is very difficult to meet.

While I have great sympathy with the pro-
ceedings that are going on in another place,
I must repeat in all seriousness, honourable
gentlemen, that I see no solution for our prob-
lems at the present time. I have seen no
prophet rise in Israel to show us the way out
of our difficulties. But this situation cannot
continue; the world cannot suffer because of
plenty. There would really be no over-pro-
duction if we had proper distribution. It is
said there is too much wheat grown to-day;
but there are to-day in the world hungry
mouths that require feeding—there are people
in want. I am far from being anything like
a “Red” for I am rather conservative in
my views of life, but I am convinced that
there is something wrong, and it behoves all of
us, forgetting politics if we can, to strive to
find some solution.

Right Hon. Sir GEORGE E. FOSTER:
My honourable friend will not go so far as to
say that there is no alleviation possible? The
solution of the question may be far in the
future, and most difficult, but surely allevia-
tion is possible.

Hon. Mr. FORKE: Oh, yes, I think all
things are possible. I have faith in the future,
and faith in humanity, and optimism enough
to believe that there is good-will enough to
solve these difficulties.

Right Hon. Sir GEORGE E. FOSTER:
What we are setting ourselves to find at the
present time is what alleviation we can pro-
vide.

Hon. Mr. McLENNAN: On behalf of
the honourable senator from Westmorland
(Hon. Mr. Black), who has been called out,
I move the adjournment of the debate.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I would sug-
gest that if there are in the Chamber any
members who desire and are ready to speak,
they should proceed now.

Hon. Mr. McLENNAN: I was under the
impression that nobody was ready to pro-
ceed. I know that the honourable senator
from Westmorland preferred that we should
go on.

Hon. Mr. McMEANS:
busy to-morrow.
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We shall not be

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I was not
objecting to the motion. I simply remarked
that if any members desired to speak, the
debate might continue.

Hon. Mr. McMEANS: For another week.

Hon. Mr. WILLOUGHBY: My under-
standing is that we shall continue to-day as
long as anyone desires to speak, then we
shall adjourn the debate. I do not know
whether anybody on this side is prepared to
continue the debate at the present time. If
nobody else wishes to speak, as I have no
other matter to bring before ‘the House, I
would move the adjournment of the Senate.

On motion of Hon. Mr. McLennan, the
debate was adjourned.

Hon. Mr. BELCOURT: Has my honour-

able friend any information as to the sittings
of this House? What are the probabulities?

Hon. Mr. WILLOUGHBY: I am going
to move the adjournment of the House till
to-morrow.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN: That is Friday.
Is it the intention to sit on Saturday?

Hon. Mr. WILLOUGHBY: No; at present
there is no such intention.

The Senate adjourned until to-morrow at
3 p.m.

THE SENATE

Friday, September 12, 1930.

The Senate met at 3 p.m., the Speaker in
the Chair.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

UNEMPLOYMENT SITUATION IN
NEW BRUNSWICK

DISCUSSION

Before the Order of the Day:

Hon. G. D. ROBERTSON: Before the
Order of the Day is proceeded with, may I
say a few words? A telegram came in a short
time ago which concerns a couple of honour-
able members in another place, and in regard
to which they suggest that I might make an
explanation for the information of the people
directly affected. The telegram is from one
of the prominent newspapers in Saint John,
New Brunswick, and says:

False report emanating from office of

Minister of Labour to effect that only five
hundred unemployed in New Brunswick. Looks




36 : SENATE

like attempt on part 'of someone to withhold
our share of twenty million dollars voted to
relieve unemployment. We are advised on good
authority that at least two thousand unem-
ployed in Saint John alone. Will you please
co-operate in having false figures corrected?
VVongi appreciate having assurance from you
by wire that everything possible being done
to see that Saint John and New Brunswick
obtain share of relief at hands of Government.
Would like to have your answer in time for
publication this afternoon’s paper.

The facts are these. On the 12th of August
last every community of more than 10,000
people was invited through its Mayor to give
thg Department of Labour a picture of the
existing unemployment situation and a fore-
cast pf what it might be by about the end
of 'thvls year. Returns were received from the
cities of the Province of New Brunswick, and
the b?st information obtained from the city
of Saint John was that the number of un-
empl.oyed was 300 in the city and 500 in the
province, but that as the season advanced the
pumber would increase to about 2,500. This
n}fox'mation, which is now somewhat ques-
tioned, was obtained from the Mayor of the
city.

5 A telegram arrived yesterday from the Act-
ing Mayor of Saint John, which reads as
follows:

According to newspaper report estimate of
unemployment in province is 500. This abso-
lutely incorrect as after careful survey, we
estimate there are at least 2,500 in this ecity
alone. This will be very much increased by
closing down of many public works, alsq of
eotton and pulp mills, which will add materially
to this number.

So if the information given out in another
place as emanating from the Department ‘of
Labour is incorrect, the Department must
disclaim any responsibility for it, because it
was obtained in the proper way, through the
chief magistrate of the city concerned.

Hon. Mr. MURDOCK: What would the
honourable gentleman consider to be the
extent of unemployment in New Brunswick,
from the information he has at hand?

Hon. Mr. ROBERTSON: I have no right
to consider: I ask for the information from
the people in the locality or the province,
as the case may be. The provincial repre-
sentative who attended the Employment Ser-
vice Council meeting in Ottawa on the 2lst
of August practically confirmed the infor-
mation we had at that time. In my judg-
ment, what is happening is that, as fall
approaches, a substantial number is being
added daily to the number of the unem-
ployed in the Province of New Brunswick,
and that the estimate which they gave, of

Hon. Mr. ROBERTSON.

roughly 2500 this fall, is approximately
correct. My honourable friend knows, of
course, having been Minister of Labour, that
it is not possible for one at this distance
accurately to estimate the situation, but I
should say that 2,500 is probably the mini-
mum number of unemployed in that province
now.

Hon. Mr. GORDON: May I suggest to the
Minister that the number of unemployed
ascertained by the inquiries made does not
approach anything like the total number. The
inquiries went out to towns or cities having
10,000 or more inhabitants. I know of small
towns and villages in which there are large
numbers of unemployed. For instance, in
Nipissing, in all the small towns between
North Bay and Sudbury the population is
composed largely of men who work in the
woods, either logging pine or cutting pulp
for the paper mills. Most of these men, who
are now idle, would not come within the scope
of the inquiries that have been made. This
class of labour, of course, is unorganized. I
would suggest to the honourable Minister that
he send out inquiries to all the small towns,
if possible. If he does so he will find, I think,
that there are several thousand more un-
employed besides those of whom he now has
knowledge.

Hon. Mr. BELCOURT: As I understand it,
the unemployed my honourable friend from
Nipissing (Hon. Mr. Gordon) speaks of are
men who are waiting to go to the woods for
lumbering operations in the winter, and whose
condition to-day is no different from what it
is any year at this time.

Hon. Mr. GORDON: No. On the contrary,
I may say to my honourable friend, to be
specific, that the mills of the Abitibi Paper
Company, which are situated at Sturgeon
Falls, Espanola and Sault Ste. Marie, will
not take out one cord of pulpwood this year.
We all know what that means. It means
that these men are left at home idle. The
pine operators this year will not lumber to
the extent of more than 50 per cemt of what
their operations have been heretofore.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: From the
phraseology of the telegram that my honour-
able friend (Hon. Mr. Robertson) has read,
it would appear that the correspondemt is
somewhat afraid that New Brumswick may
not, get its share of the $20,000,000, the grant-
ing of which this Chamber is to be asked to
approve during this session. I would point
out to my honourable friend that the prov-
inces must turn to the Federal Government
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and claim that they cannot cope with the
situation; that it is mo longer merely pro-
vincial, but has become a Federal concem.
If New Brunswick is meally in the happy
position of having only 2,500 unemployed, it
will not turn to the Federal Government and
claim that it is unable to cope with the situa-
tiom.

Hon. Mr. ROBERTSON: I did not intend
to stavt a discussion at this time, but perhaps
I shall be pardoned for making some further
observations. I am quite sure it is not the
Government’s intention that the grant which
is being made for the relief of unemployment
is to be distributed on the basis of population.
Assistance will be given according to the need
as it may exist and appear in any part of
Canada.

So far as the rural situation is concerned,
it was quite impossible within the short time
available to secure definite information from
all the smail municipalities. The Govern-
ment, desired to get as accurate a picture as
possible in the few days within which the
Department had to act, and that picture has
been obtained. It has been represemted that
there is a great deal of unemployment in
rural constituencies as well. That is unfor-
tunately true in many imstances, but there is
also this feature, that the situation fluctuates.
May I point out, along the line on which the
honourable senator for Nipissing (Hon. Mr.
Gordon) spoke a few minutes ago, that in
certain parts of Camada 6,300 men were re-
leased from the lumber woods this past sum-
mer. 1 have in mind particularly the Prov-
ince of British Columbia. Most of such men
were absorbed in highway construction work
within that province, chiefly in the interior,
which they are attempting to penetrate with
new roads. But that work, as also the ap-
propriation under which it is carried om, is
rapidly coming to an end. Therefore, while
unemployment is bad enough in the city of
Vancouver at the moment, thousands of men
will be drifting into that city shortly, because
there is no place in the interior of that great
province for those men to stay through the
winter months, and they will naturally gravi-
tate to the coast. It may well be that in a
centre like Vancouver there will develop a
situation which will justify aid perhaps out
of proportion to the population. The city of
Winnipeg is another centre that in winter
gathers men from the country districts all
around. Rural municipalities may be prac-
tically cleared of unemployed people, who
may drift into municipalities a hundred miles
away, and may render more difficult the prob-

lem with which we are trying to deal. In my
humble opinion, as I think honourable mem-
bers will appreciate, it is not practicable to
distribute relief for unemployment on the
basis of the population throughout the coun-
try.

THE GOVERNOR GENERAL'S SPEECH
ADDRESS IN REPLY

The Senate rvesumed from yesterday con-
sideration of His Excellency the Governor
General's Speech at the opening of the session,
and the motion of Hon. Mr. Bénard for an
Address in reply thereto.

Hon. F. B. BLACK: Honourable senators,
before I go on with the few remarks I propose
to make on the subject-matter of the Speech
from the Throne, may I add just a few words
with regard to the situation in New Brunswick,
because they may clarify the matter in the
minds of some honourable gentlemen. I had
already seen a copy of the telegram that was
read by the Minister of Labor, and I think I
know what it means. The information which
we had, and which was contained in the
telegram, in regard to numbers of unem-
ployved, was no doubt correct at the time that
information was given. Up to a very short
time ago the employment situation all over
the Maritime Provinces was fairly satisfactory,
I think, but about the middle of August a
deputation of the lumbermen of New Brums-
wick, particularly those operating on Crown
lands, appeared before the local Government
and made the statement, which they sub-
stantiated pretty well—I happemed to be there
and listened to the argument—that unless
some very material relief was received there
would be 10,000 men unemployed this winter
in New Brunswick; men who have ordinarily
been employed at work in the woods. The
reason why the Minister of Labour has been
communicated with is because that informa-
tion appeared in the press down there, and he
has been advised that the situation is looking
very much worse than it did a while ago.

I do not wish to go into the reasons, but
anybody who follows the lumbering industry
of this country from coast to coast knows
that no company can operate on Crown lands
with a profit; that a lumberman does very
well if he gets the cost of his operation and
does not lose his capital.

Honourable gentlemen, I want to join those
who have already spoken in most hearty con-
gratulations to the honourable gentleman who
now occupies the presidential Chair in this
Chamber. He deserved well of his country
and his party, and my wish is that he and
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his most charming wife may live long to
occupy and to grace their very honourable
position.

Some Hon. SENATORS: Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. BLACK: The mover and the
seconder of the Address both made excellent
speeches, and they have both been so fre-
quently congratulated on the quality of those
speeches that I fear to add further praise, lest
they may get “swelled head” and may want
to talk all the time. Yet I cannot refrain
from saying to my friend from St. Boniface
(Hon. Mr. Bénard) that he has been too
modest in his quietness in this Chamber, and
that in future we shall expect to hear from
him frequently. As to my honourable friend
from New Westminster (Hon. Mr. Taylor),
I am always glad to hear him.
think the members on the opposite side of
the House always enjoy it as much as I do.
He always has something to say, and he says
it in a very terse and satisfactory manner.

In the Speech from the Throne there is
very little to discuss, and in view of the
present situation, it is a good thing for the
country that there is so little. In a very few
words His Excellency describes the necessity
for the assembling of this Parliament at the
present time. When the proposals come to
this Chamber from another place, there will
be something for us to discuss.

It is true that the party now in power has
always stood for protection, but in some
instances, I regret to say, it has not instituted
as high protection as I should have liked to
see. It is also true that theoretically the
party now sitting opposite the Government in
another Chamber has been more or less the
party of free trade, but in practice its mem-
bers have been very much like those who sit
on the right of the Speaker. Be that as it
may, while I am perfectly free to admit that
free trade may be the very finest thing that
can be conceived, I have one serious objec-
tion to it, and that is that Canada can get
nothing out of it. It is not a question whether
we like free trade or not; the point is that
there is no country with which Canada can
deal on the basis of free trade. There are
revenue or tariff laws that result in protection
in force in every country in the world, and we
cannot trade with our neighbors unless we
can stand upon a common ground. I believe
firmly—and I base my belief on the history
of the two parties—that the party in power
to-day is better qualified, by its experience
and its present position, to effect favourable
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I do not,

trade agreements with the other nations of
the world than is the party that has just gone
out of power.

Now I want to refer for a few moments
to some remarks made by the honourable
member for De Lanaudiére (Hon. Mr. Cas-
grain) and the honourable member for Bran-
don (Hon. Mr. Forke). I listened with a
great deal of interest to the remarks of both.
I was glad to hear the explanation of my
honourable friend from Brandon (Hon. Mr.
Forke) with regard to the reason why he
had dissociated himself from the Wheat Pool.
That is a private matter of his own with
which we have no particular concern. I was
more particularly pleased, however, to hear
him express the opinion that the solution of
Canada’s agricultural problems was not to
be found in mechanized farming. I quite
agree with my honourable friend, and I
disagree with the honourable gentleman from
De. Lanaudiére (Hon. Mr. Casgrain), who
seemed to be convinced that large areas cul-
tivated by motor-driven machinery would
eventually supplant the smaller farms. It is
quite true that on the opening up of a new
country large acreages are suitable for graz-
ing, wheat growing or the production of
some special crop, but history proves that
permanent success in agriculture is achieved
only in those countries where small mixed
farms are operated. No doubt considerable
money could be saved in the West if the
owners of five, eight or ten farms clubbed
together for the purchase of machinery and
the use of it afterwards. In the long rum, I
believe, the West will find, as the East has
found, that the permanently successful
farmer will be the one who operates a small
holding and raises a diversity of preducts.
My observations are based on what I know
of conditions in the Maritime Provinces, but
I have no doubt that similar conditions exist
in Quebec and Ontario. In Prince Edward
Island, Nova Scotia and New Brunswick
there are farms which have been operated by
the same families for generations, because the
proprietors have been able to make a com-
fortable living out of mixed farming. In
many ways the general conditions governing
the pototo crop in the East and the wheat
crop in the West are similar, only of course
the potatoes are produced on a smaller scale.

1 was brought up on a farm, and I have
farmed ever since I was a boy, but my opera-
tions are not on as large a scale as those
carried on by some honourable members. I
have about 600 acres, which is a moderately
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good sized farm in the East. I have always
carried on mixed farming, with never less
than five crops on the 600 acres, and I have
never suffered a total failure; for while in
some years the crop in one or two particular
lines may be poor, in the other lines it will
be good. One always seems to be able to
strike a pretty fair average with a diversity
of crops, but I feel sure I should not have
been able to continue farming if I had been
producing only one commodity.

I should like to touch upon one other sub-
ject that was mentioned by my honourable
friend from De Lanaudiére (Hon. Mr. Cas-
grain). Referring to the election campaign
of 1911, he said representatives of the Con-
servative party made statements derogatory
to what was then called the “ Laurier navy.”
My honourable friend did not tell us whether
he had any proof that the persons alleged to
have made the statements actually did so,
but I suppose no honourable senator would
say anything in this House that he was not
prepared to substantiate. Therefore I shall
assume that the statements were made, and
I can only say that I regret very much that
any Conservative campaigner was a party to
such tactics. Unfortunately, however, that
sort of thing was nolt abolished in 1911, for it
was very much in evidence in the Province of
Quebec during the last campaign. It seems to
me that the recent election teaches nothing
more plainly than that we are a united people,
and that if we on the northern half of this
continent desire to continue to live in har-
mony we must see to it that differences of
racial origin are not emphasized.

Hon. Mr. McMEANS: Hear, hear,

Hon. Mr. BLACK: In this country we
ought not to diyle ourselves French Canadians,
or Acadian French, We do not call ourselves
English Canadians, Scottish Canadians, Irish
Canadians or Italian Canadians. Let us bear
in mind that we have a common heritage and
a common duty, and that we can truly enjoy
that heritage and perform that duty only if
we regard ourselves above all as Canadians
and  discard racial and parochial differences.

I have before me, honourable senators, a
number of papers, some written in French and
some in English, containing quotations from
speeches made by three or four honocurable
gentlemen who are sitting in this Chamber
to-day. So deep is my respect for my honour-
able friends that I shall not read those quota-
tions as I had formerly intended to do, for
I fear that some embarrassment might result.
However, I should like it known that I did not
come unprepared to substantiate my state-

ment that the recent election campaign in the
Province of Quebec was marked by appeals to
racial prejudice. I sincerely hope that in
future no honourable senator who sits on
either side of this House will make in any
election campaign remarks like those recorded
in the papers before me; and the result of
the recent vote in Quebec, which goes to show
that it is not worth while to indulge in such
remarks, augurs well for the realization of my
hope. I think that no feature of the recent
election gave me, as a Canadian, greater pleas-
ure than the division of the votes between the
two parties in the Province of Quebec. That
was a tangible proof of the soundness of the
people, and a warning that they would not
allow themselves to be longer misled by false
cries of race. It showed that Quebec realized
that it is a member of the common brother-
hood of provinces that make up this great
Dominion.

Some Hon. SENATORS: Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. BLACK: May that sentiment
long prevail, and may we never again see on
the pages of any paper in Canada such
statements as were published by La Presse
and The Gazette and other newspapers—
statements which are a disgrace to this coun-
try of which we are so proud.

Honourable senators, I know you will be
pleased to hear that I shall not detain you
longer. It is a matter of regret to me, though,
that I am unable to continue, for I have a’
good deal of material prepared; but I am
suffering from an exceedingly bad cold and
sore throat, so much so that every word I
utter is very painful to me.

In closing, may I say I am not one of
those who hold that the party that has gone
out of power did nothing for Canada. It is
a pleasure to say that it did some great things
for our country. But I am equally sincere
when I say I believe that the Liberal-Con-
servative party has done still greater things
for Canada, and I have an abiding faith
that the Liberal-Conservative party will do
far more for this country in the future than
it has had an opportunity of doing in the
past.

Hon. GEORGE GORDON: Honourable
senators, I should like to say at the outset
that any remarks I make this afternoon will
be without prejudice. May I congratulate
honourable members upon having secured the
services as Speaker in this Chamber of one
who possesses what is perhaps one of the most
essential qualifications for that high office,
in that he thoroughly understands and
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fluently speaks the two official languages. I
desire also to compliment the mover and the
seconder of the Address, whose remarks were
instructive, and expressed in moderate
language.

It seems to me that Canada should be
congratulated on the elimination from Par-
liament of class groups and the virtual return
of the two-party system. May I not also
congratulate our country in now having at
its head cne who inspired the Speech under
consideration, a Speech which appealed to the
ordinary business man as commendable in
simply calling for quick action to solve an
inherited problem of transcending importance
to the country at large? The present Prime
Minister is one whose vision is equalled only
by his courage and business capacity—three
attributes which are the fundamentals of
leadership; one who realizes that we have
within our own country not only natural re-
sources of great magnitude, but also a
tremendous potential market for products now
being purchased from other countries to the
detriment of Canadians; one who, to use a
simple illustration, understands that the
making of a wagon in Canada from Canadian
materials results in benefit to labourers, farm-
ers, manufacturers, merchants, and, indeed, all
classes of our country, directly or indirectly,
whereas the importation of a similar vehicle
means the spending of our money in another
country, with a consequent loss to the em-
ployees of this country and a weakening of
the purchasing power of Canadians as a whole.

The expectation that changes in the tariff
will give Canadians an opportunity f{o secure
their home market on a basis of competitive
equality with the producers in other countries
is a direct incentive to action which will result
in increased employment and better business
conditions. I think the people of Canada in
general, and Canadian labour in particular,
are to be congratulated on securing the ser-
vices as Minister of Labour of our level-
headed colleague (Hon. Mr. Robertson), who
has consented to undertake a very difficult
task at this time. He is endowed by mature
to an unusual degree with all the faculties
necessary for the performance of the heavy
duties pertaining to his office, and I am satis-
fied that his abilities will be reflected in his
work. We all are deeply interested in trying
to find a solution of the unemployment prob-
lem, and I believe that the simple measures
which are to come before us will receive the
sympathetic support of honourable members
of this House, regardless of the necessarily
heavy expenditure which will be involved.

Hon. Mr. GORDON

Considerable reference was made yesterday
to the Wheat Pool, and, as there seems to be
some disagreement among honourable mem-
bers concerning this question, I thought it
might be in order for me to make a few
remarks upon the subject. The Pool slipped
last year because of an unwarranted optimism
based upon its ability to obtain credit to
hold a commodity with which the world
market was overstocked. The Pool met the
fate of the newly-rich man who imagines he
has “the world by the tail” so long as his
substance and credit are in evidence. It over-
looked the fact that some people do not
believe it is good policy to withhold products
from sale, even at prices which for the time
being may appear to be unreasonably low.
But all human beings have to learn in the
school of experience, and sooner or later
every man who remains in business discovers
that as a general rule it is a good principle
to dispose of a commodity at the market
price during the year it is produced. In nine
cases out of ten the withholding of any com-
modity from the market beyond its normal
selling time results in losses through accumu-
lative charges which cannot be avoided.
These remarks are not made in a spirit of
criticism of the Pool’s management, for I be-
lieve the officials were entitled to use their
own judgment. My only regret is that their
anticipations were not realized, and that I
am unable to say to my friends now, “I told
you so.” As was remarked by one honourable
gentleman yesterday, the Pool officials were
not the only ones who made errors of jude-
ment last year. In the early part of the year
the whole country was filled with optimism,
and people who supposed themselves clever
thought that the top of the market in any
commodity would never be reached. The
wise business man, as well as the unwise, has
suffered because of that over-optimistic spirit.
In my opinion the Pool officials might have
marketed several million bushels of wheat
at good prices had they not, in common with
many other people, believed that prices on
the world market would continue to rise. As
I have already said, all business men must
learn through experience. After all, the
management of the Pool is young in ex-
perience, for its system is a new one, and the
lesson it has now learned at a tremendous
price, not only to itself, but also to its many
shareholders, is one which to them, at least,
will in future be very valuable. As I in-
timated before, the whole failure is due to the
fact that the Pool is composed of human
beings, and for my part I attach to them
no blame whatever.
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It is a great pleasure to find that after an
election which has turned this country upside
down—for the better, I think—all our old
friends are still left with us. It is a pleasure to
come back here again and to see the present
leader of the Opposition and all the good
friends that he has around him. We in this
Chamber have always tried to conduet our
business according to business principles. When
the business in which we are engaged is con-
cluded we put up the shutters and go back
to our homes; and when there is something
for us to do we come here again. I have
no doubt that if the business in another place
were carried on in the same way the country
would be better for it. I may say that under
the new regime, I believe, the methods em-
ployed will be more businesslike than in the
past. At all events, I for one am hoping so.

Hon. JOHN LEWIS: Honourable members,
I desire to join in congratulating the Speaker
upon his new position, and the House upon
obtaining his services for the post. I also
should like to congratulate all those who have
preceded me in this discussion. There was
evidence of a certain amount of partisan spirit,
which I suppose slumbers in us all, but there
was also a great deal that was instructive and
provided food for thought.

I should like to say a few words on a sub-
ject which, while not mentioned in the Speech
from the Throne, is related to it; that is to
say, the relation of our tariff to the movement
for a larger Imperial trade. I make no criti-
cism of the omission from the Speech, because
I suppose the matter was regarded as obvious,
and also because we are left in no doubt as
to the intentions of the new Government.
The Prime Minister, while leader of the
Opposition, very clearly laid down the proposi-
tion that the policy of a voluntary preference
was to be abandoned, and that there was to
be substituted for it a policy of business bar-
gaining, and a demand for equivalents. I do
not intend to controvert that position, though
I do not agree with it, but I am just a little
curious to inquire how it is going to work
out. What is the logical conclusion of it?
Where will Canada get off, and where will the
Canadian farmer get off, if the idea of strict
business bargaining is carried out?

There are two alternatives. Great Britain,
if she adopts the policy of food taxes, might
conceivably put a tax on the importation of
foreign foodstuffs and admit our food products
free. What is the equivalent to that? It is
that we should continue to tax foreign manu-
factures. but should admit the manufactures

of Great Britain free of duty. The present
Government is undoubtedly opposed to such
a policy, and I do not know that any Govern-
ment is disposed to adopt a policy of the
absolutely free importation of British goods.
Therefore we may dismiss that alternative.
The other alternative is this. We now give a
certain preference to British imports while
still imposing a considerable tax upon them.
The equivalent of that would be for the
British Parliament to tax foreign wheat and
other foreign farm products and to admit ours
at a somewhat lower rate. Just as a matter
of conjecture, it might tax foreign wheat, say,
thirty cents a bushel and ours twenty cents a
bushel. 1 have very little doubt that under
that system we should be not better off, but
far worse off than we are at present. That is
not by any means a fanciful conjecture.

It has been very strongly impressed upon
the British farmer that he needs protection
from the competition of foreign wheat, and if
the Beaverbrook crusade succeeds, and the
British farmer gets thoroughly into his head
the idea that he needs protection, I do not
see why he will not demand protection irom
the competition of farm products from Canada
and other Dominions in the same way that
our manufacturers demand protection from
British competition as well as from that of
foreign countries.

The present Prime Minister, while leader of
the Opposition, very clearly stated his posi-
tion in regard to the West Indies. He said
that if a dollar was spent in the West Indies
that ought to be spent in Canada, it was just
as bad as if that dollar had been spent in the
United States. I do not quarrel with that
position either, but I want to know how it is
coing to work out. The corresponding posi-
tion of the British farmer is this. He will
say that if a bushel of wheat from Canada
takes the place of wheat that might have been
raised in England, it is just as bad as if it had
come from Russia or the Argentine; or that
if a pound of Canadian bacon displaces bacon
that might have been raised in England, it
is just as bad as if the bacon had come from
Denmark. I find that a great many of our
protectionist friends arve cheering on this
movement for the taxation of food in the Old
Country. In my opinion they are rather rash,
for if their policy succeeds, our Caradian
farmers will have very considerable cause for
anxiety. I should like to have the members
from the farming sections, especially in the
West, canvass their constituencies a little in
regard to this question.

The honourable gentleman from Winnipeg
(Hon. Mr. McMeans) repeated a remark with
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which he apparently agreed. He said that we
were paying to the United States over $900,-
000,000 of solid cash, most of which was for
our own raw material, which they had pur-
chased and were sending back to us in a
finished state. That statement has been made
very frequently by the present Prime Min-
ister, when leader of the Opposition, and I
fancy that a great many people believe it.
It is for this reason that I should like to
examine it. Our imports of fully manufac-
tured products from the United States amount
to about $576,000,000. Adding to that, to make
the case as strong as possible, partly manufac-
tured goods amounting to $57,000,000 odd,
we import altogether about $633,000,000 of
manufactured products. Of those manufac-
tured produets, those of iron and steel are by
far the most important: they amount to
$317,000,000 a year. Now, is it true that the
iron manufactures that we import represent
raw material that we have sent to the United
States and are getting back in a finished
state? The returns show that our exports
of iron ore are really negligible. They
amount to 3794 tons. Our imports of
iron ore from the United States amount to

1,639,700 tons, and our imports of iron
ore from all countries amount to 2456-
000 tons. So, instead of being in the help-

less condition of having to strip our country
of its natural resources and send them abroad
to be manufactured, and receive them back
in a finished state, we are doing the opposite:
we are stripping the United States and othef
countries of their natural resources and are
getting something which plays a very large
part in our own industry.

I have here a little book on the manu-
facturing industries of Canada, issued for the
purpose of the Imperial Conference. I find
that our manufactures of iron and its pro-
ducts amount to $525921,839, and that we
export in the form of manufactures of iron,
according to figures which I find elsewhere,
about $78,000,000. But that does not tell the
whole story, because iron enters into all our
industries. Farming, mining, manufacturing,
and so on, are very largely dependent upon
iron. After our water powers, our forests and
our farms, the most important industry is
iron, and our manufactures, based largely
upon this iron ore which we import from
other countries, now amount to nearly $4,000,-
000,000. The notion that we are not manu-
facturing a great deal, but are in the pnsition
of hewers of wood and drawers of waier, and
that we are being driven on to ruin by the
stripping of our forests and mines and the

Hon. Mr. LEWIS.

sending of their produce abroad, (o be re-
turned in manufactured form, is contradicted
by this little book. On page 20 I find the
figures for 1927. I suppose they are not
greatly different now. The value of manu-
factured products in that year was about
$3,500,000,000. We imported manufactured
goods to the extent of about $825,000.000,
and exported such goods to the extent of
$648,000,000. So what we manufacture is just
about equal to our consumption, and on the
whole this country in that respect is just
about self-sufficient.

It is perhaps idle to try to dispel the pre-
vailing delusion after the election is over,
and it serves no particular party purpose;
in fact, I am not sure that my friends on this
side of the House may not think that I am
doing a little service to the party on the
other side, whose desire it will be, in the
days to come, to make the best showing
possible. For this purpose, however, I com-
mend them to a study of these figures rather
than of the poetry and rhetoric which played
so large a part in the last campaign. My
honourable friend from Winnipeg (Hon. Mr.
McMeans) and the present Prime Minister
are both distinguished members of the bar,
and I think that if anyone had come to them
and represented that we are paying over
$900,000,000 of solid cash on mostly raw
material, and bringing it back in a finished
state—

Hon. Mr. McMEANS: The statement I
made was that I did not intend to enter into
the argument about the $900,000,000 going
over to the United States, as I did not have
sufficient time. I think those are ‘he words
I used.

Hon. Mr. LEWIS: I have no desire to
fix any particular words on my honourable
friend. I am trying to controvert & kind of
universal delusion. If the honourable gentle-
man does not join in that, I have no desire
to fix it upon him. But, as I was saying—I
will confine it to the present Prime Minister,
who is a distinguished lawyer—if a client had
come to him with such a story he would have
at once advised him not to go to court, be-
cause he had no case.

The Prime Minister is not only a dis-
tinguished' lawyer, but a poet, a man with a
very strong dramatic instinet, as is shown by
his saying that if he did not succeed in
carrying out his promises he would perish
in the attempt. I do not think any one
of us can visualize the Prime Minister jump-
ing off the tower of the Parliament Buildings,
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or can imagine his substantial form fading
away to a shadow. I am sure we all hope
nothing of the kind will happen. But I
suppose his dramatic instinct stood him in
rather good stead in-the elections, for we have
now a populace whose dramatic instinct has
been very largely stimulated by the moving
pictures and the talkies, and probably those
of us who take part in public life will have
to appeal a little more to that instinct, be-
cause it is very hard to make people study
facts and figures. I do not think that people
differ so much in their intellectual capacity
as in their patience and willingness to study
public questions, and I am afraid that there
is no great hope of present improvement in
that respect.

Hon. J. J. DONNELLY: Honourable
members of the Senate, I do not rise with
the intention of making any extended re-
marks which might be dignified by the name
of an address; I rise merely to refer to a few
of the facts that have been brought out in
the debate.

His Honour the Speaker has been so fre-
quently congratulated upon his appointment
that I hesitate to refer to the subject. It
was my privilege during the sessions from
1908 to 1911 to occupy the next desk to
his in the House of Commons, and from
what I learned of him at that time, and from
watching his course as a public man since,
I feel that it is my duty rather to congratu-
late the members of the Senate upon their
good fortune in having a gentleman of his
ability and capacity to preside over' them
during the Parliament that is just starting.

In regard to the mover (Hon. Mr. Bénard)
and the seconder (Hon. Mr. Taylor) of the
Address, I only wish to say that we fully
expected that they would acquit themselves
in a creditable manner, and that they lived
up to our expectation.

This session is called under mather unusual
circumstances. It is only about three raonths
since the last session of Parliament closed.
Since that time we have had a general elec-
tion. I do not know that any good purpose
would be served by going back and discussing
what took place during that election. The
Government of that day selected the time for
the election; the machinery of the election
was entirely in its hamds; it selected the
issue—and very properly so. The Opposition
stated its case and presented it very fully
to the electors. The electors gave their
verdict, and fortunately it was a very decisive
verdiet, and the Government of to-day has

a good working majority. We are called, as
you all know, in order that we may take some
steps to secure employment for the large
number of people who are unemployed at the
present time. This is a very worthy object,
and I hope the Government will be success-
ful in its efforts.

This country is passing through a period
of depression, but I do mot know that it is
altogether an unmixed evil. Occasional ad-
versity is good for the country as well as
for the individual. It causes people to stop
and think, and to develop a spirit of self-
reliance, which is very necessary. I hope that
the Government will make it plain to those
whom it is assisting at the present time that
the assistance is given rather to prevent
suffering than to convey the idea that the
Government, will always see to it that they
have work. I may be wwong, but I think
there is too much paternalism in both our
Federal and our Provincial Governments, znd
that our people are losing the spirit of self-
reliance which is essential to good citizenship,
and the development of this country.

I wish to refer briefly to the remarks of
the honourable member for Brandon (Hon.
Mr. Forke), who said that he was speaking
without preparation. I am disposed to think
that the speeches delivered without prepara-
tion are the most interesting, because the
extempore speaker is forced to deal with sub-
jects of which he has some knowledge. In
the main I agree with the remarks of that
honourable gentleman, but while he was dis-
cussing the Wheat Pool it occurred to me
that in this Parliament and in this country
too much attention is given to the wheat
question. I know that it is one deserving of
a great deal of attention, but to one interested
in live stock, as I am, wheat is not the only
product of our agriculturists, and the West
is not the only part of the country that grows
that product. The Province of Ontario con-
tributes a large portion of our production,
and in the western sections of Ontario. where
wheat is grown, the average yield is 25 per
cent higher per acre than that in the West.

Hon, Mr. SCHAFFNER: But it is poor.

Hon. Mr. DONNELLY : It is not poor, and
there is a special demand for it. But we
have a very large cattle industry in this
country, and if we cannot find a market for
our wheat or coarse grain, there is no better
way of using it than in the production of
live stock. It is necessary that something
should be done to procure markets for our
live stock products.
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In connection with the revision of the tariff,
I wish to point out to the member of the
Government who is in this House at the
present time (Hon. Mr. Robertson) that the
cattle industry is now in a rather bad position.
Taking all grades of cattle, I may say that
the price is only about two-thirds of what
it was one year ago. Our cattle men have
been practically shut out of the United States
market, and there have been imported from
Australia in 1929 quantities of chilled meat
equal to the products of over 8,000 head of
cattle, these imports taking up a market that
our people could very well supply. I am
aware that Australia is one of our sister
dominions, and is deserving of some con-
sideration, but the live stock people of
this country are suffering under unusual
conditions at present—such conditions as
would, in my opinion, justify the Govern-
ment in taking some action along this line.
With reference to the live stock industry, I
was surprised to read the other day that of
the total importation of bacon into Great
Britain only two per cent came from Canada,
or originated in Canada. That is something
for which our Government should be able to
do something in the way of encouragement.
There is certainly a large market for Canadian
bacon if it is properly looked after. The bacon
industry is in a somewhat different position
from that of the beef industry, because it can
be increased in a very short time, whereas it
takes two or three years to increase our herds
of cattle. That is one reason why our cattle
raisers should receive some consideration at
present. When the marketing is very bad
they allow their herds to diminish, and it takes
them some years to get back to normal con-
ditions. I trust that the Minister will bring
this matter to the attention of his colleagues.

The member for Brandon (Hon. Mr, Forke)
referred also to power farming, and expressed
the view that the horse is still useful, and that
small farms are preferable to large ones. I
agree with him. The small farm is the ideal
one for this counftry if it can be carried on
successfully. I will give you some idea of
conditions in some parts of Western Ontario.
I come from the county of Bruce, which was
opened up for settlement about the middle of
the last century, the land sale being in 1854.
Fifty years ago the population of the rural
municipalities in that county was approxi-
mately twice what it is to-day. The present
situation does not mean that Bruce is not
a good county, for, while Bruce Peninsula
is rather rocky, there is no finer section in
Ontario than the south part of Bruce. It
means that some farmers a few years ago,

Hon. Mr. DONNELLY.

as they became prosperous, bought out their
neighbours. Other factors have crept in dur-
ing the last few years. Some schools that
forty or fifty years ago had about fifty pupils
have now only three to ten. In some town-
ships a large portion of the land is occupied
by only a few people, and the only future
that I can see is that the land will be taken
up and farmed on a large commercial scale,
with the use of power machines.

I have had experience of farming both in
Ontario and in the West. Some of my West-
ern friends may be surprised when I state
that there are better opportunities along the
shores of Lake Huron, in the counties of
Bruce and Huron, for commercial farming on
a large scale than there are in any part of the
three Prairie Provinces. We have a soil
equally good, we have a better climate and are
nearer large markets.

Hon. Mr. McMEANS:
climate?

Hon. Mr. DONNELLY: An evener climate.
Now, in regard to the use of power machin-
ery, I am perhaps somewhat of a heretic
in my own way. The farmers on our Experi-
mental Farm, where the expenses are paid
by the Government, tell us we should not
summer-fallow, we should keep our land pro-
ducing; but a practical, successful farmer who
farms on a large scale, and is obliged to meet
his current expenses from the product of his
farm, finds that in order to keep his land
clean and farm successfully it is desirable
that it be summer-fallowed, and in that way
kept clean from weeds. If he wants to be
assured of success, and to destroy the weeds,
a certain amount of work must be done
when the weather is very warm and the land
is dry, as that is the only effectual time for
getting rid of weeds. If the farmer uses
power on a large stretch of land he can do
this work in a much better way, as it would
be very hard labour for horses. I do not
say that horses should be entirely replaced
by machinery, but I think power machinery
a necessity, not only in the West but also in
the East.

I expect to be called to order by some of
my Western friends for my views, but I will

What kind of

make the best I can of them. I thank you
for your attention.
The Address was adopted.
BUSINESS OF THE SENATE

Hon. Mr. WILLOUGHBY: Honourable
members, I have no further business to bring
before the House to-day, but wish to make
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a statement as to adjournment. There is
nothing on the Order Paper, and no honour-
able member has anything to bring forward.
It is expected that the Bill which has been
proceeding in another place will pass there
to-day. The resolution respecting it has
already been passed. Such being the case,
and this being an emergent session, I am
going to move that this House adjourn only
until Monday evening. The other Chamber
will not sit to-morrow, no notice having been
given; so it will continue on Monday. I
know that Monday evening is not agreeable
to every member of this Chamber. Some
members have said they would prefer adjourn-
ment to some other hour than eight o’clock,
daylight saving time, because their trains
run on standard time. I refer particularly
to members who come from central or west-
ern Ontario. However, as I anticipate that
the Bill will be ready for us on Monday
evening, and will require our attention then,
I move that when the House adjourns it do
stand adjourned until Monday evening at
eight o’clock.

Hon. Mr. BELAND: Could you make it

- half-past eight?

Hon. Mr. WILLOUGHBY: I am perfectly
agreeable that it should be half-past eight.
We are hoping that the Bill will be passed
the same evening and that the Right Honour-
able the Deputy Governor will immediately
come and sanction it.

Hon. Mr. DONNELLY: It would be no
great hardship at this time of the year to
meet on standard time. That would accom-
modate those who come on the Toronto train.

Hon. Mr. WILLOUGHBY: The only
objection to meeting at a later hour is that
it might interfere with the arrangements and
bring the Deputy Governor here very late.
I therefore suggest half-past eight on Mon-
day night.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned
September 15, at 8.30 p.m.

until Monday,

THE SENATE

Monday, September 15, 1930.

The Senate met at 8.30 p.m., the Speaker in
the Chair.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

Hon. W. B. WILLOUGHBY: Honourable
members, I had expected tha