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SENATORS OF CANADA

ACCORDING TO SENIORITY

NOVEMBER 5, 1940

THE HONOURABLE

GEORGE PARENT, SPEAKER

SENATORS DESIGNATION POST OFFICE ADDRESS
THE HONOURABLE

RAOUL DANDURARD, P.C...i.covscrescon De Lorimier:...:veses Montreal, Que.

RURUS HERBY POPE. ... e tciissssany Bédtord ohct oo v enonin Cookshire, Que.

OB CORDOINE L i i b e e e vtk NIpIsEIing s, e North Bay, Ont.

HRNEST D BMIIRE. . . ALl e Wentworth........... Winona, Ont.

JAMER T - DORNRELY . o o cae vosios anis dims South Bruce.......... Pinkerton, Ont.

CHARLES PHILIPPE BEAUBIEN............. Montarville........... Montreal, Que.

WILLIAM HENRY SHARPE. . ..c0ceeerenesns Manitonss Sl sl Manitou, Man.

CHARLES B UANNER. . . vov. o olinons s P1etolecaes o osons s ins Pictou, N.S.

THOMAS JEAN BOUBQUE. .. .. s0ondenamoens Richibucto............ Richibucto, N.B.

TENDRUM MOMEBANSL . ... .. it aiaiies Wihper .~ o o o Winnipeg, Man.

DAVID OVIDE L’ESPERANCE. .« e ccvevnnesnns (8511 | R e S S el Quebee, Que.

GEORGE HENRY BARNARD......co0nununnnn Victorin. . 5ot voeons Victoria, B.C.

FAMBR-DAVIN PAVEORY 0. sl s v ol New Westminster..... New Westminster, B.C.

EDWARD MICHENER, 0 iy Lo ouisleivle & o ouvisis Red=-Deer: i il o Calgary, Alta,

WILLIAM JAMES HARMER. . ...covvvvennn. Edmonton 5. .5 0 Edmonton, Alta.

P1eRRE EDOUARD BLONDIN,P.C......c0onvvu Laurentides........... St. Francois du Lac, Que.

GERALD VERNER WHITE. .o . cooavernennnns Bembroke.. 0 . 5 Pembroke, Ont.

SIRTHOMAS CHAPAIS, K.B............ ... Urandville ..o .. s Quebec, Que.

LORNE C: WEBRERR - L s veecson ieanomnil Btadacona. ... ..o e Montreal, Que.

JOHN ANTHONY MCDONALD.......cc0vuunn SHBAIAC i e sy Shediac, N.B.

WiLLiax A. GriEsBacH, C.B,CMG....... FAmonton. . vlc...oisien Edmonton, Alta.

JAMES AL QR DR I e ey Daltéoats. ... ... e Regina, Sask.

RONERT R GREEN, Sriazal orctoorahv oieialplornls Kootenay. ... .viunees Victoria, B.C.

FRANK Br BEACK (s vt ciansrrerors iois Westmorland.......... Sackville, N.B.

ARTIHUR O, HARDY, P O s et e Feeds e S ey Brockville, Ont.




iv SENATORS OF CANADA
SENATORS DESIGNATION POST OFFICE ADDRESS
THE HONOURABLE
ONESIPHORE TURGEON.....cevuveens e Gloucestarse Ve st v Bathurst, N.B.
Sir ALLEN BristoL AYLESWORTH, P.C.,

100 e s S S e S Rt Norih ¥ork. .ottt Toronto, Ont.
CLIFFORD W. ROBINSON. . .ciccveasnnsnan MONCLON 5oy o eivinslcaiains Moncton, N.B.
JAMES JOSEPH HUGHES. ....oovvevencccns RO AT e s e lalss et Souris, P.E.I.
CREELMAN MACARTHUR. ...vvvvsecennnnes S T e S ST T Summerside, P.E.I.
WILLIAM ASHBURY BUCHANAN......000u. Liethbridge..cc e evess Lethbridge, Alta.
ARTHEUR BEISS COPP, P.C..ovvoivinnanevass Westmorland.......... Sackville, N.B.
JORN-PATRIOR-MOLLOY . .\ iccivnaniassen Provencher,..........: ‘Winnipeg, Man.
DANIEL F RILEY . iarssoaeossonionsiss High River........... High River, Alta.
RT. HON. GEORGE P, GRAHAM, P.C......... Eganville.......cv.... Brockville, Ont.
WILLIAM H. MCGUIRE. . ...cocovvonnnnnnnn Hash York. . esoenen Toronto, Ont.
DONATRAVIORDS v r 8T el Wit ate tias)acs’sy De la Valliére........ Montreal, Que.
EDCAR BeETITLE o s cuccnsiaiioismvee s on aals London, .c.esvc oo ee London, Ont.
GUSTAVE LACASSE. . . cvvvvervennnnnnnnens T e e Tecumseh, Ont.
HENRY HERBERT HORSEY . .....covvvenrnn. Prince Edward........ Cressy, Ont.
WaLTER B, FoBTER; PO i oxoniisnaniais Saint Joln...ceeeeeees Saint John, N.B.
HARCE J. FOGAN, coc o 5 Jines vrisvsnoviosios Cumberland........... Parrsboro, N.S.
CATRINE R WILEON s cv v cvve sennssioess Rockeliffe....coeeen.. Ottawa, Ont.
JAMES MURDOCK, P.Q.... ..o onsieasnnnin Parkdale..o: . evivain Ottawa, Ont.
GEORGE PARENT (Speaker).....coeeveveen. Kennebee:..:csessoses Quebec, Que.
JULES-EDOUARD PREVOST. .....c0veeeannnns Mille Bles.co.vieoeice St. Jérome, Que.
JOHN EWEN SINCLAIR, P.C......cccc0eense QUEEhB. s e ns siesivasines Emerald, P.E.I.
JAMESHKING, POl oo e Kootenay East......... Viectoria, B.C.
ARTHUR MARCOTTE ... ¢ «s/s s 6n0ssessssensse PonteiX. o« «xsle i v ass Ponteix, Sask.
ALEXANDER D. MCRAE,CB............... VanCoUVEr vie s s 5o vsioinos Vancouver, B.C.
Rr1. HoN. ARTHUR MEIGHEN, P.C........ S e s S Toronto, Ont.
CHARLES COLQUHOUN BALLANTYNE, P.C....| Alma..c.cceeveuvnannn. Montreal, Que.
WILLIAM HENRY DENNIS. .« 0vvvsinconsssss Halifax, . o ot sy Halifax, N.S.

Richmond—
JOHN ALEXANDER MACDONALD.....covu...s West Cape Breton....| St.Peters, Cape Breton, N.S.
JOSEPH H. RAINVILLE. . .. ovvvvennennnnnns Repentigny............ St. Lambert, Que.
LUCIEN MORAUD. . ..ovvvvnrvnnncnnnnnans Dalaller. oo eseslent Quebec, Que.
EOUIRROODE S ot i stsiniaie sedimaiaise Ottawa East.......... Ottawa, Ont.
RALPH BYRON HORNER. ... 00vvvvennncnnn. Saskatchewan North...| Blaine Lake, Sask.
WALTER MORLEY ASELTINE. .. ............ West Central

Saskatchewan....... Rosetown, Sask.

TDOAR N . RHODES, PO e vccossvnsnesss Amherst: .- . ineen Ambherst, N.S.




SENATORS OF CANADA

SENATORS DESIGNATION POST OFFICE ADDRESS

THE HONOURABLE
THOMAS CARTERY, . oo 5oisale s nie o New Glasgow.......... New Glasgow, N.S.
FELEX PO QUINN. = oo ot el Bedford-Halifax....... Bedford, N.8.
JoHN L. P. ROBICHEAU....... e e esieien] Dighy=0lares . s vall, ...| Maxwellton, N.S.
JOHN A~ MACDONALD, P.C..o v ives Jiee | (Caraigan. s 2% oo dsas Cardigan, P.E.I.
DoNALD SUTHERLAND, P.C.............. T noxtord e i des Ingersoll, Ont.
IVA CAMPBELL FALLIB. . ..oonvniosesoenaas Peterborough.......... R. R. No. 3, Peterborough,
GEORGE B. JoNEs, P.C............ e Royal: .. s rlar e Ap(c);ﬁz'qui, N.B.
ARTHUR SAUVE, P.C......... SR o s Rigaud. . <<l Siien s Outremont, Que.
ANTOINE J. LEGER. ...... e A ERC T2Acadie. vvssnissoinesss Moncton, N.B.
BENJAMIN F. SMITH........... A Victoria-Carleton...... East Florenceville, N.B.
HENRY A MULLINS. ... .cco0vss ety Marquette .. e ses Winnipeg, Man.
JOBNEIHIAYIG ¢ iU avniii veeseeseo..| Winnipeg South-Centre.] Winnipeg, Man.
EUGRNE PAQUET, Pi0..0. " v v oils Joivlssinisiviba ]l LAUEONS 4o, sateials dote slo St. Romuald, Que.
WAILLIAMDURE, o oo oo ibivniee s ssvsnes | Lunenburg. ... .. e Lunenburg, N.S.
JOHNZW, DE:B. FABRIB. . « . vuisaoises «++.| Vancouver South......| Vancouver, B.C.
ADRIAN K. HUGESSEN........ SR e C T T PR e B Montreal, Que.
NORMAN P. TAMBERT .M« vscvoaasisosseses] OLBBWE Lo soisosioss el OtEoWa0NE:
BPERCAN: MeTss MABBHALL: .. i cooes oo o]l BOBL e @ shsisiols s s .+.| Toronto, Ont.
EERNAND FAPABD . 035y oveiaitaisio™s o s oioisioie De la Durantaye...... L’Islet, Que.
JorN CAmpBELL Erriort, P.C. ......... Middleses. o v e e London, Ont.
ARTRUR TUCIER BEAUBIEN: © oo b o ool Poisonis uinlemnitiss ssss staniale St. Jean Baptiste, Man,
OB BERVINHON /s <o a5 6 v0 500 50 s e ale Saskatchewan........ Regina, Sask.
ARTRIIDEEB IR, . Vo R AT o e s Edmonton, Alta.
DONALD NFAOTEINNAN - claie o oovisiss vo'ssn sind [ s sioiob st so o s sobsenss Margaree Forks, N.S.
CHARLES BENJAMIN HOWARD............ Wellington ... vs .0 Sherbrooke, Que.
TR - BEATRNGARD .= 1% o0 s oo iaiseniasis s ROUEENORL 180 e v Montreal, Que.
ANEANASBMDAVID o o Son s o S Sorelitt St Montreal, Que.
EpouArRD CHARLES ST-PRRE.............. De Lanaudiére........ Montreal, Que.
SANTER ADRIAN HAYDEN. ot. . it o vevinsn FOronto ool b ool Toronto, Ont.
NORMAN MCLEOD PATERSON............. Thunder: Bay. ..t o Fort William, Ont.
WitLiaM JAMES HUSHION. ............. ViclORiE Moot i Westmount, Que.
JOSEPH JAMES DUFFUS. ..cvevveacnrnsss Peterborough West. ... Peterborough, Ont.
WiriaM DaumM EvLer, PC............ Waterlog: . cinieeneeos Kitchener, Ont.
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ALPHABETICAL LIST
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SENATORS DESIGNATION POST OFFICE ADDRESS
THE HONOURABLE
West Central
ASELIINE W M. e o e seaihs Saskatchewan....... Rosetown, Sask.
AYLESWORTH, SIR ALLEN, P.C.,, K.C.M.G....| North York........... Toronto, Ont.
BATLANTERE. €0 PIC oantos Jo S P URIY A A A Montreal, Que.
BARNARDIG H o o e el e i NIObOBIB T o5 cwicmcobiate Victoria, B.C.
BEAURTRNG= AT T eatainior . oo o e St. Jean Baptiste, Man,
BEAUBIENI CRP =6 - im0 L8 Montarville. . %iooiooes Montreal, Que.
BEAUREGARD, "B aR e s e S0 o e Rougemont............ Montreal, Que.
BEACICIBEE (e ot o i S Westmorland.......... Sackville, N.B.
BIAIR, CABIBTIDE, i oo oo sie v s s o B Albeybet, vkt Edmonton, Alta.
BLoNDIS B W SP Gl r s o e Laurentides. . .cooi o in St. Francois du Lac, Que.
BOBROUMID T ot i e T T i) Richibucto. . ... o5 eoise Richibucto, N.B.
BHOHANANS WAL - o s s o Lethbridgg. .. ..o 5. Lethbridge, Alta.
EAnsE e A RO e s i e SaltcontEa ..o on Regina, Sask.
G ANTERY TTHOMAS Y - oo e T o C s New Glasgow.......... New Glasgow, N.S,
CHAPATS, S1R THOMAS, K.B........o0vvun.. Geandville,. . . = Quebec, Que.
CDPEPAS B P S e Ll e e e Westmorland......... Sackville, N.B,
R T e e e e Ottawa Hast......... Ottawa, Ont.
DANDUBAND: R, P.C e i cvcviitir oo De Lorimier.......... Montreal, Que.
DAVID ONTHANARE .o e e e Somel = sret oy Lo Montreal, Que.
ERNINES W B i b AR et ol 3 F R Y pr e, S Halifax, N.S.
DONNBEEY, T d e g v s e South Bruce.......... Pinkerton, Ont.
DUbe WL TR 1 o s i S o i aa Tunenbung b 1.« ik Lunenburg, N.S.

DA a0 o o S T S S S s s Peterborough West...| Peterborough, Ont.
Brrraee o 20 PO e e, Middlesex............. London, Ont.
EraEe, W, D, Bl ok v b Vb Waterlon, vioves v v aeion Kitchener, Ont.
FARARD Y e e e L e De la Durantaye...... L’Islet, Que.
FALLIS, IVA CAMPBELL. ... ..« oecsaneis Peterborough......... R. R. No. 3, Peterborough,
TARRIS, J . "W DREB . s il sy biiists Vancouver South...... Vanr::%uver, B.C.
BOSTER (W By PO, grs, o o ony i Saint-John.~ ... v, e Saint John, N.B.
vii
95832—1
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viii SENATORS OF CANADA
SENATORS DESIGNATION POST OFFICE ADDRESS
THE HONOURABLE
CORDOIN, G o i e eioute s aato slesie ole e inteiote s Nivissing 2\ iy el North Bay, Ont.
GraEAM, RT. HON. GEORGE P., P.C....... Beanville: ..% 0 e Brockville, Ont.
CREERMR N L ol S e L AR Kootenay: i co.ii s Victoria, B.C.
GriesBacH, W.A,CB.,CMG............ Edmonton............. Edmonton, Alta.
EHANGTOHN T .05 oy chohe coiin ool et R oot Winnipeg South-Centre.,| Winnipeg, Man.
P8 VS G O LR G R e A S 3 7YY P Brockville, Ont.
EABMER Wedo oL ol i v Jats Bdmonton. . o= vriveas Edmonton, Alta.
15 000 v il o e S R R R R e O T OTEO Ly ke e bl s s s Toronto, Ont,
HOBNER R IB. S e e s Saskatchewan North...| Blaine Lake, Sask.
HORSEY, H.H. . v i isvi e sas snmnned Prince Edward........ Cressy, Ont.
HOWARD S G B e e et wrelon Wellington . ... voes i Sherbrooke, Que.
HUGBHSEN, A KL L) it cnesdnss s s Inkerman .. .:ocvecioas Montreal, Que.
RO J o, i b ol v s T Bingae s cvoninte Souris, P.E.I.
ORI W o s i b i vt e e VAOtOVIR 2 o' v cilanieiv'e's Westmount, Que.
JONES, GRORGE B, POl i vt inensoninn Reyaltionys saalslsga. o Apohaqui, N.B,
RN He P R e s s s i s Kootenay East......... Victoria, B.C.
BAROARSEIG o s i st v e L e S ER R Tecumseh, Ont,
LAMEBERT, NORMAN P oo vssssorrss OLVAWR .. e cceervins e Ottawa, Ont.
EGRRIANTOINE J . et oravenes ole s TPAcadie . .- o esisvin Moncton, N.B.
T HSPERANCE; D, Lk . ot aarisssinnie sve v GUlLR e e Quebec, Que.
153 oy 8 Dt s r et e e s e Lendon: ohas 0v.0s London, Ont.
TOOAN, H o J ol st vine v a5 o s asracoimins Cumberland........c.. Parrsboro, N.S.
MACARTHUR: Ciovinle v s ddi e v oot Princes .%o i il s Summerside, P.E.I,
Richmond—
MAGDONALD, T IAC, 155 s a0 o ots e e b laia s West Cape Breton...| St.Peters, Cape Breton, N.S.
MACDPONALD, JOHN A, P.C................ Caxdiganil i ok, Cardigan, P.E.I.
M AGEER N AN P ON ATy e e it s LS Margaree Forks, N.S.
MARGOTTE AL o s o S o o e Ponteits ke orvioe Ponteix, Sask.
MARSHALL, DUNCAN MCL....cocvveeenns 32 s e S A Sl R Toronto, Ont.
ORI AT AT s s s s s s s smsins Shediac.. ... ... oocoiens Shediac, N.B.
N IR Y T . e e Rast Nork. oo e o Toronto, Ont.
IMOMEARSTEIS 10, oo s ovis oo sioitie s o d Winnipeg % - ... vaee ‘Winnipeg, Man.
IORARSASIE B it s e o VANCOUVET v civvns o iis Vancouver, B.C.
MEIGHEN, RT. HON. ARTHUR, P.C.......... ol D e S e R Toronto, Ont,
MICHENER, B....ccoiiviivinnineisnnnnnns Red-Deer: ... cvovens Calgary, Alta.
MOBEOT, 3. Pl iiveineosseissmnnsion Provencher.. ... ..-+» Winnipeg Man.
300 3571 i Ul ot U i R e HaSalle s rsere o Quebec, Que.
MULLINS, HENRY A......co0i00iivsssnsos Marguette. s c. . 0manie Winnipeg, Man.




ALPHABETICAL LIST

ix

SENATORS DESIGNATION POST OFFICE ADDRESS

THE HONOURABLE
MUBDOOK, JAMES, P.C. .« vcveervnieniononions Parkdale, s, ih ov) Ottawa, Ont.
PAQuET, HuGRNE, PC. oo T e P A0y T e v e St. Romuald, Que.
PARENT, G.7(Speaker). . ... .. icecieeis Kennebee.....o.vu.... Quebec, Que.
PATERSON, N. M......... A R S BT Thunder Bay......... Fort William, Ont.
POPE R - His o 08 o]0 s S e Mt oo Bedford. .ot ions o Cookshire, Que.
EREVOSTRT: B o e W e e MilleTles: . 2. St. Jérome, Que.
QUINIY, ERUEGP s a s ihenl sl o in o) Bedford-Halifax...... Bedford, N.S.
RATNVITERSF Sy, (B i = s e Repentigny ... vvin nns St. Lambert, Que.
RAYAFONDIEY A s s e i Dela Vallidre. ..., <. Montreal, Que.
RHODES, BOGAR N PIC v o i bh o % ok Amheret LrETl o Ambherst, N.S.
IRIEE TR R s O =8 e e i High River, . i High River, Alta.
ROBICHEAT T Yo 750 e b areioos ias 4 o 'e 5 0 Dighs-Clare, ... v osts Maxwellton, N.S.
IROBENSON, O Wiee oc- i i s o s itant Moneton 15 ol ot Moncton, N.B.
PAUNEARTHUR, P CH oo s s RIPATAS v fviots i s oee Outremont, Que.
SEERPE SWL H s oo n i e Manitou, s vdad, v oe Manitou, Man.
BINCERTE ST, KRG o Qneenig e o N Emerald, P.E.I.
MBI e T e e e e Victoria-Carleton...... East Florenceville, N.B.
S0 e O b METRIUR e Ties s S PRI S S e G | Wentworth...........| Winona, Ont.
BORNVENRON, 1T o2 o e s i el e Saskatchewan......... Regina, Sask.
Tl ) DR o R e R e S Rt De Lanaudiére........ Montreal, Que.
SUTHERLAND, DONALD, PiC.. ... vivsiiininss 05+ ey s e T I e Ingersoll, Ont.
BEARNER A s - e et o a o Ricton i e soh e Pictou, N.S.
A R ) o e New Westminster..... New Westminster, B.C.
ECBRBRONSO) e L e Gloucester. ...ooovvins Bathurst, N.B.
WEBSTER, LSC 0y e e Btadaeonar he . e Montreal, Que.
ez ey e T A S S R e Bembroke: o <o ot Pembroke, Ont.
WILSON, CATRINE R (e s ivn ity Rockeliffe. 5. nsinn Ottawa, Ont.

95832—13%



SENATORS OF CANADA

BY PROVINCES

NOVEMBER 5, 1940

ONTARIO—24
SENATORS POST OFFICE ADDRESS
THE HONOURABLE
I GEORGI GORDONGE (i s i o aatai bty ool s ot North Bay.
2 ERNEET Do SMINH . i M e e s e A e g Winona.
S TAMES JoDONNERLY Fodiiii i o o et i bl eis st ans s Pinkerton.
S GERALD Y RENEREN IR = - ariis = on e cbien, Slhaas ot SOl O e Pembroke.
DUARTRTR C .- HABDY, PO o i s v iaoioie s o s s ke s oo ihon ios Brockville,
6 Sir ALLEN Bristor AYLESWORTH, P.C, KCMG. ............. Toronto.
TERT. HoN. GEORGE VE. GRAITAM, PO, i cias rish cniintis e e Brockville.
8 WILLTAW H o MOGURRE L. .. o oot B i e s i as Toronto.
QUEDGARE S MAIDTER S0 St o2 St s e e ekttt | London.
L0 GUSTAVE LACASBE (1500 o v v i nsis s ibnldib o sas s o0 baisEs o slin) ey o e ore Tecumseh.
102126 0,0~ G VR ES S HE T 1 S e R S S S T S | Cressy.
IR OATRING IR W BBOIE 58 v o o s T e G e e s s et are ’ Ottawa.
13 TAMES MUBDOORGEEI 38 .5 5 v s e v v i o e oo s d i g Ottawa.
14 Ry, HoN. ARTHDR MEIGHEN; P.C. il i et e s sn s mess Toronto.
I EovIN - COTR R el 0 s B i L b st i B Ottawa.
16 DoNALDBUTHEREAND,ER.OC 5 50 0 e i e e Ingersoll.
1750vA CAMPREEL RAGTER . oo s (i v s e R. R. No. 3, Peterborough.
18- NORMANT P o AMBRRIY, o st et s e bons Pt St werd e v e Ottawa.
19 PDoRCAN, Moly T MARBSHALYL, =00 oo it Toronto.
20-JorN ICAMPERLY " BLTaowr,- P00 s istn cvn v din e e it London,
21 SALTER ADRIAN HAXDEN. ... cvsiioms o srisnaiiois snisiisisas e Toronta.
22 NORMAN,:MCERGD JEAIREBON % i h v obes s Ol ors iin ero s oom Fort William
23 JOREPH “JAMBST DORBUB I ot i ioovt oy sty € siseia e siekils Peterborough.
A W R D AT BULER P O oo e e e Kitchener.

xi



xii SENATORS OF CANADA
QUEBEC—24
SENATORS Ezfv?s%? POST OFFICE ADDRESS
THE HONOURABLE

1 RAoUE DANDURAND, PO, . ovioiiaoniss De Lorimier........... Montreal.

R s £ 0 A e O R Bedford.............. Cookshire.

3 CHARLES PHILIPPE BEAUBIEN........ Montarville. ., 1. a0 Montreal.

4 DaviD OVIDE L’ESPERANCE.....cvve.. Gulfs o Lk L Quebec.

5 Pierre Epouarp Broxpin, P.C....... Laurentides......ces-- St. Frangois du Lac.

6 Sk THOMAS CHAPAIS, K.B.......... Grandville...o.ovuunn. Quebec.

O LORNE: C, "WEBSTER.US: oot v asee Stadacona......... ... Montreal.

8 DoNAT RAYMOND .. ...cvcovoosesorae De la Valliére..... «...| Montreal.

9 GEORGE PARENT (Speaker)........... Kennebee.....o.vvvees Quebec.

10 JULES-EDOUARD PREVOST............. Milled e ol s St. Jéréme.

11 CHARLES C. BALLANTYNE, P.C........ ARk e e Montreal.

12 JoskrH H. RAIRVILIE.....ccrevoess Repentigny....coouun. St. Lambert.

18 BECIEN- MOBADD TS . e vt oo FaSallet . o cniate s Quebec.

A4 ARTHUR SAUELIRO., oo o vasinive ST e et AP SR Outremont.

15 EueRNE PAQUET, P.C......covviurenne T o L R o) St. Romuald.

16 ADRIEN K. HUGESSEN ... 0ovccesessse Tnkerman. . ..ouo.eenee.. Montreal.

27 J. FEENAND FARARD:S s« oia ois oo sisioiatons De la Durantaye..... ILIslet.

18 CHARLES BENJAMIN HOWARD........ Wellington. ........... Sherbrooke.

10 BEAURBGRED & s e vo v s oot vis oin s Rougemorntic .o s visis Montreal.

20 ATHANASE DAVID e £1500 000 s ne sleis Horalmgur st o Montreal.

21 EpoUARD CHARLES ST-PERE........... De Lanaudiére........ Montreal.

22 WiLLIAM JAMES HUSHION........... Viactoria o it o tivies Westmount.
T e e il v alite | hie alatale s e alie < Vaforuinininnia alere LR o e RS e o e salaivies
O 11 I K R A i e 20 DEs ST T b e Aes e veies




SENATORS OF CANADA

xiii

NOVA SCOTIA—10

SENATORS

POST OFFICE ADDRESS

© o NS o LN

10

THE HONOURABLE

CHARES . TANNER: (o ik csibiase sl oivlisiois s saese s sidoss
EANGE U - OGAN N Eon el e T e LA et g e e e
VUILGIANECHE D RN = S s e o el ety WDt i
JOBN AS, NVEACHONATD 0. 0 5w e 55 ts e miave miecs ala Shets w2 o oeror
DA N O P e v, iale s R e i
RHOMAS O AN Y e s iais o b s biaale s5a s
R P S O NN e, i s et 0, i e B s B T .8 ararsbre

JORNGIE P SROBIOHEATY & il s s R S

Pictou.

Parrsboro.

Halifax.

St. Peters, Cape Breton.
Ambherst.

New Glasgow.

Bedford.

Maxwellton,

Lunenburg.

Margaree Forks.

NEW BRUNSWICK—10

© 00 I O Ot B W N

10

THE HONOURABLE
A G B B0 AT B0 ot e e e S e e
JOHN- ANTHONY MODONALD . o . o\ bnn s i baun sk oS o bie o valey
PEANIG B SR EAOR S e e S Tt e s a s s e el
R EEIPHORE (RURGRON s s et ch il oo b e i e gt o Loy
GETRFORD WL ROBINBOR S S i Sl criv e e b as o s sioniaialeain oa dbinisiiion
AT HUR BrIss-CORRIRIGC T H 00 Vit vvn o easaslsdnbliss sivtarer viomTo s
W ATAER S OB P O i e et s e R iasatoga W nele ke e
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CANADA

The Tebates of the Senate

OFFICIAL REPORT

THE SENATE

Speaker: Hon. WaLTerR Epwarp FOSTER

Thursday, January 25, 1940.

The Parliament of Canada having been
summoned by Proclamation of the Governor
General to meet this day for the dispatch
of business:
The Senate met at 2.30 p.m., the Speaker
in the Chair,

Prayers.

OPENING OF THE SESSION

The Hon. the SPEAKER informed the
Senate that he had received a communication
from the Governor General’s Secretary inform-
ing him that His Excellency the Governor
General would proceed to the Senate Chamber
to open the session of the Dominion Parlia-
ment this day at three o’clock.

The Senate adjourned during pleasure.

SPEECH FROM THE THRONE

At three o’clock His Excellency the Governor
General proceeded to the Senate Chamber
and took his seat upon the Throne. His
Excellency was pleased to command the
attendance of the House of Commons, and
that House being come, with their Speaker,
His Excellency was pleased to open the Sixth
Session of the Eighteenth Parliament of
Canada with the following speech:

Honourable Members of the Senate:

Members of the House of Commons:
During the months which have elapsed since
the close of the special session, my Ministers
have given unremitting attention to the organi-
zation and prosecution of Canada’s war effort.
The Government has been in constant con-
sultation with the Government of the United
Kingdom, and the measures adopted have been
those which it is believed will best serve the
common cause.

Vigorous action has been taken through all
branches of the armed forces to provide for the
security and defence of Canada, and for co-
operation with the Allied forces on land, on sea
and in the air,

For the effective prosecution of the war,
Canada’s industrial, financial and other resources
are being steadily mobilized and all war
activities co-ordinated. The production and
marketin%l of agricultural and other primary
products have been given constructive direction;
and safeguards have been provided against
undue enhancement, under war conditions, of

ﬂf)e1 prices of food, fuel and other necessaries
of life.

Since last you met the developments of the
war have made increasingly clear the nature of
the struggle in which we are engaged. The
very existence of nations that cherish independ-
ence and democratic ideals is menaced by enemy
forces of ruthless aggression which aim to
dominate mankind by terror and violence. The
Canadian people have shown their determination
to share with Britain and France to the utmost
of their strength in the defence of freedom.

My Ministers are of the opinion that the
effective prosecution of the war makes it
imperative that those who are charged with the
grave responsibility of carrying on the govern-
ment of Canada should, in this critical period,
be fortified by a direct and unquestioned man-
date from the people. My advisers, accordingly,
having regard to existing conditions and the
stage of the life of the present Parliament,
have decided upon an immediate appeal to the
country.

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

In all that pertains to the discharge of your
responsible duties, may Divine Providence be
your strength and guide.

The House of Commons withdrew.

His Excellency the Governor General was
pleased to retire.

The sitting of the Senate was resumed.

Hon. RAOUL DANDURAND: Honourable
senators, I desire to lay on the Table type-
written copies of Orders in Council passed
under the authority of the War Measures Act
since - the close of the special session, up to
and including January 17, 1940.

All Orders in Council passed under the
authority of the War Measures Act and
having the character of legislation are being
printed both in French and in English, and,
I have every reason to believe, will be ready
for distribution to honourable members by
the middle of next week.

Right Hon. ARTHUR MEIGHEN: May I
ask the honourable leader whether any
legislation will be presented to Parliament
this session, or we are to have just Orders
in Council?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I understand

that a Bill has been prepared for the taking
of soldiers’ votes at the next election.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Could that
not have been done under the War Measures
Act?
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Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I shall convey
my right honourable friend’s suggestion to
the Government.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: It is an
insult to Parliament to bring us here and
present no programme at all.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I think I
answered my right honourable friend’s question
just as he put it; and I have taken note of
his suggestion.

RAILWAY BILL
FIRST READING

Bill A, an Act relating to Railways—Hon.
Mr. Dandurand.

CONSIDERATION OF HIS
EXCELLENCY’S SPEECH

On motion of Hon. Mr. Dandurand, it was
ordered that the speech of His Excellency
the Governor General be taken into considera-
tion on Tuesday next.

ADJOURNMENT

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND moved that when
the Senate adjourns to-day it stand adjourned
until Tuesday evening next at eight o’clock.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: I have no
objection at all to the hour suggested, but I
see no purpose in a debate of any kind.
To call Parliament without any programme
whatever for its consideration is an affront
unheard of in the history of British
institutions.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: My right honour-
able friend has often created precedents.
I doubt the correctness of his statement, but
anyone who delves into parliamentary history
will see whether it is right.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned until Tuesday,
January 30, at 8 p.m.

DISSOLUTION OF PARLIAMENT

The Eighteenth Parliament having been this
day dissolved by Proclamation of His Excel-
lency the Governor General, the Senate did not
again meet.
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@The Debates of the Senate

OFFICIAL REPORT

THE SENATE

Speaker: Hon. GEorRGE PARENT

Thursday, May 16, 1940.

The Nineteenth Parliament of the Dominion
of Canada having been summoned by Procla-
mation of the Administrator to meet this day
in its First Session for the dispatch of business:

The Senate met at 10.30 a.m.

SPEAKER OF THE SENATE

Hon. GEORGE PARENT, 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. Dandurand
and Hon. Mr. Ballantyne, 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 communica-
tion from the Assistant Secretary to the
Governor General informing him that the
Honourable Oswald Smith Crocket, in his
capacity of Deputy Administrator, would pro-
ceed to the Senate Chamber to open the
session of the Dominion Parliament on Thurs-
day, the 16th of May, at 12 o’clock noon.

NEW SENATORS INTRODUCED

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

Hon. J. Fernand Fafard, of L’Islet, Quebec,
introduced by Hon. Raoul Dandurand and
Hon. Donat Raymond.

Hon. John Campbell Elliott, P.C., D.CL,
of London, Ontario, introduced by Hon. Raoul
Dandurand and Hon. A. C. Hardy.

Hon. Arthur Lucien Beaubien, of St. Jean
Baptiste, Manitoba, introduced by Hon. Raoul
Dandurand and Hon. J. P. Molloy.

Hon. John J. Stevenson, of Regina, Sas-
katchewan, introduced by Hon. Raoul Dan-
durand and Hon. Norman P. Lambert.

Hon. Aristide Blais, M.D., of Edmonton,
Alberta, introduced by Hon. Raoul Dandurand
and Hon. W. A. Buchanan.

Hon. Donald MacLennan, LL.B., K.C. of
Inverness, Nova Scotia, introduced by Hon.
Raoul Dandurand and Hon. William Duff.

Hon. Charles Benjamin Howard, of Sher-
brooke, Quebec, introduced by Hon. Raoul
Dandurand and Hon. Cairine R. Wilson.

Hon. Elie Beauregard, K.C., of Montreal,
Quebec, introduced by Hon. Raoul Dandurand
and Hon. Donat Raymond.

Hon. Louis Athanase David, K.C. of
Montreal, Quebec, introduced by Hon. Raoul
Dandurand and Hon. A. K. Hugessen.

Hon. Edouard Charles St. Pére, of Montreal,
Quebec, introduced by Hon. Raoul Dandurand
and Hon. Donat Raymond.

Hon. Salter Adrian Hayden, M.A.,, Ph.M.,,
K.C,, of Toronto, Ontario, introduced by Hon.
Raoul Dandurand and Hon. Norman P.
Lambert.

Hon. Norman MecLeod Paterson, of Fort
William, Ontario, introduced by Hon. Raoul
Dandurand and Hon. H. H. Horsey.

Hon. William James Hushion, of Westmount,
Quebec, introduced by Hon. Raoul Dandurand
and Hon. A. K. Hugessen.

Hon. Joseph James Duffus, of Peterborough,
Ontario, introduced by Hon. Raoul Dandurand
and Right Hon. G. P. Graham.

Hon. William Daum Euler, P.C., of Kitch-
ener, Ontario, introduced by Hon. Raoul
Dandurand and Hon. A. C. Hardy.

The Senate adjourned during pleasure.

OPENING OF THE SESSION

The Honourable Oswald Smith Crocket,
Puisne Justice of the Supreme Court of
Canada, Deputy Administrator, having come
and being seated,

The Hon. the SPEAKER commanded the
Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod to proceed
to the House of Commons and acquaint that
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House that: “It is the Honourable the Deputy
Administrator’s desire that they attend him
immediately in the Senate Chamber.”

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 Administrator does not 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 afternoon
at three o’clock His Excellency will declare
the causes of his calling this Parliament.

The House of Commons withdrew.

The Honourable the Deputy Administrator
was pleased to retire.

The sitting of the Senate was resumed.

The Senate adjourned until 245 p.m. this
day.
SECOND SITTING

The Senate met at 245 p.m., the Speaker
in the Chair.

The Senate adjourned during pleasure.

SPEECH FROM THE THRONE

At three o’clock His Excellency the
Administrator proceeded to the Senate
Chamber and took his seat upon the Throne.
His Excellency was pleased to command the
attendance of the House of Commons, and
that House being come with their Speaker,
His Excellency was pleased to open the First
Session of the Nineteenth Parliament with the
following speech:

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

You have been summoned to the first session
of a new Parliament at a time of the greatest
conflict in the history of mankind. Upon the
outcome of the struggle will depend the main-
tenance of civilized society and the inheritance
of human freedom for our own and future
generations.

Since Parliament last met, the nature of the
conflict, the character of the enemy, and the
perils which menace all free nations, have
become only too clear. In that short space of
time, the world has seen the peaceful and
peace-loving peoples of Denmark, Norway,
Holland, Belgium, and Luxembourg made the
victims of the treachery and barbarism which
have marked the successive outrages of Nazi
Germany. It has also witnessed the invasion
of Finland, and, despite the epic resistance
of its heroic population, the partition of that
unoffending country. At any time, the lust of
conquest may vastly enlarge the theatre of
war. These tragic events have but served to
intensify our determination to share in the
war effort of the Allied powers to the utmost
of our strength. In this resolution the Govern-
ment has been fortified by the direet and
unquestioned mandate of the Canadian people.

The Hon. the SPEAKER.

The organization and prosecution of Canada’s
war effort have commanded the unremitting
attention of my Ministers. The constant con-
sultation and complete co-operation maintained
with the Governments of the United Kingdom
and France have been materially strengthened
by the recent visit to those countries of my
Minister of National Defence.

You will be fully informed of Canada’s action
both in the military and economic fields. You
will be asked to consider measures deemed
essential for the prosecution of the war, and
for the social and economic requirements of
the country.

While the present session of Parliament will
necessarily be mainly concerned with Canada’s
war effort and the measures essential to the
achievement of ultimate victory, my Ministers
are of opinion that, despite what to-day is being
witnessed of concentrated warfare, it is
desirable, as far as may be possible, to plan
for the days that will follow the cessation of
hostilities.

As a contribution to industrial stability in
time of war, and to social security and justice
in time of peace, resolutions will be introduced
for an amendment to the British North America
Act which would empower the Parliament of
(Canada to enact at the present session legis-
lation to establish unemployment insurance on
a national scale.

The report of the Royal Commission on
Dominion-Provincial Relations, which has just
been received, will be tabled immediately.
Members of the House of Commons:

You will be asked to make financial provision
for expenditure necessitated by the existing
state of war.

The estimates for the current fiscal year will
be submitted to you without delay.
Honourable Members of the Senate:

Members of the House of Commons:

Since the last session of Parliament, a much
beloved Governor General has passed from
our midst. In the death of Lord Tweedsmuir,
Canada mourns one whose character and
achievements had endeared him to our people;
the British Commonwealth has lost a wise and
understanding counsellor, and the fellowship of
writers a gifted interpreter of the graces and
humanities of English literature. I join with
you in the expression to Lady Tweedsmuir and
the members of her family of the deep sympathy
of the Canadian people.

His Majesty the King has been pleased to
appoint the Earl of Athlone as his representa-
tive in succession to the late Lord Tweedsmuir.
The sense of duty and the public services which
have distinguished the lives of the Governor
General designate and the Princess Alice ensure
for His Excellency and Her Royal Highness an
eager and cordial welcome to Canada.

As you assume, in these dark and difficult
days, the grave responsibilities with which you
have been entrusted by the Canadian people,
may your resolution be sustained by the
knowledge that it is the liberties of all free
peoples that you are helping to preserve. Unless
the evil powers, which threaten the very exist-
ence of freedom, are vanquished, the world
itself will inevitably be reduced to a state of
international anarchy.

I pray that Divine Providence may guide
and bless your deliberations.

The House of Commons withdrew.

His Excellency the Administrator was pleased

to retire.
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The sitting of the Senate was resumed.

RAILWAY BILL
FIRST READING

Bill A, an Act relating to Railways—Hon.
Mr. Dandurand.

CONSIDERATION OF HIS EXCEL-
LENCY’S SPEECH

On motion of Hon. Mr. Dandurand, it was
ordered that the speech of His Excellency the
Administrator be taken into consideration on
Tuwesday next.

COMMITTEE ON ORDERS AND
PRIVILEGES

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND moved:

That all the senators present during this
session be appointed a committee to consider
the Orders and Customs of the Senate and
Privileges of Parliament, and that the said
committee have leave to meet in the Senate
Chamber when and as often as they please.

The motion was agreed to.

COMMITTEE OF SELECTION

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND moved:

That pursuant to Rule 77 the following
senators, to wit: the Honourable Senators
Beaubien (Montarville), Buchanan, Copp, Haig,
Horsey, Meighen, Tanner, White and the mover
be appointed a Committee of Selection to
nominate senators to serve on the several
standing committees during the present session,
and to report with all convenient speed the
names of the senators so nominated.

The motion was agreed to.

ROYAL COMMISSION ON DOMINION-
PROVINCIAL RELATIONS

REPORT TABLED

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Honourable
senators, I beg leave to table the report of
the Royal Commission on Dominion-Provinecial
Relations, together with copies of the letter
from the Prime Minister to the Premiers of
the various provinces. The same letter has
been sent to all the Premiers. Instead of
reading it I will place it on Hansard.

Ottawa, May 10, 1940.
My dear Premier,

I wish to inform you that the Royal Com-
mission on Dominion-Provincial Relations has
to-day submitted to the Government the Com-
mission’s report, comprising three large printed
volumes and a number of separately bound
appendices. The report and the appendices will

be presented to Parliament on Thursday after-
noon, the 16th instant, the opening day of the
approaching session.

I am arranging to have forwarded to you, in
time for their receipt on the morning of
Thursday, May 16, two sets in English and one
set in French of the three volumes of the report.
At the same time I am having sent to you, by
express, for the use of the Provincial Govern-
ment, further sets of the report, with the various
appendices and related studies. A statement
of the number of additional copies and volumes
of appendices and other material, being sent
forward by express, is enclosed.

It is, of course, important that adequate and
accurate publicity be given to the report in
the press. In order that representative
journalists may have an opportunity to make
some study of its contents and prepare material
for their newspapers, copies are being made
available, in advance, to members of the Press
Gallery here, upon the distinet undertaking that
there will be no publication, in whole or in part,
before the afternoon papers on Thursday. Re-
lease has been deferred until that time in order
to ensure your receipt of the report before
publication in the press. It is fully anticipated
that this arrangement will be respected by
local newspapers.

Yours sincerely,
(signed) W. L. Mackenzie King.

WAR MEASURES ACT
ORDERS IN COUNCIL TABLED

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND tabled certain
documents.

He said: Honourable senators, the Orders
in Council tabled herewith are those passed
under the authority of the War Measures Act
since August 25, 1939. All the Orders covering
the period up to December 31, 1939, have
now been printed, and those passed since that
date, up to and including May 11, 1940, are
in typewritten form.

The Senate adjourned until Tuesday, May
21, at 3 p.m.

THE SENATE

Tuesday, May 21, 1940.

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

Prayers and routine proceedings.

TRIBUTES TO SENATORS
DECEASED OR RETIRED

Hon. RAOUL DANDURAND: Honourable
senators, since our meeting in September last
we have had the misfortune to lose five of
our colleagues.

Senator John S. McLennan was one of our
elders. He was born in 1853 and was with
us since 1916. He belonged to an influential
Montreal family. His father, Hugh McLennan.
was most successful in the transport business,
his boats plying from the Upper Lakes to
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Montreal. The late senator’s brothers, highly
cultured, have all been interested in Canadian
history and literature. Our departed colleague
took his degrees at MecGill University and
Cambridge, winning honours in philosophic
and moral sciences. He was a writer of note,
and owned and edited a newspaper in Cape
Breton. All the social problems of the day
retained his attention, and he treated them
in this House, as well as in the press, in his
usual spirit of moderation. He was always
most considerate of the feelings of others.
His gentlemanly instincts were apparent in all
his movements, and he was often quite
apologetic when his views differed from those
of his colleagues, who gave him their esteem
and friendship.

Major General the Honourable Archibald
Hayes Macdonell, C.M.G.,, D.S.O., was one
of the gallant and brilliant representatives
of the Canadian Army in this Chamber who
highly distinguished themselves during the
Great War. Senator Macdonell had a most
active career on many a field with the British
Imperial troops. He was essentially a soldier.
He joined the Canadian Militia in 1886 and
the Permanent Corps in 1892. He served in
the Canadian Contingent in South Africa and
was a member of numerous expeditions to
West Africa and Southern Nigeria. His
various experiences in many campaigns on
the African continent would make interesting
reading for our young men who are at present
attracted to our corps. During the War of
1914-1918 he was on the First Division staff
as a Lieutenant-Colonel. He commanded the
Royal Canadian Regiment until April, 1916,
and then the Fifth Canadian Infantry Brigade
until July, 1917. Senator Macdonell partici-
pated in our debates on matters related to
the subject nearest to his heart: the defence
of Canada and of the Commonwealth.

Senator Archibald B. Gillis had been ailing
for some time and we could all notice during
our spring session that his health was consider-
ably impaired. Our colleague was an early
pioneer of our Western plains. There were,
indeed, few people who had settled before him
in what was to become the province of
Saskatchewan. He went there with his parents
in 1882, when he was but eighteen years of
age; well ahead of the railways. Having
all the aptitudes of a Scotch farmer, he soon
prospered. He was public-spirited too, and
served from 1893 to 1905 in the Legislature
of the Northwest Territories, entering the first
legislature of the new province of Saskat-
chewan in 1905, the year of its creation. He
had been Deputy Speaker of the Northwest
Territories Legislature, and from 1902 to 1905
its Speaker. He was summoned to the Senate
in 1921, and here he followed diligently the

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND.

work of our committees and of the House.
He was often heard on matters pertaining to
Western problems and was always most inform-
ative and interesting.

Senator George Lynch-Staunton passed
away in March last. He was with us for the
last time in September, 1939. Although more
than eighty years of age, he seemed to have
retained his strength, and we had little reason
to expect that he would leave us so soon.
After retiring from actice practice at the Bar,
some years ago, he seemed to enjoy life far
away from all kinds of exertions and turmoil.
He lived leisurely for six months of every
year in Ireland, at an historical castle which
he owned there. He was familiar with French
literature and devoted half of his reading to
French and English classics, which adorned
his library. In his earlier years he had had a
quite active and prominent career at the
Ontario Bar, where he stood high in his
fraternity. He possessed the full confidence of
the people of the city of Hamilton, where he
spent most of his lifetime. His counsel was
constantly sought by the large institutions of
that city. Senator Lynch-Staunton took an
active part in the deliberations of the Senate
and its committees, his legal knowledge con-
tributing to the solution of many of our prob-
lems. He was always listened to attentively.
On many a theme he had special views, which
he delighted in propounding far away from the
trodden paths.

Surprising news reached us a few day ago,
telling of the demise of Senator Charles
Bourgeois, who was called to this Chamber in
August, 1935. For a number of years he had
been interested in politics. He presented him-
self as a candidate in Nicolet county in 1926,
without success, but his own people of Three
Rivers returned him to the House of Com-
mons in a highly contested election in 1931.
His family had deep roots in that city, and
Senator Bourgeois possessed the confidence
and esteem of the whole population. He had
a wide practice as a barrister and served in
the City Council of Three Rivers. He was
made Béatonnier of the Bar of his district, and
later became the General Bétonnier for the
whole province of Quebec. We are all sorry
indeed that he was not allowed by Providence
to continue his parliamentary career, which
was full of promise, as we appreciated his
contribution to many a debate of interest to
his people and to the country.

To the families of our departed colleagues I
desire to express the most sincere sympathy
of all members of this House.

I should like to mention the name of one
of our colleagues who has left this Chamber
because a persistent illness has kept him away
from active life for a number of years.
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Senator Joseph Marcelin Wilson will be with
us no more, but he still follows our delibera-
tions as reports of them reach him daily.
Senator Wilson has played so important a
part in our financial and industrial institutions
in Canada and in our educational activities
that I am sure all my colleagues will join with
me in hoping that this springtime may bring
him enjoyable sunny days.

Right Hon. ARTHUR MEIGHEN: Hon-
ourable members, the heavy exigencies of this
time would indicate that brief references to
the departed would suffice, particularly after
the complete and most appropriate recital of
their chief achievements and -characteristics
by the honourable leader of the House. But
I do not want it to be thought, because I am
brief, that I or my associates on this side
do not fully share in the pain of severance and
in sympathy with the families of the departed.

As to Senator McLennan, I would only
mention his culture, his distinctly gentlemanly
characteristics, his wide reading, his devotion
to public business to the full extent of his
eapacity.

Senator Macdonell, a soldier almost by
birth, a Britisher by blood and conviction,
never failing in his duty as a Canadian or as
a subject of this Empire, served on fields of
peril in no fewer than half a dozen wars
and pursued to the very end of his life the
true, direct course of a loyal citizen.

Senator Gillis was, just as the leader of the
House tells us, a rugged Westerner, rugged
from the days of his young boyhood in Nova
Scotia. His personality and his whole out-
look reflected that sturdy physique which he
possessed through nearly all his life. His
service to the West was great indeed, and the
love of his friends was without reservation.

Senator Lynch-Staunton was one of the old-
est of our number, one of those longest among
us. His great distinction was his standing
at the Bar. He was one of its senior members
and his authority was highly regarded. The
Irish in him appeared in every accent and
every sentiment. It was not surprising that he
returned to the Emerald Isle whenever he
felt the need of relaxation and desired to
taste again the lore of that home of his
ancestry. We delighted in having him among
us. We lament that he too has been called,
though in the fullness of years.

I was depressed indeed to hear, just as the
session opened, of the death of Senator
Bourgeois. Not having heard of his illness,
I was shocked by the news. Many of us

have been warmed and delighted by his kindly
manner, expressive of that friendliness with
which he was endowed, and we were glad to
see him here, accompanied always, until very
recently, by his beautiful daughter. It is

regrettable that he should have been called
so soon. Senator Bourgeois was a scholar,
a man who loved the learning of his pro-
fession, and who contributed to the advance-
ment of that learning in his province.

I am at one also with the leader of the
House in my admiration of the former Senator
J. M. Wilson, and regret that his long-con-
tinued ill-health should have convinced him
that he should give up his seat in this Cham-
ber. Though speaking with him very little
in the sphere of public affairs, where his ill-
health has long continued, I did meet with
him in other ways, and I wish to record that
I never in my life encountered a fairer or
more liberal-minded man. Senator Wilson
merited his success—and his success was great;
he merited the esteem and admiration of us
all; he merited the eloquent words of the
leader of the House, and in those words, I
am sure, all who know Senator Wilson will
join.

The sincere sympathy of all honourable
members, and our sense of loss, we would
express to the survivors, the widows and
families of the deceased.

Hon., Sir THOMAS CHAPAIS (Transla-
tion) : Honourable senators, three days ago I
had the sad privilege of conveying to his final
resting-place the regretted colleague whose loss
we mourn. And to-day I cannot refrain from
associating myself with the eloquent utter-
ances which we have just heard in praise of
him.

Senator Charles Bourgeois was truly and
in every sense of the word a good ecitizen.
He was moreover a remarkably gifted man.
His extreme modesty could not conceal his
great worth.

Born sixty years ago in the ancient and
historic ecity of Trois-Rivieres, of a family in
which the purest Canadian traditions had
been handed down from generation to genera-
tion, he received an education based on the
sternest discipline and the noblest aspira-
tions. It was at the time when a great and
eloquent bishop distributed to his flock the
substantial food of an apostolic eloquence
and an inspiring doctrine. In so favourable
an atmosphere our regretted colleague
acquired the firm principles and high ideals
which were so greatly admired in him.

He embraced the legal profession, in the
practice of which he was very successful.
His study of jurisprudence often enabled
him to throw light on obscure points of
law. His thinking was as straight as his
judgment was sound. With him, knowledge
and conscience went hand in hand. Within a
few years he acquired a high reputation at
the Bar, and the confidence of his fellow-
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lawyers carried him successively to the posts
of Bétonnier of the Bar of the district of
Trois-Riviéres and Batonnier of the whole
province.

His reputation and prestige naturally led
his friends to urge him to enter the political
arena. He could not refuse. Undeterred by
an initial setback, he was soon elected mem-
ber for his native city in unfavourable
circumstances which gave to his victory the
sense of a personal triumph due to his
prestige and to the support from all quarters
which his devotion to the common good had
earned for him.

This brilliant career was finally crowned by
our colleague’s appointment to the Senate.
We have seen him at work in our midst.
And we have been able to admire his noble
qualities, his perfect courtesy, his firm con-
victions, his energetic attachment to his
principles and the clearness and correctness of
his speech.

The well-merited tribute which has just
been rendered to the memory of Senator
Bourgeois was mainly intended for the pro-
fessional and political man. But a part of
his active life remained untouched by the
light which radiated from his public life. And it
was perhaps the finest part. Senator Bourgeois
possessed and practised that virtue which
Bossuet called sovereign—the virtue of char-
ity. He was a social worker. He was a leader
in that choice army enrolled under the banner
of St. Vincent de Paul. And in his native city
the poor blessed his name and will venerate
his memory. This imperishable crown will
adorn his brow beyond the tomb. And it will
prove more durable than the laurels of the
judgment-halls and the palms of public life.

Our colleague has entered the kingdom of
cternal rest. We tender him our last respects
and offer him the tribute of admiration due
to his noble life, and the assurance of our
undying remembrance.

Hon. EUGENE PAQUET (Translation):
Honourable senators, on the 15th of this
month a dispatch brought me the news of the
almost sudden death of my neighbour and our
distinguished colleague, Senator Charles Bour-
geois. I associate myself with my colleagues
to pay @ parting tribute to this highly gifted
friend.

Senator Bourgeois had a brilliant career at
the Bar. He was one of the most eminent
members of the legal profession because of his
wide knowledge of the law, his reputation as
a lawyer, his thorough honesty and his
Christian ideals.

I pay tribute to him as a remarkable model
of constancy, of firmness and of inviolable
attachment to the most noble principles.

Hon. Sir THOMAS CHAPAIS.

A friend of the higher culture in all its
forms, he took a natural interest in our centres
of intellectual training and in the students of
our universities.

I had the advantage of hearing him lecture
at the School of Higher Political Studies of
the University of Ottawa. His lectures were
always solid and brilliant. His sole pre-
occupation was to fulfil as well as possible
the task which had been entrusted to him.
In the performance of this duty he spared
himself neither labour nor pains. Senator
Bourgeois’s lectures bore in each one of their
pages the stamp of his clear and well-ordered
mind, of his wide knowledge and his vast
experience. He was to have continued them.
Unfortunately, his pen has fallen from his
hand and his great voice will henceforth be
silent.

At his funeral I was able to note the sym-
pathy and affection which the people of Trois-
Riviéres, both high and low, felt for their
distinguished fellow-citizen who had always
served the most noble causes. A man of
great culture, a sincere Catholic, a Knight of
the Holy Sepulchre, he shone by his know-
ledge, his experience and his goodness. To-
gether with you, my honourable colleagues, I
pay him a final tribute and I tender to his
bereaved children; our deep and heartfelt
sympathy.

I shall conclude by quoting the words he
uttered in this Chamber on the occasion of
the death of Senator Fortin, on the 19th of
May, 1936:

Our departed colleague was also a firm and
true believer. Firmly rooted in him were the
religious principles that pass from generation
to generation in old Quebec. Those principles
he practised in public as well as in private life.
Oh! truly, he could smile, and smile to the end,
for he was of those who “have fought the good
ficht” and can await in serene calmness “their
just reward.”

Hon. F. B. BLACK: Honourable senators, I
feel that I cannot let this opportunity pass
without expressing my personal tribute to two
of those who have passed from among us. I
have great respect for all who have been men-~
tioned in this Chamber to-day, but there are
two, the late Senator McLennan, and the late
Senator Macdonell, whom I have known for
much of my lifetime—one of them virtually
from my boyhood days—with whom I have
been in very close association, and whose
intimate friendship I have enjoyed.

Senator MecLennan was born in Montreal,
but at an early stage in my life he came to
the Maritime Provinces, where he was con-
nected with the Dominion Coal Company.
In my boyhood he came to the town of
Sackville and engaged in land development
there. It was then I first knew him. Senator
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McLennan was a very dear friend. He knew
what friendship was, what it meant, and how
to enjoy it. He was a scholar of distinction,
and an author of no mean power, having
written a very excellent book on the early
history of the Maritime Provinces, with special
reference to Port Royal. Everyone who knew
him will regret his passing, and I wish to pay
my particular respects to him.

I cannot say anything about General Mac-
donell which has not already been said. He
came to Fredericton as a junior lieutenant
at a time when there was a military school
there commanded by Colonel Maunsel. It
was then I met the late senator, and I have
known him intimately ever since. I knew him at
Valcartier in 1914, and in France and England
in 1915 and 1916; and when, after the war,
he came back and settled in New Brunswick
I was intimate with him. I had a very high
regard for General Macdonell. He was a most
excellent officer and a gentleman in every
sense of the word. In all my association with
the General I never knew him to say an
unkind thing about any person. Even about
his enemies, if he could not say a good word
he had the tact to say nothing.

I pay my tribute to all whose names have
been mentioned, but I must pay particular
tribute to these two very dear friends of
mine.

HIS HONOUR THE SPEAKER
FELICITATIONS ON HIS APPOINTMENT

On the Orders of the Day:

Right Hon. ARTHUR MEIGHEN: Mr.
Speaker, whether it is usual or not, I want
to express on behalf of all, I feel sure, on this
side of the House, and presumably of all on
the other side, our satisfaction and pleasure
on your elevation to the Speakership of the
Senate of Canada.

Hon. SENATORS: Hear, hear.

Right Hon. Mr, MEIGHEN: The Speaker-
ship of this House, for some reason into which
I have not inquired, but presumably a good
reason, is at the disposal of the Government
of the day and not of the members of the
Senate. But had authority for the selection
been reversed and vested in us, I doubt not
that there could have been no more popular
appointment than that of yourself.

Hon. SENATORS: Hear, hear.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: After my long
association with Your Honour, extending over
nearly my entire term in the other House
and all my term in this House, I am sure
you will conduct your duties with fairness,
with capacity and with goodwill.

Hon, SENATORS: Hear, hear.

Hon. RAOUL DANDURAND: Your
Honour, it gives me great pleasure indeed
to hear my right honourable friend’s commen-
dation of an appointment to which I was a
party. I felt that it was not for me to take
the lead in felicitating Your Honour, inasmuch
as your appointment emanated from the will
of the Cabinet of which I am a member. I
am happy indeed that my right honourable
friend has spoken for us all in congratulating
you on your elevation to the Chair.

THE ADMINISTRATOR'S SPEECH
ADDRESS IN REPLY

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

Hod. NORMAN McL. PATERSON rose
to move that an Address be presented to His
Excellency the Administrator to offer the
humble thanks of this House to His Excellency
for the gracious Speech which he has been
pleased to make to both Houses of Parliament.

He said: Your Honour, before I proceed
with my remarks in support of this motion,
may I, on behalf of the newly-appointed
senators, humbly offer congratulations to you
upon your appointment? We feel sure Your
Honour will grace the Chair with dignity.

Honourable senators, may I be permitted
to express to you and to the Government the
appreciation of the district known as the
“Head of the Lakes” and of myself for the
honour it has received in being recognized
by the appointment for the first time of a
senator from there. I also appreciate the
honour not only of being made a member
of this Chamber, but of being chosen to move
adoption of the gracious Speech from the
Throne.

Much that I have had in my mind to say
seems, in the light of present-day events,
to be so inadequate that I will spare the time
of this honourable body and mention only one
or two things.

Being engaged in the grain business, I was
aware of a serious situation that seemed to
me to be a menace or a mounting calamity,
namely, the existence of our tremendous sup-
plies of grain. Now these look like a great
blessing in disguise, which perhaps may be
the deciding influence towards our eventual
victory. Last year we had an abundant carry-
over of wheat, and a crop amounting to 489.-
000,000 bushels for all Canada. Taking off
home requirements and the quantity that has
been exported to date, we find ourselves at
present with a surplus of 330,000,000 bushels.
In the next four or five months we shall be
harvesting a new crop, which, from present
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prospects, will be from a six to ten per cent
larger acreage and, if all goes well, will be of
generous proportions.

We are clearing from Canada approximately
4,000,000 bushels a week, which would be
ample to fill all requirements of the British
Isles, even if they took all their wheat from
Canada. But we supply only a portion of
their requirements, because they necessarily
must take some grains from Australia and
other countries; so our continued clearance of
approximately 4,000,000 bushels a week will
depend upon our ability to ship to other
countries the portion of that 4,000,000 bushels
which does not go to Great Britain. And it
is questionable whether we shall be able to
do this if further countries are involved in
the war.

The Government are to be commended and
congratulated on handling the 1939 crop in
such a manner that the market has not been
depressed, and embarrassing congestion has
been avoided. The clearing of the quantity
of wheat that has been cleared, at the prices
that have prevailed, has been an enormous
accomplishment, and one of great benefit to
the whole Dominion.

The business of financing and storing the
coming crop will require a steady hand and a
clear brain and must be the deep concern of
the House of Commons and this honourable
body.

We in Canada are most fortunate in having
abundance, as against the spectre of famine
that may face our enemies and some of their
victims ithrough disruption of transportation
and through prospective bad harvests.

Broombhall, under date of April 23, reports
that England is increasing its crop acreage by
1,900,000 acres.

The New York Times reports from Broom-
hall’'s Corn Trade News on European trade
conditions:

The shortage of labour, with wet, stormy
weather at seeding time, has reduced the acreage.
The inadequate preparatxon of the soil, the severe
frost during the winter months and the cold
wet spring have all had their effects. Presum-
ing that the Germans have been as much
affected as their nelghbourq by these conditions,
their supply position must be far from enviable.
Without sea communications and with only small
amounts available from Russia, the German
reserves must be small when the present season
ends.

Great Britain and France, however, have
Jarge reserves of stock and Australia and Can-
ada have substantial surpluses.

We must all seriously do our part in working
to the one end of winning the war, even
though it may involve great sacrifices. Those
who are required to pay heavy taxes must
deem themselves fortunate in being able to
pay these taxes as their contribution to ulti-
mate victory.

Hon. Mr. PATERSON.

It is interesting at this time to read three
items which I ran across in the London Times.
The first is a quotation from a message sent
by the Nobles and Commons of Scotland to
the Pope in 1320:

We fight not for glory, nor for wealth, nor
for honour, but for that freedom which no good
man will surrender but with his life.

The other is from a speech delivered by
William Pitt in 1803:

We ought to have a due sense of the
magnitude of the danger with which we are
threatened; we ought to meet it in that temper
of mind which produces just confidence, which
neither despises nor dreads the enemy; and
while on the one side we accurately estimate
the danger with which we are threatemed at
this awful crisis, we must recollect on the
other hand what it is we have at stake, what
it is we have to contend for. It is for our
property, it is for our liberty, it is for our
independence, nay, for our existence as a
nation; it is for our character, it is for our
very name as Englishmen, it is for everything
dear and valuable to man on this side of the
grave.

Finally, I quote Abraham Lincoln:

The struggle of to-day is not altogether for
to-day. It is for a vast future also.

May I express what I know to be the
sentiment of this honourable Senate in our
sincere regret at the passing of our beloved
friend, the late Governor General, Lord
Tweedsmuir. Canada little realizes what a
friend she has lost; but the loss is to some
extent made less severe by the appointment
as his successor of His Excellency the Earl of
Athlone, who comes to us ripe with experience,
widely travelled and with very high traditions.
We look forward to his influence with hope
and pleasure.

Thomas & Kempis said:

Count not of great importance who is for
thee or against thee, but let this be thy aim
and care—that God be with thee in ev erything
thou doest.

May I close by pledging to the Government
of Canada and our Allies the support of this
honourable body to the last ditch in the
immediate and most pressing prosecution of
our war effort.

Hon. ARISTIDE BLAIS (Translation):
Honourable senators, it is with deep emotion,
mingled with a sense of pride, that after listen-
ing to the interesting speech of the honourable
senator from Fort William (Hon. Mr. Pater-
son) I rise for the first time in this Senate
Chamber to fulfil the perilous and delicate task
of seconding the Address in reply to the
Speech from the Throne. This great honour
which has befallen me, you will readily
understand, was not intended for my humble
person. It is rather meant for the province
from which I come and for the minority
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which I represent. May I be permitted to
tender to the honourable leader of this House
(Hon. Mr. Dandurand) my sincere thanks for
having thus honoured me.

I also wish to express to him my great
admiration and regard for his high moral quali-
ties, his noble character and the prestige
which emanates from his kindly person. I
am happy to see him at his post, looking so
well and fit, and to congratulate him on the
cheery and courteous manner with which he
greets the new recruits, as well as on the mas-
terly fashion in which he conducts the debates
of this House. .

In this Chamber, in which everything be-
tokens majesty and serenity and where political
passions have been dulled by age, I feel quite
at ease in paying a personal tribute to the
Right Honourable the Prime Minister of
Canada and telling him what everyone thinks
—that he deserves well of his country.

Indeed, his enlightened patriotism, his
respect for the Constitution, that spirit of
unity which is so dear to him and which he
has succeeded in instilling throughout the
whole of Canada, make of him one of the
most eminent statesmen in the history of this
country. His indomitable confidence in the
underlying forces of the country and his deter-
mination to conquer the difficulties of the
present hour have generated courage and
strength everywhere. It is not surprising,
therefore, that the entire country should have
rallied to his support in the battle to be
fought for the common good and the preserva-
tion of humanity. As my young friend the
distinguished son of the Right Honourable the
Minister of Justice said on Friday last in an-
other place, “The collective spirit of the
Canadian nation found its expression in the
recent vote and the Prime Minister’s victory
was the triumph of common sense.”

Honourable senators, the more and more
tragic events which are occurring each day,
the violent emotions which we feel when
reading the war bulletins, especially those of
us who took part in the last war, make us
realize what holocausts of human lives and
what enormous sacrifices the Allied nations
are making at this moment for the defence of
right and the preservation of the British insti-
tutions under which we are living. And I
cannot help thinking that while we sit here
the fate of Europe, nay, the fate of all man-
kind, is at stake in the fertile plains of France
and Belgium.

During the dark days of the French Revolu-
tion, Mirabeau said to the representatives of
the people: “Bankruptcy is at your door, and
you deliberate!” At this moment it is not
hideous bankruptey that is at our door; it is
the conscience of humanity which is at stake.

It is all that we hold most dear and most
sacred—our religious beliefs, our freedom, our
homes, our country. All that is in the balance.

Will God permit such a terrible cataclysm
to engulf the world? Will He allow victory to
desert the camp of the Allied armies who are
fighting for His glory and for the preservation
of humanity? Will God permit brute strength
to be exalted as a principle and to become
predominant in future times? No, honourable
senators. Saint George and Joan of Arc are
now standing guard over the hallowed soil of
France and they will not permit this modern
Attila to advance with his Hunnish hosts and
swoop down upon the ancient city of Lutetia.
From her lofty tower, Saint Genevieve is
watching and will once again shield Christian
civilization from the assault of barbarians.
Through the prayers of millions of Christians,
the intercession of the Sovereign Pontiff, the
gallantry and the heroic courage of the Allied
armies, and the ability of their commanders,
these blood-thirsty and butcherly Vandals will
be halted on the shores of a new Marne and,
once again, they will fail to pass.

You realize, honourable senators, that this
is no time for speeches, or for bitter criticism;
the hour has come for action, for a whole-
hearted union of all energies toward the com-
plete mobilization of the nation’s vital forces,
and I know how anxious the Government are
to act promptly and to leave nothing undone
to make victory a certainty.

Above all, let us not be deluded by the
positive assurance and the comforting thought
that our neighbours will help us if we are
attacked.

The best way of defending our coasts con-
sists in making victory a certainty on the
soil of France. Besides, the neighbouring re-
public would perhaps prove no obstacle to a
victorious Germany, for we cannot forget
that the United States are harbouring ten
million Germans who would not fail to hail
their deified leader.

Even now, on the other side of the bound-
ary, uneasiness is becoming manifest, and
it is realized in well informed circles that
at certain times neutrality may mean com-
plicity.

The indifference shown by some democ-
racies about the present conflict is truly
amazing and almost disheartening. They
have permitted entire nations to be butchered
under their very eyes and they did not have
the faintest thought of going to their rescue.
They went no farther than to authorize the
exportation of a certain amount of capital
in order to alleviate the sufferings of those
nations, and this they did in the name of the
strictest neutrality.
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Two chivalrous nations only, England and
France, each of them a champion of right
and Christian civilization, fully aware of
their duty—in spite of inadequate prepared-
ness for war—did not hesitate to challenge
the aggressors and to rush to the rescue of
oppressed nations. They are now in danger
of losing their ancient culture under the
attacks of Vandals who have not the slight-
est respect for the principles on which life
and liberty are based.

We, the sons of those gallant men, we who
have inherited the two great cultures that
stand as bright beacons in the world, have
felt a deep thrill of patriotism and national
pride, and instinctively we have been eager
to join them in the defence of those essen-
tial principles that are the heritage of free
nations. We have done so cheerfully, know-
ing that we were fighting for international
morals, for the sanctity of treaties, and for
the preservation of our racial characteristics
and our respective cultures.

To us, Canadians, this close co-operation
between England and France, in the military
as well as in the economic sphere, and this
spiritual and intellectual union of those
two great nations, are auspicious. They will
make still closer the bonds that unite us.
They will bring us closer together by en-
hancing the mutual respect that is so essen-
tial to national unity, and they will be a
pledge of future peace not only for Canada,
but for the whole world.

Along with concentrating all their efforts
on the prosecution of war, the Government
are not unmindful of the measures which
may consolidate and improve our economic
position. Experts are working unceasingly
on such reorganization so that our normal
life may not be too much disrupted by the
present difficulties. The Government are
moreover quite anxious to plan for the after-
war period.

Measures have already been taken to pro-
vide for the re-establishment in normal life
of those who were not afraid to endanger their
very future in order to serve the cause of
justice and prevent subversive ideas from
finding their way into their hearts and making
them followers of rampant Communism.

This war has also put an end to that selfish-
ness which has manifested itself, until now,
in certain provinces and threatened the exist-
ence of Confederation. A spirit of -closer
solidarity has been established between them
and the Government, and the recommenda-
tions of the Sirois commission, charged with
the study of the relations and spheres of
activity of this Parliament and the provincial
legislatures, will have to be considered in a
spirit of justice and equity.

Hon. Mr. BLAIS.

I should not like to conclude these few
remarks without paying a tribute to a great
man who has passed away, Lord Tweedsmuir.
While he was visiting Edmonton, I had the
pleasure of listening to him and of admiring
his high culture, which was equalled only by
his modesty. He loved our country and
endeavoured to visit it with the spirit of the
discoverer. He travelled over every bit of
it, even reaching the Arctic Ocean, sharing
in the life of the trappers, the Indians and
the HEskimos, and studying every detail
of their rude and adventurous life, devoid
of all comfort. He loved the long, warm
twilights of our majestic lakes of Northern
Alberta. He admired the grandeur and
beauty of the Mackenzie with its variegated
waters, at times still and at times tumultuous,
with its high, abrupt banks, painted by the
sun in countless hues. He loved the calm of
our great lakes, which induced him to reverie
and opened up to him new horizons.

He wrote to Lord Bessborough, at the end
of March, that he had decided not to pro-
long his stay in Canada, because his delicate
state of health forced him to return to
England, and that he was preparing to make
a farewell trip to the Western Provinces, for
which he had a particular affection.

“ My roots have gone down pretty deep in
this beautiful country of Canada,” he wrote,
“and I have a melancholy feeling when
travelling through it that I shall be very sorry
to leave it.” In fact, he was not to leave
it, and to-day Canada mourns for him as for
one of her beloved sons.

Honourable senators, this country has always
been fortunate in the choice of the repre-
sentatives of His Majesty, and we have
learned with joy and pride of the coming
of His Excellency Lord Athlone and his
gracious consort, Her Royal Highness Princess
Alice. They may be sure of finding everywhere
in Canada a most hearty and eager welcome.
Their nobility and their great distinction are
for us the most precious evidence of Their
Majesties’ love for our beautiful country.

(Text) Honourable senators, may I now utter
a few words in the language of the majority in
this House? Permit me to say how proud
I am of the great.leader of the Liberal party,
and how pleased I am to offer him my most
sincere congratulations upon the greatest
political victory that was ever won by any
party in the history of Canada. It is a pleasure
to note how the people of all the provinces
stood by our leader in his respect for the Con-
stitution, in his attitude on the question of
war, and in the prosecution of the war effort of
this country.

I am equally happy to congratulate the
honourable leader of the Government in this



MAY 21, 1940 13

House (Hon. Mr. Dandurand) on his long
and useful career. His reputation, his abilities,
his sterling qualities are known the world over,
and there is no need for me to elaborate
further, except to add the expression of my
personal esteem and admiration for this great
Liberal.

I am also proud to point out that after
the heat and turmoil of the October elections
in Quebec and of the federal elections last
March, Quebec remained faithful to the ideal
of Liberalism and to the policy of the Liberal
Administration at Ottawa. This close union
between Quebec and Ottawa is the result of
the friendship between the two great leaders,
the Right Hon. Mr. King and the Right Hon.
Mr. Lapointe. The latter has won the
esteem, respect and gratitude, not only of
French Canada, but also of all other Cana-
dians, because never in the past has a Quebec
Minister contributed so much as he to the
building of a strong and united country in
peace and in war. Never has this country
shown so fine a spirit of solidarity, deter-
mination and co-operation. In these dark
and trying hours it is gratifying to see the
nation united under the leadership of these
two great statesmen.

It was also a pleasure for me, last Friday,
to note the speech delivered in the other
House by the son of the Right Hon. Minister
of Justice, as he followed in the footsteps of
his illustrious father. May he accept my
congratulations, and at the same time my best
wishes for a successful political career.

Before taking my seat, I should like to
express my personal feelings of regret, which
are, I am certain, those of every member of
this honourable House, for the loss this
country has suffered in the untimely death
of His Excellency Lord Tweedsmuir, Governor
General of Canada. We have been happy to
learn that Lord Athlone has been named as
his successor. All Canada has learned the
news with pleasure, and I am glad to extend to
the Earl of Athlone and Her Royal Highness
the Princess Alice our most sincere welcome to
this country.

Right Hon. ARTHUR MEIGHEN: Hon-
ourable members, it is proper that my first
reference should be to the loss by death of
our late Governor General, Lord Tweedsmuir.
To him and to his memory I pay tribute for
his devotion to duty as he understood it. He
was a great and loyal Britisher, a student of
distinction and a writer of lasting fame. His
contribution to the world is embalmed in his
books, which are among the finest productions
in our language. Sad indeed it was that his
last days should have been days of suffering,
and his tenure of life so brief.

The news of the appointment of his suc-
cessor is welcome to us all. I am sure the

Earl of Athlone and Her Royal Highness will
be heartily received in Canada, and that
they will contribute much in this Dominion,
as they have already done in another, to
the establishment of close and helpful rela-
tions between our country and the Motherland
and the world.

I congratulate the mover (Hon. Mr. Pater-
son) and the seconder (Hon. Mr. Blais) of
the Address on the discharge of their duties.
Both are from the West, one coming from the
Middle West and the other from the farther
West. The first has achieved marked success
in the business world; the second has attained
eminence in his profession and is universally
esteemed. I commend the words, which I fully
understood, of the mover of the Address.
As to the seconder, I regret that I can only
express the hope that when I am able to
translate the first part of his remarks I shall
find in them more with which I can agree
than I could find in his remarks, save in their
purely personal phases, in English.

The responsibility which one always feels in
discharging one’s duties as a member of the
House, particularly when discharging them
in times of crisis, is very specially present to
my mind now. I am sure honourable members
will all feel that they have never in the past
arisen to do their work as parliamentarians
with a greater sense of difficulty, with the pall
of responsibility hanging over them more
heavily, than in these rather tragic hours.
But we must all remember that reverse, to
the races from which we are so proud to
spring, is usually only the starting point where
their tenacity and qualities of courage and
resiliency, so inspiring over the long years,
come into play. Never can reverses daunt the
British or the French, for the cause in which
they are now engaged is a matter of death or
victory and they have never yet bowed to
the oppressor.

Here in Canada it is no pleasure to me to
rise for the purpose of calling attention to
what I feel to have been great errors on the
part of this Dominion. There are those who
will say you should get behind and cheer in
the critical moment—you should not find
fault. But the time has come when we must
criticize, when we cannot hope to get what
is vital, momentously vital, unless we do.

Reference has been made to the recent
election. I do not know of any event in our
history less creditable to our country than the
late election, and I am not referring to the
preponderance in favour of one party in the
result. When I heard from His Excellency

in this House words which dissolved Parlia-
ment the moment we met, I could scarcely
believe my ears. I could not have thought it
possible that any Prime Minister would put
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into the mouth of the representative of the
Throne in Canada words which embodied
such insolence and rudeness to the Parliament
of this Dominion. The dissolution of that
Parliament was a breach of the solemn pledge
given Parliament by the Prime Minister in
the session of last fall—an open, defiant
breach. To tell members of this House
and of the House of Commons, immediately
they set foot in this Chamber, that they had
been brought here from the ends of Canada
only to be sent home, is insolence unforgiv-
able. The practical effects are even worse
than the character of the deed.

An election on a party basis in war-time
can be nothing but a catastrophe, no matter
how it results. I well recall that when the
last war broke out—it was not so near the
end of the term of the then Government, but
still it was fairly near—the cry went forth
throughout Canada that there must be no
party election, and the very purple was torn
from the clouds by the Liberal press, one
and all saying such an act would be the
vilest of our history, because both sides sup-
ported the war effort and in that great issue
both sides were one. The same demand
prevailed after the term of Parliament was
ended, and so long as there was anything like
unanimity on the war issue; and only when it
became essential in the view of one side and
of many on the other that a very drastic and
momentous step should be taken, in which all
the other side could not concur, was there an
election. Even then it was not on a party
basis. The party basis was removed to the
utmost within the power of men to remove it.

What has occurred now? While both sides
were one behind the war, while the voice of
every man on either side of either House
supported the strongest possible prosecution
of the war, the Prime Minister, suddenly and
with affront, dissolved the Parliament of
Canada and called upon the people to defeat
supporters of the war because they had not
the proper party label on their backs. That
action split the war support of this Dominion
down the centre; that action paralysed and
benumbed this country in its support of the
Government in this war. The Prime Minister
of Canada has had a long and distinguished
career, but to the last page of our history that
arrogant dissolution of Parliament will blight
and stain his entire record.

Some Hon. SENATORS: Hear, hear.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: I want to
make some very earnest references to the
progress of our war effort. As I make these
references I ask the House to believe me when
I say I know something of what a war effort

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN.

means; I know something of its difficulties.
There are those who think regiments fall from
the clouds; there are some who think it takes
only ardent desire to get more things done in
quicker time; that it matters little whether
you are prepared or not; that if you are just
eager enough you can do everything in a
moment. These miracles cannot be performed.
Even with the utmost unanimity in our coun-
try it would have been difficult indeed to
satisfy the nation with the progress of
war effort. T think wunanimity could have
been secured. Parliament had lasted nearly
five years, and had I been in the place of the
Prime Minister I would have reorganized my
Government on the widest possible basis at
once. I would have had represented in it
every considerable element of this Dominion
which supported the war, and with that Gov-
ernment I would have gone to the country
for a mandate and would have backed every
man in Parliament who supported the war.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: We had a unani-
mous mandate.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: And you split
the Dominion to get it.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: We did not.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: You pro-
claimed everywhere that the important thing
was the triumph of the Liberal party.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: The country was
split in two in 1917 by my right honourable
friend.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: I have shown
how the best results could have been obtained.
I know that, had the best results been ob-
tained, it would have been difficult to satisfy
people that all was being done that could be
done. If, however, the Government had gone
about it in a spirit of goodwill I should have
had some sympathy with them under criticism.

I inquire now into what has been achieved.
We have been nearly nine months at war.
True, we have spent vast sums of money, and
we contemplate the spending of more. What
I have witnessed most until very recent days
has been the total or almost total absence of a
real war spirit in this Dominion. There is no
honourable member who has not noted it.
Many have noted it with despair. I have
already stated one of the main causes for
this situation, and I am going to state what
I think is another equally important cause.
Unless a war spirit permeates this country
our utmost effort cannot be exerted.

The second important cause is that the
occurrence of the conflict found this country
without a proper appreciation of its Empire
relationship. This country had been taught
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for years, not that our defence rested in
British strength, not that we could best
serve our own security by adding to that
strength, not that there was such a thing as
the common defence of this Empire, but that
our defence was a thing separate and apart,
and that our money should be spent for de-
fence separate and apart. That teaching was
fathered and prosecuted down the years by
none more than the present leaders of both
our Houses of Parliament. So when the war
began this country faced the great conflict
without a sense of what in reality it depended
upon for its life, and under the delusion of a
false security.

I recall, only a year ago, in the 1939 session,
listening to a Speech from the Throne which
referred to expenditure for the defence of Can-
ada, which asked support of Parliament for
that expenditure, but made no reference at all
to that cardinal and vital feature of our true
defence which overwhelms all other features:
the fact that our security necessarily rests
upon the basis of co-operation with Britain
and the other Dominions. There was no
reference at all to co-operation, and on that
ground I took exception to the Address. But
I was ridiculed by the honourable leader of
the House (Hon, Mr. Dandurand). I was told
by him that we could not co-operate with a
wobbling British Government, and he referred
to a difference of policy in relation to
some optional clause in the League of Nations
Covenant, as if that had anything to do with
the principle of co-operation in defence.

In upholding such a view the leader of this
House has not been alone. Time and again
the leader of the other House (Right Hon.
Mr. King) has been a party to persuading
Canadians that co-operation in defence with
the Empire was not the principal or any neces-
sary feature of our defence policy, and when
estimates have been brought down he has been
at pains to explain that those were for Cana-
dian defence, not Empire defence—at pains to
banish from the mind of our people any
thought of such a thing as common Empire
defence.

Anyone who wishes to do so can procure
the Prime Minister’s references to these esti-
mates and their purpose. I should like, with
the consent of the House, to read briefly from
what were almost his latest words upon this
subject. Speaking in the House of Commons
on March 30, 1939, after calling attention to
the great need in Canada for roads, and to
our heavy burden of debt, and so forth, he
followed with this language:

There is no great margin of realizable wealth
for this purpose; we must, to a greater or less
extent, choose between keeping our own house
in order, and trying to save Europe and Asia.

How well designed those words were to indi-
cate where, as we all know now, our defence
really lies!

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Not our de-
fence.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: The Prime
Minister went on to say:

The idea that every twenty years this country
should automatically and as a matter of course
take part in a war overseas for democracy or
self-determination of other small nations, that
a country which has all it can do to run itself
should feel called upon to save, periodically, a
continent that cannot run itself, and to these
ends risk the lives of its people, risk bank-
ruptey and political disunion, seems to many
a nightmare and sheer madness.

There is no difficulty in ascertaining the
purpose, certainly no difficulty in ascertaining
the effect, of language of that character on
the Canadian people. Such language was not
designed to bring us to the point where, if
danger loomed in front of this Empire, we
should be able to help in the common
defence. The result was inevitably altogether
in the other direction. All this has been
supplemented by conduct of others, of too
many others, throughout this Dominion. I
am not estimating how many would agree
with the two leaders, and how many would
disagree. Others are better judges of public
opinion than I. But the balance of public
opinion matters little in the presence of life
and death. Throughout this country dissemina-
tion of such views has been encouraged for
years, and nowhere has it been given greater
encouragement than under the w=gis of the
Canadian Broadecasting Corporation. A public
man in Canada could not broadcast loyal
words favouring defence for us and the Empire
unless someone else, probably a semi-pink
professor, was subsidized to traduce Great
Britain, to tell the people of Canada that
Britain was a traitor to democracy, and that
the United States would soon be taking over
leadership of democracy throughout the world.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Where did my
right honourable friend get that?

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: I heard it.
One speaker uttered certain parts of what I
have referred to, and I wrote the Broadcast-
ing Corporation to find out about it, and was
told that he was paid. The rest of what I have
indicated was heard from other radio speakers.
This kind of thing has been going on un-
checked, certainly in no way resisted by Gov-
ernment members or by leadership from per-
sons in authority in Canada. Two or
three editors of this country have done their
noble much to the same end. In consequence
we faced this war as an Empire country
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broken and benumbed, and in no spirit to rise
immediately to the common defence. These
things went on for a long time and one of
the consequences is that our war effort has
not been anything to be proud of. It is only
lately, under pressure and impact of terrific
events, that the people of Canada have risen
to a sight of the reality. Now they are very
much dissatisfied, now they are restive, now
they are determined. Had the authorities of
Canada long ago helped them to develop a
spirit of that kind, we should have made a far
greater war effort, and there would never have
been the lethargy now complained of, nor
some of the conduct which has been indulged
in in the course of our recent history.

What is the sum of our war effort? Anyone
speaking on this subject is apparently expected
to utter the words of the Prime Minister;
otherwise he may be charged with violating
the Military Secrets Act, or something else,
or with giving encouragement to the enemy.
There is no man in this Dominion who wants
to encourage the enemy less than I do. I
speak with a depth of conviction born of
many things which I am not particularly eager
to expose to this House. It is my judgment,
none the less, that we have now to realize
just where we are, or we shall not get farther
very soon.

After nearly nine months we have, I sup-
pose, about 20,000 men in England. They
have been there, or most of them, for about
four to five months. We have a Second Divi-
sion mobilized in Canada, but, as I am in-
formed, not yet completely mobilized, not all
the units being complete. We now have
promise of a Third Division to be mobilized,
and are told that at some time in the future
a Canadian corps will be in France. It sounds
well, but from the point of view of real im-
mediate progress towards actual fighting I fear
it is not much better than a facade of words
and visions.

Our First Division had in it twelve infantry
units, of whom nine were rifle units and three
machine-gun units. It also had a complement
of cavalry and artillery, and in personnel, so
far as I know, was complete. That division
went over with rifles, with machine guns, with
artillery equipment. But when one has said
that one has not told the whole truth. The
rifles, I am ready to agree—I am no expert—
are such that they can be used in the field. I
hope that concession is not too great. The
machine-guns could not be used. The artillery
weapons were not modern, and only under
bitter necessity could they be taken to the field
at all, and they are used to-day only under
the stern necessity of scarcity.

But had those rifles, those machine-guns,
those artillery weapons been modern in every

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN.

way, that division as it went over would have
been very far from being equipped. We have
to keep in mind that to-day, relatively speak-
ing, rifles have not great importance. They
still are important. Besides, every unit of the
whole nine—I take the rifle units first—must
have 22 anti-tank guns, 14 infantry mortars
and 24 signal pistols, a total of 60, or 540 in
all; and of these they had none at all. The
rifles presumably they still have. The machine-
guns and the artillery weapons are being
replaced on the other side by Great Britain.
Whether they are all replaced I cannot say;
I do hope they are.

In addition to all these regiments, wheeled
vehicles are vital. Every infantry division has
to have 66 wheeled vehicles—lorries, trucks,
Bren gun carriers—or a total of 594; and they
had none at all. To go further, the artillery
and cavalry and three machine-gun units,
called infantry, must as well have those vital
accessories and in large numbers. These thous-
ands of vehicles apparently have to be sup-
plied by the over-strained factories of Britain.
These things we should have had done in
Canada.

We have learned of late—I do not know
how soon others learned—that in addition to
all this mechanized infantry and cavalry there
must be the fighting vehicles for the whole
division, consisting of 86 anti-tank guns, 49
scout carrier cars and 38 other armoured cars.
Those are big fighting vehicles the division
had to have, and they had none of them.

I wonder now whether someone would
undertake to question those figures—someone
who listened before the election to assurances
that the division went over equipped. It is only
fair to say that in my opinion, in the state
we were in when the war broke out, no
Government could have supplied those
vehicles at once, or all of them; but I do
object to the dissemination over the radio and
otherwise in this Dominion of assurances that
the division went over equipped. I object
to it with all the earnestness of which I am
capable.

Now, tthe young men of this country have
special adaptabilities. They showed it in the
last war. In the air they were very, very
distinguished and successful. They would be
the same in this war. One air squadron has
gone over, which would include, I should
think, about 40 pilots and a number of ground
men. As yet, to the fighting front in the field
we, as Canada, have contributed nothing.
We have air men there who went over and
enlisted in the British Air Force, and it is
those men we hear of in the casualty lists
to-day.

Besides, this country is specially qualified
to provide railway troops, forestry men, tun-



MAY 21, 1940 17

nellers, tank-drivers, and signallers. We have
young men in our agriculture, indeed in all
spheres of our activity, who are accustomed to
driving over territory such as in tanks they
would have to traverse. Where are we
with tanks? We have some light tanks at
Camp Borden. They are so light and so
small in number that they are not even part
of the equipment of our Second Division. They
are used for training, it is true. There is no
country in the world better equipped to make
tanks than we are. We could make them in
Hamilton alone in two factories, and one
factory there could make 250 in a month, and
do so right along. If there is a weapon that
is essential in this mechanized conflict, it is
the tank. We could provide tunnellers with
our miners and signallers. I make this state-
ment, that in signalling we have not equip-
ment to train the men. We have no modern
equipment with which to train them yet. I
mentioned railway troops. A public man in
Ontario made the statement some months ago
that the British Government had requested
railway troops, but these had never been
sent. So far as I have been able to find,
that statement has never been denied. I do
not know whether the request from Britain
took the form of an inquiry as to whether we
should like to do so. If it did, this Govern-
ment would mot consider it a request at all.
They would just say, “No, we had no request.”
It may have taken any form; I know not
what. But personally I believe the statement.
When the Prime Minister of Canada tells us
that he is in constant consultation with the
British Government, I believe him. But if
he wants us to infer that he is meeting
Britain’s urgent requests for ‘this war, then I
cannot accept his statement. I do not think
he himself has ever gone so far as to say that;
but he has a Minister who did, and news-
papers who do. One of them is in Brockville.
They have assured us we were doing all we
were asked to do. It is all right to talk about
being in consultation, but it is mot fair and
it is not right to give the people of Canada
the impression that consultation means
practical and full co-operation on our part.
I do not know what other requests have
been made; I may have no right to know; but
in the last war I had experience sufficient to
convince me that there are things Britain
would have liked us to do that we were not
always able to do. Nobody who was through
the last war could be ignorant of that fact.
Possibly we cannot do all we are asked to do,
but we can do much more than we have done.
I know that we could send railways troops
and forestry troops. They did wonderful
work in the last conflict. But, though we
may not be able to do all we are asked, surely
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it is wrong to lead the people of Canada to
think we are doing so; and this they have been
led to believe to be the fact all through these
months.

Now I make another complaint. Home
defence is part of our work, though not
the major one, for we defend ourselves
best and most effectively by strengthening
in our own appropriate way the arm of
Britain and the Allies. If they go, we go.
There are not very many in this country
trying to find other sources of comfort now;
there were months ago. To-day I cannot
find any, no matter where I go. We know
where the fortress is behind which we are
going to live—or beneath which we are
going to perish if it falls, There are some,
even across the line, who are not of the
view to-day which they held months
ago. To-day they are not so confident
that they could win after the great democ-
racies of Europe have failed, and win after
the might of those totalitarian powers is
multiplied and they have come closer to our
continent. There are, I know, some who so
believe, but they are mostly confined over
there to fifth columnists or to petted children
of fortune. The United States people are
coming to the view of their President,
the mightiest and brainiest of their sons,
who from the altitude of his high position
and in the light of his luminous mind, un-
surpassed in our day, sees the situation as
it is. Over there is our defence. Over there
is their defence. Let us act on that knowl-
edge. Let us not live in a paradise that we
know is false. Let us not invite the
day when we shall have to stand beside our
neighbours and fight the totalitarian world in
possession of our home islands. Home
defence, none the less, is still part of our
duty.

According to a Government spokesman, we
need for our home defence—I take no ex-
ception to his statement—six divisions. Have
we them? We know we have not. What
have we? I referred to the condition of
those of our men who went overseas. I
hope they are equipped with modern
weapons of warfare now. I do not know.
But I do know this, that, in order to get them
over, our non-permanent units were largely
stripped of their military clothing and train-
ing equipment. In that plight they are
left.

Further, among the nine infantry battalions
that went over, there were our only three
permanent-force infantry battalions, the Royal
Twenty-second of Quebec, the R.C.R. and the
Princess Patricias. What was the purpose of
maintaining our permanent force? The true
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purpose was always stated to be that they
should be an administration and instructional
force in Canada for the training of our non-
permanent militia when the day of trouble
should come or be approaching. What
has happened since those three have gone,
the only three we had? The Second
Division is without training personnel;
not only the Second Division, but also
the members of the non-permanent militia.
Perhaps they are not wholly without it,
for there was a percentage of those
units left; but that percentage has been
mostly absorbed in administration duties,
and there is a complete dearth of instruc-
tional personnel in this Dominion. I sup-
pose the reason those units were sent over-
seas was that they were the best trained.
I presume they were sent in the belief that
everything would be over soon; I do not
know; but I cannot see any justification for
stripping the Dominion of a force so vital,
so essential to the prosecution of this conflict.

Such is the condition of our non-perma-
nent units. They were stripped of clothing.
Part of this deficiency, not all, has now been
supplied. I have to-day a letter from a
prominent Montrealer, a supporter of this
Government, who tells me there was a
parade the day before yesterday of all the non-
permanent militia units in his city, and not
one of them was completely equipped, the
Webb equipment particularly being missing
with many.

Even our oldest units, the Queen’s Own
Rifles and the Irish Regiment, are still with-
out even clothing equipment. They have
some of it, but important parts are still miss-
ing. This may not be of tremendous import-
ance, but surely after nine and a half months
there is no excuse in this Dominion, with its
factories, for compelling men to train and
march without appropriate dress.

Second Division men are going mainly to
Camp Borden, but not all; they are spread
all over the place. I should think they would
have to train in one area. Otherwise how
are the higher officers to gain experience of
and train men in large formations and in the
co-ordination of one branch of the service
with another? It cannot be done unless they
are together.

The Second Division cannot commence
open-air training for a while yet, even though
it is now past the middle of May. Why?
Last September the Government started
building huts for their accommodation, but
they stopped. They commenced again lately,
but it will be the end of this month before
open-air training, which should have com-
menced on the first of April, can begin. After
open-air exercising commences and after the

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN:

men have equipment which they have not
now, they cannot possibly be trained in less
time than six months. That is the minimum.
Two years is usually considered necessary,
but under war conditions the aim is to have
it done in six months. This means it will be
near the end of the year, anyway, before the
Second Division is trained. And we are asked to
breathe happily because a Third Division is
promised! What is going to happen them?
Outside of the training at Aldershot, we have
wasted about nine months in preparing our
men for the front. This is the condition of
affairs, and the people of Canada feel it.
They did not feel it nearly as soon as they
should have felt it, but they do now under
the strain and the crash of the mightiest
events this world has ever known.

What is to be done? I have read the
programme which is now foreshadowed. Pro-
grammes we have had in plenty; it is in
realization that we have failed—and we have
failed tragically. Our effort is to-day the
scorn of many in Canada, and I must say
I am afraid it is the scorn of many outside
our country. We have been no example to
our friends to the south. Read their press.
They are wanting to know why they should
come in when we are simply going through
the forms. We are no example, and yet there
is no country which by example, rather than
by precept or by teaching, can do more
than we can to bring our great neighbours
to the south into line and into step with us
to save democracy on earth. For this purpose
a greater effort was vital, but that effort has
not been in evidence.

We are told an air training scheme is under
way and is going to do great things. I hope
this is so, but I know of nothing on which
I feel more keenly than on the history of
this air training scheme. I know of nothing
that better reflects the principles of the men at
the head of the Government than does the
record of this affair. T was told in the session of
1938—not by anyone from the Department of
External Affairs, not by any civil servant
anywhere—that not once, but twice, approaches
of the British Government, with the request
to be permitted to train their airmen for a
conflict which they feared, were repulsed by
the Government of Canada. On the 14th
of June, 1938, I rose on the Orders of the
Day and asked this question:

Honourable senators, at this point I should
like to ask a question of the honourable leader
of the Government. I have not given him
notice of the question, and while I should be
glad to have an answer to-day, I shall of
course find no fault if it does not come until
to-morrow.

I have received information to the effect that

within recent months the British Government
has made a request to the Government of
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Canada for permission to establish, wholly at
the expense of the British Government, a train-
ing school in Canada for flyers. One can
understand that on account of the large open
spaces such a location might be desirable for
the purpose of such training. The request, I
am advised, has been made on two occasions
and refused by the Government of Canada. I
would ask whether the information has any
truth in it, and, if so, why the request is
refused.

To this the honourable leader of the House
replied:

I am quite ready to confess to my right
honourable friend that for several reasons 1
cannot at this moment answer his question.
He occupied this position for a number of years
and was sometimes unable to attend Council,
so much was he engrossed with the work of
the Senate and of its committees.

Right Hon. Mr. Meighen: Yes.

Hon. Mr. Dandurand: I am in the same
position to-day. So I must ask my right hon-
ourable friend to give me twenty-four hours
in which to furnish an answer to his question.

Next day, June 15, there was this:

Hon. Raoul Dandurand: Honourable senators,
vesterday my right honourable friend opposite
(Right Hon. Mr. Meighen) asked me whether
“the British Government has made a request
to the Government of Canada for permission to
establish, wholly at the expense of the British
Government, a training school in Canada for
flyers.” And he added:

“The request, I am advised, has been made
on two occasions and refused by the Government
of Canada. I would ask whether the informa-
tion has any truth in it, and, if so, why the
request is refused.”

My answer is that no such request has been
made to the Canadian Government.

A blank negative.

I then rose, and these were my words:

Would the honourable leader of the Govern-
ment be sufficiently non-technical with the
House to follow up his answer with some state-
ment as to just what the facts are in this
connection? It may be that exactly in the terms
in which I have asked the question there has
not been a request, but has there not been
one on the same subject-matter and not very
far unrelated to the very terms which I used?
And if so, what has been the reply? And what
is the policy of the Government of the day?

To which the leader of this House (Hon.
Mr. Dandurand) replied:

I can perhaps enlarge upon the answer I
have made. There has been no request to the
Federal Government either in the terms in
which my right honourable friend’s question of
yvesterday was couched or in those he has just
used to obtain further information. In a word,
there has been no request from the British
Government to the Canadian Government in any
shape or form—

I ask the House to remember these words.

—concerning the matter mentioned in the
query of the right honourable gentleman.

I then asked:

Will the honourable leader of the Govern-
ment say there has been no inquiry—
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Honourable members will note the word I
used there, “inquiry.”

—of the Canadian Government as to what its
attitude would be with respect to the subjeci-
matter?

My honourable friend replied:
That I am unable to answer.

This was on June 15. He went on to say:

I asked the department, “Has any request
been made by the British Government to the
Canadian Government?” The answer was in
the negative.

I then added:

I have put the question in the broadest
terms I can, and for the time being I shall have
to accept the reply. I find it very difficult to
conclude in my own mind that the information
given to me is wholly unfounded.

The matter was closed on that day by these
words from the honourable leader of the
House:

I am unable to enlarge on the statement I
have made to the right honourable gentleman.

It will be noted that I asked whether there
had been an inquiry as to what our attitude
would be. I was told there had been no
request, and on the matter of the inquiry no
answer was then or even later vouchsafed.

Six days after, on June 21, I again rose on
the Orders of the Day, and asked this ques-
tion:

Honourable members, last Tuesday, on infor-
mation I then had, I addressed a question to
the Government as to its attitude towards
giving permission to the British Government
to establish flying school facilities in Canada.
On Wednesday 1 received an answer to the
effect that no request had been made by the
British Government for such permission. 1 then
took the liberty of following up the question,
my only purpose being to have it in such a
general form as would enable the Administra-
tion to enlighten this House as to what, if
any, conversations there had been on the sub-
ject. When I put my question in that general
form the leader of the Government (Hon. Mr.
Dandurand) answered as follows, as reported
at page 503 of the Debates of the Senate:

“That I am unable to answer. I asked the
department, ‘Has any request been made by
the British Government to the Canadian Gov-
ernment?’ The answer was in the negative.”

Then I went on:

I wish to-day to renew the question, em-
phasizing particularly the generality of its form.
I earnestly hope the Government will see its
way to take the House into its confidence in
respect to a matter of such vital and perhaps
permanent consequence, not only to the Empire,
but to this country.

Then there was the following interchange:

Hon. Mr. Dandurand: Of course, I could at
the time only give the right honourable gentle-
man the answer that I had received. Now he
is asking whether there have been conversations.
Is that the meat of the question?

Right Hon. Mr. Meighen: Yes.

Hon. Mr. Dandurand: I will get an answer
for my right honourable friend.
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The following day, June 22, the subject
was discussed for the fourth time in this
House, as follows:

Hon. Raoul Dandurand: My right honourable
friend yesterday asked me whether I was in a
position to answer a certain question. Last
week he asked me whether the British Govern-
ment had made a request to the Government of
Canada to establish a training school for flyers
here. I answered him that no such request had
been made. Yesterday my right honourable
friend asked whether any conversations on the
subject had taken place.

Requests have been received from the British
Government during the past year regarding
short-service commissions for Canadians in the
United Kingdom Air Force, and the Canadian
Government has co-operated in making the
arrangements proposed.

That, I suppose, was a kind of red herring.
It had nothing to do with the question. My
honourable friend went on:

No requests have been received from the
British Government for the establishment in
Canada of an air school or other agency of the
United Kingdom Air Force. Some informal
conversations have taken place with persons
who did not indicate they had been authorized
or instructed by the British Government to
make any proposals.

I direct special attention to this statement
he then made:

It is not customary or desirable to refer to

inquiries of this description.
It was not “customary or desirable” that they
should even be mentioned! In other words,
it was none of our business! My honourable
friend added:

Should any such proposals be made by the
Government of the United Kingdom, the Cana-
dian Government would of course be prepared
to discuss them with that Government, and at
the proper time to make its position known to
the Canadian people.

I then asked:

Would the honourable leader of the Govern-
ment state whether the persons with whom the
Government had conversations were Canadians
or citizens of the British Isles?

To this my honourable friend replied:

It seems to me that informal conversations
can hardly form the basis of an inquiry in this
Chamber or the other when they are not
followed by some official action.

If the British Government’s suggestion is de-
clined, that is no business of the Canadian
Parliament! My honourable friend added
these words to his statement:

I simply submit that as my own answer to

my right honourable friend; not as an answer
from the Government.

The matter was pursued that day in the
following manner:

Right Hon. Mr. Meighen: What I am getting
at is this. Informal conversations may be just
as important as if all the formalities in the
world were attached. It depends on whom they

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN:

were with. Will the honourable leader of the
Government say whether the informal conver-
sations were not with a person who might
reasonably have been expected to be feeling out
the position of this Government on behalf of
the Government of Britain?

Hon. Mr. Dandurand: I cannot answer the
query of my right honourable friend as to whom
they were with. It would strike me as extra-
ordinary that informal conversations should
produce rumours which would reach this Cham-
ber or the other and form the basis for a query
as to the action of the Government on such
conversations.

Right Hon. Mr. Meighen: I do not see any-
thing extraordinary about that.

O_n July 1, 1938, the last day of that year’s
session, this subject came up again in a debate
in the other Chamber, and with the permission
of the House I should like to read briefly—
but as much as anyone wants—from a state-
ment of the Prime Minister. The subject
having come up at the instance of the then
Leader of the Opposition, the Prime Minister
was, as will be seen from the report,
incensed that any news of these conversa-
tions should have got out. Whether for
the purpose of wreaking vengeance on an
informant, I know not, but he did his utmost
to find out where the news came from, and
sought to pour abuse on anyone who would
not disclose the source of his information—
as if the source were important, and not the
information itself. He said this:

Confidential and informal exploratory con-

versations with respect to training of British
air pilots have taken place, but nothing has
developed which it was felt warranted a state-
ment of policy.
I will inquire in a moment whether policy
had not already been determined and con-
cealed from the people of Canada and their
representatives.

Now I will quote something more. A radio
speech was made by the Prime Minister on
the eighth day of March this year. I have
here the Globe and Mail’s report of the next
day, which says it was a fifteen-minute speech.
The heading is, “King denies he delayed air
scheme,” and the report in part reads:

In May of 1938, the Prime Minister said,

Sir Francis Floud, then British High Commis-
sioner in Canada, told him the British Govern-
ment “wished to explore the possibility of send-
ing to Canada, for further training in Canada,
some British air pilots who had already
received training in the United Kingdom.”
I hope honourable members have noted the
language. The British Government “wished
to explore the possibility” of getting done that
which they desired done. Then the report
goes on:

The British Government had wished to ascer-
tain if there would be any objection to such
training in Canada in establishments to be

owned, maintained and controlled by Britain.
“I did not gather from him”—
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Oh, this is characteristic:

—*“that there was so much as a suggestion of
any plan for the general training of British
pilots in Canada.”

What kind of training was it to be? But
listen to this sentence:

“ Partnership in the Empire was never men-

tioned,” said Mr. King.
How amazing! Before he would know, I
suppose, that we were partners in the Empire,
it would have to be mentioned! Why that is
inserted passes my comprehension. But listen
further:

“TI pointed out to the British High Commis-
sioner that, apart from any possible controv-
ersy which might arise, for the Government of
the United Kingdom to own, maintain, control
and direct any air training establishment in
Canada would involve certain questions of
jurisdiction and administration. =

“T explained that our position in the British
Commonwealth demanded that all military
establishments in Canada should be under con-
trol of the Canadian Government. With that
stand I believe all true Canadians will agree.”

Now I proceed to discuss the effect of all
that I have quoted. The replies given to me
in this Chamber are, I believe, not ultimately
attributable to the leader of the Senate
(Hon. Mr. Dandurand). They were giver}, I
doubt not, at the direction of the Prime
Minister of Canada. Obviously they should
have been so given, because he is head of the
department that has to do with this subject.
Furthermore, on July 1, 1938, referring to the
questions which had been asked here and the
replies given, he confirmed the accuracy of
those replies by saying he did not want to
add anything at all to them. Therefore he is
responsible.

Now, where does this place him? In May
he was approached by the British Minister in
Canada and asked what would be our attitude
towards a wish of the British Government to
establish air training facilities in this Do-
minion. I ask the honourable leader of the
Government who sits in front of me: Does he
think the Prime Minister of Canada gave us
an honest answer when he told us no request
had been made? Does he?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: It was not in
the form of a request.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: What is the
distinction between a request and what the
British Government did? I will tell you the
distinetion. In what they did they took care
that no difference should arise between them
and this country. That care they always
take. Even at the price of flattery and
extreme courtesy they will always take care to
have no difference with Canada. If they had
made a formal request and received a negative
answer, there would have arisen a difference

between them and this country, which might
have been harmful to the Empire. No; their
request takes another form. They inquire
what our attitude would be, and say they
would like to do certain things. We say, “ No,
you cannot.” And the Government of Canada
tells Parliament that no request at all was
made. I ask, can we trust the Government of
Canada again?

Never was there a more direct request.
Yet, not only was Parliament informed that
no request at all had been made, but when
I followed the matter up I was told by the
Prime Minister of Canada, through the hon-
ourable leader of this House, that it was none
of the business of the Senate or Parliament
what the Government's attitude was toward
the British inquiry. We were told that
policies going to the very root of our right
to live can be determined by the Govern-
ment and concealed from Parliament, and
that conversations entered into for the pur-
pose of finding out what we are ready to do
are none of our business. We were told
that by the Government which is in office
to-day, the Government which is conducting
this war. This is the Government which tells
us it is in consultation with the British
Government, and wants us to infer that it
is doing what the British Government wants.
This is the Government upon which, in the
blackest hour we have ever faced, we are
asked to depend. When I asked whom those
conversations were with, I was told that the
information could not be given. In Germany
it is the custom to decide upon policies, no
matter how vital they may be, without the
knowledge of parliament and behind its
back. Is that to be the case in Canada?

Now, what are the consequences of the
refusal to give this information? The first
consequence is to destroy trust in the Gov-
ernment of this country. No longer can we
rely on its answers with respect to subjects
the most vital to Parliament.

The next consequence is this: two years’
delay in the provision of the most vital arm
that is going to save the Allies and ourselves.
In the name of the sovereignty of Canadal
‘_‘Ah,” we are told, “all they wanted were
just a few men.” I do not know how many
they: wanted, nor on how large a scale they
desired to train, but I know the nature and
the reasonableness of the request, and I know
that the living up to the opportunity, if it
had been given, would have been, or would
have become, commensurate with the peril.
But the gates of Canada were locked to our
partner who desired to help in the defence
of this country, as of their own, in the air.
What a record! Who in this Dominion cares
whether British officials or our own train our
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men if they are properly trained and if our
nationhood is saved? There is not a soul in
Canada who does not know that we had not
the facilities for training, and that it would
take months, if not years, to get us the facili-
ties. ‘But peril meant nothing; national
sovereignty meant all. There sits the Govern-
ment of this Dominion. Ah, when the Allied
effort failed in Norway because of the defi-
ciency in planes, the man who should have
resigned was not in Great Britain, he was
right here in Canada.

An Hon. SENATOR: Shame.
Hon, Mr. HUGESSEN: Rubbish.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Oh, I thought
something like that would come from the hon-
ourable member. I have watched him. There
never was such a sin committed against our
security as the sin committed there. No one
knows the air strength we might have achieved
had we met our partner in the spirit of part-
nership, and not in the spirit of a contention
that it would oust the sovereignty of Canada.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: My right hon-
ourable friend is totally unfair in his con-
clusions, as I shall prove to him when I
speak.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: I hope you
can, but I know you cannot.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: We shall see.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: We are part-
ners, or we are not. If we cannot trust Britain
in matters of our common defence we might
as well dissolve this Empire.

Hon, Mr. DANDURAND: My right hon-
ourable friend speaks of 1938?

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Yes. I know
I am mentioning only two years yet. I am
by no means certain it is only two years we
have lost.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND:
lost three months.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: We are told
now we are going to have 169 pilots by
November, and we have not lost three months.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: No.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Well, if that
is the best we can do, it is better to depend
on others.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: We shall dis-
cuss the negotiations of 1938.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: I know what
they have done over there in Britain. I know
our limitations and I am very doubtful that
we are going to get even what is foreshadowed
by the Government to-day. Britain knew she

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN.

We have not

had to get an organization in Canada to pre-
pare for our common defence. If we cannot
trust her, then the Empire had better be
dissolved; and I would rather see it dissolved
by ourselves than by somebody else. I feel
strongly on this subject. There is not a
doubt in my own mind that that was not the
first approach, though perhaps it was the first
official approach. How do #e explain that the
Vancouver Sun, a leading Liberal paper on
the coast, announced in July, 1937, that there
had already been a refusal to a request by
the British Government to establish air train-
ing facilities here? I never read the announce-
ment until a year after. Are we to be
asked to believe that that was just based on
a myth? Statements of that kind are not
based on myths. What ground there was for
the pronouncement I do not know, but I
have every reason to feel that the approach,
in whatever form it was made, was made a
year before 1938.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: All we have here
is the High Commissioner.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: I do not
know; there are other ways.
Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: That ‘“is

hypothesis.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: I know we
have a Government who deny having a re-
quest unless it is put in writing—maybe under
seal—and who say that an inquiry, whether
printed or mnot, is not a request; and when we
ask if there was anything more they,tell us
it is none of our business. I know that, and
I should like my honourable friend to take
that sentence and dispute it. Again I ask,
is this to be the Government upon which this
country is to rely for conduct of this crisis?

Now, I say this. Until this Government is
reorganized—

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Until?

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Until it is
reorganized or changed, until it is placed on
a basis best adapted to gain the following of
every war element in this country, it cannot
have the confidence of Canada. Until it is
reorganized or changed—and I do not want
it changed on a party basis, no matter what
the party—it is not going to command that
confidence. I ask the Government to move to
bring about unity in Canada. You do not
bring it about by trying to destroy your
political foes while the nation’s foes flourish.
This Government can do something to bring it
about. There is nobody in the Dominion
more averse to office than I am; everyone
knows that; but there is nothing, however sub-
ordinate, I would not do under any Govern-
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ment in Canada to unite and help our nation—
nothing; and there is nothing any Canadian
who is properly built could refuse to do.

Some Hon. SENATORS: Hear, hear.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: But do not
conduct things the way you have conducted
them up to now. It will take a long time to
bring us to real participation. How long a
time we have, the leader of the Government
does not know, and I do not know, but I ask
him to move on the assumption that the time
is brief. Do not be looking ahead for years.
Try to get the utmost done in the next
month, still more in two months, still more
in three. Only in that way can any Govern-
ment do its duty under present conditions for
the people of our country.

Hon. RAOUL DANDURAND: Honourable
senators, I must try to calm the storm raised
by my right honourable friend (Right Hon.
Mr. Meighen) by turning to the mover (Hon.
Mr. Paterson) and the seconder (Hon. Mr.
Blais) of the motion and congratulating them
upon their addresses. I wish to say to the
mover, who comes from the Upper Lakes,
that this Chamber claims to be fairly repre-
sentative of all elements that go to make
up the nation, and I am sure that the con-
tribution which my honourable friend will
make to our deliberations will prove that the
‘Government was right in calling him to our
ranks.

The honourable senator who seconded this
motion comes from Edmonton. I listened to
him closely. I feel he was too kind in his
references to the leader.of the Senate, but
apart from that I may say his address was
very well prepared. We know that in his
province he stands high in the medical fra-
ternity and is looked up to by all the members
of his profession. His reputation goes beyond
the borders of Alberta, and I am sure that
the Senate will be the better for his presence.

My right honourable friend (Right Hon.
Mr. Meighen) has alluded to the demise of
Lord Tweedsmuir and to the coming of the
Earl of Athlone and Her Royal Highness the
Princess Alice. I join with him in the en-
comiums that have fallen from his lips, and
with the Government in the statement con-
tained in the Speech from the Throne. I
remember the day when my right honourable
friend rose and stated that a commoner, John
Buchan, had been appointed Governor General.
I should have much preferred the Governor
General’s retention of that name, which he
had made so illustrious. We found in him
a wise statesman with the poise of a cultured
gentleman, and with a clear understanding of
the needs of Canada, and he soon endeared
himself to the hearts of all Canadians.

I feel that we are honoured by the appoint-
ment of the Earl of Athlone, who will be
accompanied here by his brilliant consort, the
Princess Alice. We await their arrival, and
we shall try to make them as happy among
us as were Lord Tweedsmuir and his family.

Now, I confess that I was not much
surprised at my right honourable friend’s
oration. He has shown in days past his
strong dissatisfaction with the Administration,
and I think his state of mind has become more
and more pessimistic since grave news has
been coming daily from Europe. I cannot
for a moment believe that my right honour-
able friend represents any widespread senti-
ment in Canada when he utters the strictures
that we have heard from him. A “ National”
Government was offered the people of this
country on the 26th of March, and was
rejected almost unanimously. The Conserva-
tive party disappeared even before the
electors reached the polls. I do not know
that half a dozen candidates presented them-
selves as Conservatives. Dr. Manion made
a special effort to carry a majority of the
electorate with him on his proposal to form
a National Government such as my right
honourable friend suggests to-day. The
electors have been heard from, and they have
rejected the proposal. They have decided that
in comparison with that unknown National
Government which was to contain the “best
brains of the country,” the men at the helm
were the best men to continue in the conduct
of affairs during the war, surrounded as they
were by the best brains of the country, to be
called into their councils. My right honour-
able friend will not deny that the present
Government, in the formation of boards for
the carrying on of war work from A to Z,
has the support of the best men who could
be selected. I could name such men, on
various boards, and individually they would
receive the commendation of my right honour-
able friend.

An Hon. SENATOR: Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: This is the
Government that has been carrying on during
the last six months.

My right honourable friend spent half an
hour in trying to establish that the Govern-
ment was false to the Parliament of Canada
when it refused to state that conversations
were going on, which did not ripen into
decision, and in maintaining that these should
now be rehearsed before this Chamber, in
order to show that the Government is
unworthy-

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: The Prime
Minister said a refusal was given.
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Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: The whole ques-
tion discussed by my right honourable friend
was put before the people of Canada in one
or two broadcasts by the Prime Minister,
and the people stood by the decision of the
Government not to allow even the British
Government to take possession of forty or
fifty aerodromes for the purpose of establish-
ing a system under its own laws while we
had our own men, our own administration and
our own system which could give it what it
wanted. The Prime Minister, in the con-
versation he had with the High Commissioner,
said it was preposterous that there should be
two powers in Canada deciding on matters of
importance such as that. He said what the
people of Canada believe. 1 know that
Imperialists like my right honourable friend—
and Imperialist he is to the core—do not
accept the idea that we should say this is an
autonomous Canada with her own laws, and
she is mistress in her own household. I know
my right honourable friend’s sentiment, but
I tell him it is shared by but few. The people
at large supported the Government, which
said that Canada would furnish all the facilities
required, but would furnish them under its
own laws; that there could not be two Govern-
ments in this country at the same time. This
was submitted to the people of Canada on
the 26th of March last, and we know the
result. I will refer to it again in a moment.

It would seem that my right honourable
friend had fallen from Mars, and had come
to this Chamber without any past, without
any record, to tell us what should be done
in this country. But he was in power from
1930 to 1935, and I would ask how the Federal
Government—the Bennett-Meighen Govern-
ment—administered the affairs of the country
and provided for the defence of Canada and
the British Empire. The answer is very
simple. Nothing was done except to starve
all the services and reduce our air force almost
to the vanishing point.

When we came into power in October,
1935, what did we do? We hastened to
attend to Canadian matters. Within three
weeks the Prime Minister had obtained
reciprocity with the United States, and a
treaty was signed on the 11th of November,
1935. We then proceeded to prepare for
the session of 1936; and in 1937, after look-
ing around at the situation and making a
survey of our various departments and finding
that for five years our army, our militia, our
air force and our navy had been practically
starved by my right honourable friend’s Gov-
ernment, we decided that something should
be done. Throughout 1937, 1938 and 1939
the present Government felt the necessity of
preparing, first, for the defence of Canada,

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN.

and it appealed to Parliament to vote money
for that purpose. That was a sentiment to
bring together all Canadians. As my right
honourable friend knows, there is such a thing
as preparing public opinion, and matters
like the equipping and outfitting of soldiers
attract the masses only when they see men
marching in the streets with bands in the
lead.

There was such a thing as preparing the
country for the defence of Canada and induc-
ing the people to think nationally. All the
provinces did not feel alike on this matter,
but the Government succeeded in securing
increasingly large votes of money from year
to year for the defence of Canada.

This showed courage. I am not sure that in
this respect my right honourable friend (Right
Hon. Mr. Meighen), who has crossed swords
with the Prime Minister both in the Com-
mons and before the people, would not think
that at times he was weak and indecisive. Yet it
required courage to vote millions for the
defence of Canada. We had to educate the
people to the needs of the day, so that
public opinion would support the action of
the Government. This is what has been done
and is being done in every other country.
We may ask why President Roosevelt, strong
as he is, does not do certain things. The
answer is that public opinion must be formed;
the people must be educated. In order to
get the people of Canada to work together in
unity, the Government had to bring them to
a realization of the necessity of doing some-
thing for this country first. But my right
honourable friend says, “No, the Empire is
first.”

Well, the war came and we had to prepare
the defence of our coasts. We spent large
sums of money in trying to revivify our
militia and our air force, and to enlarge our
navy, to enable us to take our position by
the side of Great Britain. Of course it is
easy for critics—I am not speaking of hon-
ourable members of this Chamber—to say
we should have done more, and that in 1938
we should have foreseen the threat to Great
Britain and to France and what was com-
ing in Europe. My answer to that is that
Canada was not at the controls. London had
its diplomatic service, which was covering
the whole of Europe, and yet the day after
Munich it was admitted that Great Britain
was unprepared.

I will cite the speech delivered by the Right
Hon. Winston Churchill, present Prime
Minister of England, on the 8th of May. He
said:

In this war we are frequently asked why
we do not take the initiative. The reason for

this serious disadvantage of our not having
the initiative is one which cannot be speedily
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removed. It was our failure in the last five
yvears to maintain or regain air parity with
Germany. That is an old story, and it is a
long story.

That statement carries with it Winston
Churchill’s criticism of the inaction of the
British Government in preparing its defence.

The Opposition, and my right honourable
friend, whom I call the leader of the Con-
servative party in this House despite the
fact that that party ceased to appear before
the people—for I still believe the old guard
surrounding him can claim to form part of
the Conservative party—have alleged that the
Government lost two years in launching the
British Commonwealth Air Training Plan.
This, I think, can be disproved, and I intend
to try to disprove it. Great Britain’s offer
of May, 1938, made through its High Com-
missioner, Sir Francis Floud, was to train
British air pilots in Canada. The Canadian
Government said: “ We do not like the form
in which you present this proposal, because
you seem to desire to come into the country
and to organize a whole department of British
Government on Canadian soil and under your
own laws. But there is one thing which is
quite satisfactory to us. We will give you
all the facilities available and will work with

Right Hon. Mr.
that answer given?
gentleman tell us?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Yes. My right
honourable friend cited from a newspaper.
I will cite from the British Commonwealth Air
Training Plan broadecast by the Right Hon.
W. L. Mackenzie King on Sunday, December
17, 1939. We have the whole story there.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: It does not
say when the answer was given.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I will see.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: I have some
proof, though, as to when it was given.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: For the satisfac-
tion of my right honourable friend I will
read from page 10 of the Prime Minister’s
address, one page ahead of where I had
intended to read. He said:

It has been asserted that the air training
plan would have been in existence before this
had the present Government not declined to
meet an earlier request of the United Kingdom
Government for the training of British pilots
in Canada. Within the past week or two, it
has, for example, been said: “ Had we agreed
to the British proposal of two years ago for
the establishment of air training facilities in
Canada, to-day, Canada would be, m reality,
the algrs'sgrammg centre of the Empire.”

MEIGHEN: When was
Will the honourable

Hon. Mr. GRIESBACH: Will the honour-
able gentleman allow me? He says the reply
given to the British Government was that our
facilities would be placed at their disposal,
but I would draw his attention to the fact
that we had no facilities to place at their
disposal. That is proved by the delays that
have taken place up to the present time.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: But we had as
many facilities as Great Britain had, in
Canada.

Hon. Mr.
here.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: And we were
talking about Canada.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN :

personnel.

Hon. Mr. GRIESBACH: My honourable
friend says the answer given them was that
we would not permit them to make any
establishment in Canada unless it was under
the control of the Canadian Government, but
our facilities would be placed at their disposal.
The fact is, though, that we had no facilities.

Hon. Mr. KING: Oh, yes. What about
Trenton?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: My honourable
friend will find that we had a whole staff.

Hon. Mr. GRIESBACH: No. That is
absolute nonsense.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Will my honour-
able friend permit me to proceed? He can
follow me.

The Prime Minister continued:

More_recently it has been said that “so far
as the Empire air training scheme is concerned
this was proposed by the British nearly two
years ago, but apparently discouraged by the
Kinv’ Government until after the outbreak of
war.

1 assume that what is referred to are certain
informal, exploratory conversations concerning
facilities for the training of British pilots in
Canada which took place, not two years ago.
but in May and June of last year.

It was in December, 1939, that the Prime
Minister was speaking. He went on:

The facts were clearly set forth in a state-
ment I subsequently made to Parliament.

The conversations did not relate to a joint
air training plan.

That is what the Right Honourable the Prime
Minister had alluded to earlier. He went on:

Their purpose was to ascertain whether it
would be agreeable to the Canadian Govern-
ment to have United Kingdom schools for the
advanced training of pilots of the Royal Air
Force established in Canada, under the author-
ity and direction of the Air Ministry of the
United Kingdom. It was represented that it
was becoming increasingly difficult to secure in

GRIESBACH: They had none

They had the

REVISED EBITION
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the British Isles the open spaces needed for
long distance flying and gunnery practice. What
was contemplated was a British air training
‘establishment in Canada, organized and con-
trolled by the Air Ministry of the United
Kingdom, in no way responsible to the Canadian
Government, but responsible solely to the Gov-
ernment of the United Kingdom.

When the matter was broached, speaking on
behalf of the Government, I immediately said
I was sure the Canadian people would gladly
have pilots of the Royal Air Force come to
Canada for advanced training and would be
prepared to provide the necessary facilities,
but that I believed they would feel that the
necessary establishments should, under terms
to be agreed upon, be organized and controlled
by the Royal Canadian Air Force, and that the
responsibility for their administration should
be that of the Government of Canada, rather
than that of the Government of the United
Kingdom. I added that I felt such a basis
was indispensable to friendly and effective co-
operation between the two Air Forces as well as
between the two Governments.

Long ago the constitutional principle was
accepted that military establishments in Cana-
dian territory should be owned, maintained
and controlled by the Government of Canada,
responsible to the Canadian people. That
principle has been acted upon ever since. British
naval stations and British army garrisons have
been withdrawn. Canada, herself, has assumed
responsibility for all defence establishments in
Canadian territory. It was felt by our Gov-
ernment that a reversal of the principle under-
lying this historical process was something
which the Canadian people would not wish to
entertain.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Would the
honourable gentleman permit a question?
If, as that statement sought to imply, the
Canadian proposal was made immediately
the British proposal was advanced, what is
the explanation for the statement made in
the British House on July 5?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND:
that.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: The British
Minister said that owing to the reception the
proposal had received, the whole thing was
dropped.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: We shall see
about that. But first I will continue to
read from the Prime Minister’s speech:

I will go into

The attitude of the Canadian Government, in
this matter, was, however, far from being a
negative one. Our desire to co-operate in the
most effective manner was made abundantly
clear in the following statement which I made
in Parliament with respect to Canada’s position.
“We ourselves,” 1 said, “are prepared to have
our own establishments here and to give in
those establishments facilities to British pilots
to come and train here, but they must come
and train in establishments which are under the
control of the Government of Canada and for
which the Minister of National Defence will be
able to answer in this Parliament, with respect
to everything concerning them.”

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND.

This declaration of Canadian policy was
cordially welcomed by the Government of the

‘United Kingdom. On July 7, 1938, in answer

to a question in the British House of Commons
as to whether his attention had been drawn
to this statement by the Prime Minister of
(Canada, Sir Kingsley Wood, the Secretary of
State for Air, replied: “Yes, sir. An offer in
this sense has been communicated to His
Majesty’s Government in the United Kingdom,
by the Canadian Prime Minister, through the
Canadian High Commissioner. A reply has been
sent expressing warm appreciation of the offer,
and arrangements are being made in accordance
with the suggestion of the Canadian Prime
Minister for an officer to be sent immediately
to Canada to explore, in co-operation with the
(Canadian Government, the possibility of work-
ing out a scheme for training facilities in
(‘fanada.”

A few weeks later, an officer of the Royal
Air Force was sent by the British Government
to conduct the exploratory investigations re-
ferred to. During the stay in Canada of this
expert from the Air Ministry, a careful survey
was made of requirements and facilities avail-
able for joint advanced training of pilots for
the Air Forces of the United Kingdom and of
(Canada. The survey was made in collaboration
with officials of the Department of National
Defence and senior officers of the Royal Cana-
dian Air Force.

So we had senior officers in the Royal Cana-
dian Air Force.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: If the hon-
ourable gentleman would rather that I did
not rise, I will not.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: It is all right.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: He refers to
a statement made in the British House of
Commons on July 7, 1938. Two days earlier
Lord Stanley, answering an inquiry by Sir
Henry Croft as to whether conversations had
taken place with the Canadian Government
with regard to the possibility of establishing
a British Government training school for air
pilots in Canada, made this statement:

Some informal exploratory discussions on the

subject took place, in the light of which it was
decided not to pursue the matter.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: But between the
5th and the 7th the British High Commissioner
to Canada transmitted an offer to the Prime
Minister, and that offer was accepted.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: But that was
in July, not May.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: That offer was
made—

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN : That offer was
made after a row had been raised.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: There could be
no row, when the Prime Minister stood on
Canadian law, Canadian autonomy and the
Canadian Constitution. And on that the
Liberal party stood with him,
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Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: But the ap-
proach in May was met with a direct, naked
negative.

Hon. Mr. HARMER: There was no formal
approach.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: The British
Secretary of State for Air said they were
sending someone over right away to explore
the situation. And someone did come.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: That was
later on.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I would draw
the attention of this Chamber to the fact
that this was a peace-time proposal. This
was in 1938. Great Britain was not suffering
from any jitters; she was simply looking ahead
and saying that there were fine young men in
Canada who could be called to the colours
as airmen. And I quite believe that the big
scheme that is now under way will train
Canadians, and that we shall see hardly one
British air recruit coming here, because they
have their own system in England. But they
have succeeded in their suggestion for co-
operation, because in Canada we have perhaps
the greatest centre in the world for air devel-
opment and recruiting. We have now a vast
expansion of the scheme which in the spring
of 1938 was already under way as the result
of joint explorations by the Governments of
Canada and the United Kingdom. This fact
disposes of unjustifiable strictures on our sup-
posed dilatoriness prior to the declaration of
war,

I would point out to my right honourable
friend this further fact, that in the session of
1939 all that could be done in peace-time by
the two Governments, British and Canadian,
by collaborating and exploring the situation,
was done. The Canadian Government did
not lose any time in making preparations for
the smaller scheme, which has since developed
into the large undertaking of to-day. At
that session Parliament appropriated the sum
of $6,000,000 for the joint training of pilots.
As I have already pointed out, the British
Secretary of State for Air said, as early as
July 7, 1938, that his Government were
warmly appreciative of the offer made by
Canada and were sending a representative
over here to explore, in co-operation with our
Government, the possibility of working out a
scheme for training facilities in Canada. That
representative came, a scheme was agreed
upon, and at the very next session, in 1939,
the sum of $6,000,000 was voted for it.

It has been said in the press that at this
session we should render an account of our
stewardship, that we should state what we
have done so far and what our programme is

9583233

for the future. My right honourable friend
opposite (Right Hon. Mr. Meighen) has
impugned our whole organization; he thinks
we have done nothing, and is not sure that we
shall do anything. Well, I believe that if
he will bear with me I shall show him that no
group of men, even those super-brained men
who were supposed to enter the shadow gov-
ernment of Dr. Manion, could have done
better.

Before war was declared we had called out
the militia to man our coastal defences and
to protect vulnerable points. When Parlia-
ment authorized declaration of war we organ-
ized our active co-operation by the side of
Great Britain. And I draw the attention of
my right honourable friend to the fact that
if one group in Canada was responsible for
framing our policy and for drawing a united
Canada to the support of Great Britain, it was
the King-Lapointe combination.

Hon. Mr. FARRIS: Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Our under-
takings differed from those assumed in 1914,
when our efforts were primarily directed to-
wards providing man-power for our expedi-
tionary forces and producing munitions and
supplies. We then had no naval service, so to
speak, and no Canadian air force.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN:

year?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: That was in
1914. Our present commitments embrace
three distinet services and cover operations
on land, at sea and in the air. The improve-
ment in weapons in modern warfare has com-
pelled Canada to assume larger obligations
for the defence of our coasts, our ports, our
shipping, and our inland lines of communica-
tion. At the present time our coastal defences
are fully manned by more than 10,000 men.
Since the outbreak of the war more than
80,000 men have been enlisted in the Cana-
dian Active Service Force.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: How are
these 10,000 men defending our coasts now?

Hon, Mr. DANDURAND: I can tell my
right honourable friend the places where they
are located. I do not know that it would be
advisable to inform Parliament and the enemy
as to where our men are stationed.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: I do not ask
that. Will the honourable leader tell us what
they have to defend the coasts with? I do
not want him to give information that he
does not desire to give.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: My right hon-
ourable friend will be surprised to find what
was spent on armaments at Vancouver.

In what
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Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: I do not know
what was spent, but I saw what was there.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I am speaking of
expenditure on the Pacific and Atlantic coasts
for the defence of Canada, and I believe it
was money well spent. I think the people of
British Columbia would say it was money
well spent. In fact, from what I hear, they
said so at the last election.

The personnel of the Canadian Active
Service Force on May 10 was as follows.
Troops overseas:

First Division and ancillary troops.. 23,438
Canadian Military Headquarters.. .. 240
Total:: . 23,678
Troops in training for overseas service:
Second Division and ancillary troops.. 24,645
Other mobilized troops:
Depots and training centres.. .. .. .. 16,282
Coastal defence and antl-alrcraft .. 9,036
Vulnerable point guards. . S 1,655
Other troops in Canada. . 6,223
Total. . 81,519

Non- Permanent Active Mllltla
11 territorial regiments organized to provide
reinforcements for C.A.S.F. units over-

seas.

At 6 p.m. the Senate took recess.

The Senate resumed at 8 o’clock.

Hon, Mr. DANDURAND (continuing): I
believe I should fail in my duty if I did not
give this Chamber the full information I have
received from the various departments which
have had to do with the war, in order that
honourable members may know what has
been going on. I am quite sure that thous-
ands of people interested in the doings of the
Government have never seen the picture as a
whole, and I believe that if my right honour-
able friend (Right Hon. Mr. Meighen) had
perused the record I have before me he would
have been less discouraged than he seemed to
be. Honourable members may find this some-
what tedious, but we have some time at our
disposal, and I really think the Senate is
entitled to have, perhaps in even greater
detail than was given to the House of Com-
mons, information as to the activities of
important departments that have had to do
with the war.

I have read the statement made yesterday
by the Right Honourable the Prime Minister.
It was a clear, terse statement, with some
detail, but I think I have before me even
more material in which the Senate would be
interested. At all events, I shall place it
before honourable members, because I believe
it is my duty to do so, and I am convinced
that my colleagues will find that I was right

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND.

when I said to my right honourable friend that
the Government had been doing its full duty
in the best possible form since the war com-
menced in the early days of September,

Here is a statement concerning the position
and war activities of the Royal Canadian
Navy:

The outbreak of war in September at once
imposed a heavy responsibility upon the
Royal Canadian Navy. Not only had it to
assume the guardianship of our two Cana-
dian coast-lines, but, what was even more
important, it became responsible for the
control and protection of the merchant ship-
ping using our ports, the ships that carry
across the oceans of the world goods and
material so essential to the successful prose-
cution of the war.

Before the war the permanent Royal
Canadian Navy comprised 12 ships and 1,600
officers and men. To-day the numbers on
active service, including -the reserves, have
already grown to 100 ships and 6,000 officers
and men. The Royal Canadian Naval
Reserve, which is made up of men who are
seamen by profession, and who are therefore
a valuable adjunct to the permanent service,
has grown from 260 officers and men to 1,430
at the present time.

Finally, there is the Royal Canadian Naval
Volunteer Reserve, which, as its name
implies, is comprised of officers and men who
voluntarily give up a proportion of their
time in peace to training themselves in
naval work in readiness for war. The num-
bers in this reserve force have grown from
1,600 to 2,850, while 100 officers and 1,000
men are maintained at the twenty Reserve
Headquarters across the Dominion, ready to
be mobilized for active service at a moment’s
notice.

Our main force of ships consists of
destroyers—ships almost exactly similar to
those which carried out the brilliant attack
on Narvik Fjord not long ago. Our Cana-
dian destroyers have been employed mainly
in escorting convoys up to some 300 or 400
miles from our coast—a job that the North
Atlantic winter has made strenuous indeed.
But in spite of gales, fog, and extreme cold,
the crews of these ships have ecarried out
their unenviable task with cheerfulness and
efficiency.

One of the principal jobs of the auxiliary
craft is that of minesweeping. It is true
that so far no mines have been laid on our
coasts, but we know that submarines are
perfectly capable of crossing the Atlantic and
we know, too, that they can all carry mines.
So Canadian minesweepers, in all sorts of
wind and weather, steal out of our harbours
in the cold light of dawn every day of the
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year, and sweep thoroughly the channel that
is to be used by ships during the next
twenty-four hours. No more monotonous
task can be imagined, unenlightened as yet
by any sign of enemy action, but still these
officers and men in their little ships carry
on day after day, to make the approaches
to our harbours safe for the ships that carry
Empire trade across the seven seas. Other
auxiliary craft are fitted with anti-submarine
devices, and their task too is arduous and
unexciting, for they must patiently await
the possible appearance of enemy sub-
marines.

I spoke of the control of merchant shipping.
The convoy system was instituted at once
upon the outbreak of war, and one of our
eastern Canadian ports has become one of
the most important convoy assembly ports,
if not indeed the most important, in the British
Empire. In the past eight months hundreds
of ships have been assembled in this great
natural harbour, organized into convoys, and
sailed safely across the Atlantic ocean. In
point of tonnage, some of the largest convoys
ever to sail the seas, in this or any other war,
left our eastern ports during the period when
one of the enemy’s so-called pocket battle-
ships was known to be at large in the North
Atlantic. The administrative side of the
convoy system is carried out by the naval
control service, and Canadian naval control
service officers and staffs are functioning at
all important ports in the Dominion. The
unification of control of this vast, world-wide
system is maintained by the Admiralty, with
Naval Service Headquarters as its immediate
liaison on the North American -continent.
Our Canadian Navy has received the highest
commendation from the British naval auth-
orities.

Although my description of naval activities
has been so far confined to the east coast of
Canada, to a large extent the same may be
said for the Pacific coast, except that at
present the convoy system is not in operation
in the Pacific. But coast-lines must be
patrolled, channels searched for mines, and
anti-submarine patrols and all the many and
varied tasks which the term “ coast defence ”
implies must be carried out.

In order that our larger and more important
harbours may be made safe and sure refuges,
where ships and men may rest confident that
they are, for a short while at least, free from
the strain of watching and waiting for attack
by an enemy that is so often unseen, it is
necessary that such ports should be adequately
defended from every possible form of enemy
attack. This duty is carried out by means
of close co-operation among the three
services, all of whom have their part to play.

The Navy’s share includes an examination
service, by which every ship entering is care-
fully examined by officers experienced in this
type of work; a port war signal station, which
reports these ships as they arrive to the
various units of the defensive arrangements;
an anti-submarine net; sometimes anti-
torpedo nets; and certain underwater defences.
Plans for this widespread organization had
been prepared long before the war, down to
every last detail, and the whole system went
into action and was functioning efficiently
almost within the first week of war.

In telling you this story of the many and
varied activities of our Navy, I must not omit
mention of the many administrative problems
which had to be solved when the sudden and
unprecedented expansion took place in so
short a period of time. The men must be
fed and clothed; ships must be fuelled and
repaired; ammunition in greatly increased
quantities must be obtained and distributed;
training establishments, barrack accommoda-~
tion, storage facilities, office space—all these
must be thought of, arranged and organized.

I have here a detailed statement showing
the number of officers and ratings in the
Royal Canadian Navy, but I will not take
time to read it now.

Hon. Mr. DUFF: May I suggest that the
honourable gentleman place it on Hansard?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Yes, that will
go on Hansard.

Royal Canadian Navy

Personnel at May 10:
952 officers
5,662 ratings

6,614 all ranks

(Includes 125 officers and 100 ratings serving
in British Navy.)

The personnel is being increased as rapidly as
ships come into service. There is provision in
the current fiscal year for increase of personnel
%411,450 officers and 10,000 ratings by March 31,

Ships:
In commission:
7 destroyers
15 minesweepers
6 anti-submarine vessels
15 fishermen’s reserve vessels
51 auxiliary vessels
Being converted:
3 high speed merchant ships to light eruisers
(to be completed shortly).
Under construction:
90 vessels, including 54 patrol vessels and
18 minesweepers. ¥

¥
I come now to the Royal Canadian Air
Force. We have air squadrons on each coast
for patrol and reconnaissance duties. Squad-
rons from Calgary, Trenton and Ottawa were
moved to the Atlantic seaboard when war
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clouds appeared on the horizon. Since then
these squadrons have  patrolled our coastal
waters from the Gulf of St. Lawrence and
its two entrances, from the open sea to the
southern tip of Nova Scotia. Twin-engined
bombers of great flying range, fast single-
seater fighters, flying boats and pontoon
equipped machines cruise over the Atlantic
sea lanes, ready for swift action against any
enemy on surface or aloft and acting as the
eyes of our convoys and shipping off our coasts.
In the same way, on the Pacific, the Western
Air Command is engaged in the constant pro-
tection of our shores and ships at sea. At all
stations the Royal Canadian Air Force is per-
forming its duties with skill and efficiency: as
a fighting force, on the one hand, and as the
eyves of the Navy, on the other. Its present
strength, I may add, is over 12,000 officers and
men, and is growing rapidly. The Force also
protects Newfoundland and St. Pierre,
Miquelon. The total personnel at May 10
was: 1389 officers, 10,926 airmen; 12,315 all
ranks. The disposition of this personnel was:

Army Co-operation:
One squadron overseas

One ‘squudrou completing training in
~ Canada
Reinforcements trained continuously in

Army Co-operation School.

Home Defence:
Present establishment 9 squadrons
Proposed establishment 12 squadrons.

Air Training Plan:
Canadian share of instructional staff pro-
vided by R.C.A.F.

I will now refer to the Army. The first
Canadian Division, our first expeditionary
force, reached Great Britain in December last.
It had been splendidly organized, and crossed
the sea surrounded by all due protection. Its
Commanding Officer and various staffs,
brigade and regimental appointments were
selected solely by consideration of merit. It
was judged necessary to dispatch the division
at that time so that complementary training
could be received in a milder climate.

I might add that a division, as at present
organized, is not a fully self-contained and
self-supporting organization. The approximate
strength of the First Canadian Division is
16,000. In the field it will function as part
of an army corps, a formation which contains
two or more divisions and a number of sup-
porting units which serve the corps as a whole.
These extra divisional units are referred to as
corps troops.

Then there are ancillary troops. In order
that the First Canadian Division may carry
its full weight in the army corps of which it
will ultima form a part, the Canadian
Government decided, in consultation with the
British Government, to dispatch overseas a
due proportion of corps troops, in addition to

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND.

the division itself. Further, to permit the
First Canadian Division to be administered
as a Canadian entity, certain administrative
units have also been sent to Great Britain.
The total of all these extra divisional units
is between six and seven thousand men. They
include medium and field artillery and an
artillery survey unit; engineers, signal units,
army service corps, ordnance corps, certain
base details, and medical and dental units.

I should mention that in this war the
country’s existing militia formations have
been used as the basis of recruiting men for
active service. They are organized into eleven
territorial regiments. Our battle units actually
are the militia regiments, whose insignia they
wear. What is more, units have been mobilized
in such a way that representation has been
given to all provinces. Every section of the
country was given an opportunity to share
the burden, and every section made a splendid
response to the call.

Honourable members have been apprised of
the selection for dispatch overseas of the first
squadron of the Royal Canadian Air Force,
which is now abroad. It will serve in the field
with the TFirst Canadian Division, and is in
command of Squadron Leader Van Vliet, of
Winnipeg. The unit selected for this honour
is No. 110 (City of Toronto) Squadron, the
oldest of the auxiliary or non-permanent arm
of the Royal Canadian Air Force. Several
other units are associated with this army co-
operation squadron in order to give representa-
tion to both Western and Eastern Canada,
and to provide for the inclusion of personnel
from both the permanent and auxiliary
branches of our Air Force. This army co-
operation squadron of the Royal Canadian Air
Force is in addition to the special Canadian
Squadron of the Royal Air Force, which has
been formed of Canadian pilots now serving
with the Royal Air Force in England.

The Second Canadian Division has been
organized for service abroad and is at present
in training in Canada. It, too, will represent
as fairly as possible our various provinces.
There are also being recruited supporting
elements for the First Canadian Division,
which is now abroad, apart from the Second
Canadian Division, which is still in this
country.

I now come to the British Commonwealth
Air Training Plan, which will represent, per-
haps, the main effort of Canada in this war.
When announcing agreement by the several
governments interested on the principle of
the proposal, the Prime Minister stated:

The Government of the United Kingdom had
indicated its opinion that with the facilities

which Canada possesses, this co-operative effort
may prove to be of the most essential and

- decisive character.
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The Prime Minister further stated, on the
17th of December last: :

The United Kingdom Government had informed
us that, concerning present and future require-
ments, it feels that participation in an air
training scheme would provide for more effec-
tive assistance towards an_ ultimate victory
than any other form of military co-operation
which Canada could give.

The Government has been fortunate in en-
listing the services of a well-known indus-
trialist, who volunteered to serve his country
during the war as Acting Deputy Minister
of National Defence for Air Services. I refer
to Mr. James S. Duncan, who is General
Manager of the Massey-Harris Company.
With permission of the House I will quote
some statements that were recently made by
Mr. Duncan about the British Commonwealth
Air Training Plan, as it appeared to him after
a careful study. It seems to me his views
should carry all the more weight because he is
an outsider, a prominent industrial executive
who, as Acting Deputy Minister of his depart-
ment, has the. duty of examining all the
various elements under his command. My
right honourable friend and others who are
critical of the Government’s actions may feel
that statements emanating from members of
the Government are less convincing than any
made by an outsider, like Mr. Duncan. I
feel that much of my right honourable friend’s
criticism has been based upon information
that he has obtained from persons other
than those who are, as we say, working on the
job. He has apparently not seen fit to go
for his information to the source of the facts,
to question the actual officials concerned—
some of whom, perhaps, were appointed by
his Government—from whom he could get
first-hand knowledge, which would no doubt
completely satisfy him. So in the ecircum-
stances I think it would be well worth while
for me to read what was said by Mr. Duncan
after he had made a study of the British
Commonwealth Air Training Plan. Speaking
at Ottawa on May 3 to the executive of the
Canadian Weekly Newspapers’ Association,
he said:

I am here to tell you about one of the
greatest, perhaps the greatest task to which
Canada has ever set her hand . . . the British
Commonwealth Air Training Plan, with which
it is my great privilege to have become recently
associated. . It is essential that we attain
not only air equality with our enemies, but air
supremacy—supremacy in men, in aircraft, in
equipment, in training and morale.

To attain this end, it was felt that super-
imposed upon the greatly expanded training
effort of each of the countries concerned, a
joint effort should be made by Great Britain,
Australia, New Zealand and Canada to set up
in this Dominion facilities to train, in the
advanced stages, and in the most economic
and efficient manner, the personnel of their

respective air forces in order to fit them to
take up service overseas in defence of our
common heritage of freedom and democracy.
It will provide our Empire with an ever-
increasing flow of highly trained pilots, air
observers, and air gunners.

Canada would have found it difficult indeed
to set in motion a training plan of such vast
proportions had it not been for the highly
competent and experienced staff officers, mostly
all of whom have graduated from the Royal
Air Force Staff College in England and who
were serving in the Royal Canadian Air Force
at the outbreak of the war, and the quality
of the officers carefully and intensively trained
under their orders during the preceding twelve
months. The close co-operation of Great
Britain’s Air Ministry, upon whose suggestions
the Joint Air Training Plan has largely been
moulded, and the guidance and co-operation of
their officers have also proven to be of inestim-
able value. A

The British Commonwealth Air Training Plan
has been established upon a solid foundation.
Aerodromes are being surveyed, developed, or
are already in operation. Buildings of forty
or more different types and designs are either
in the process of being constructed or already
terminated. Hangars are being erected. Sites
are being selected. Public buildings or institu-
tions are being taken over. Thousands upon
thousands of men are at work. Every province
of the Dominion is playing its part or will be
called upon to do so. In a word, the greatest
single enterprise Canada has ever known is
launched and well under way.

To help you visualize the proportions of this
organization, I shall outline briefly some of the
principal units which go to make it up:

4 training commands, situated respectively
at Montreal, Toronto, Winnipeg, and ,
Regina,

2 manning depots,

20 R.C.A.F. recruiting centres,

3 initial training schools,

26 elementary flying training schools,
16 service flying training schools,

10 air observers’ schools,

10 bombing and gunnery schools,

2 air navigation schools,

4 wireless schools,

4 repair depots,

4 equipment depots,

and several other important units, such as
a technical training school and air armament
school, a central flying school, ete.

In all, provision has been made for approxi-
mately 110 formations and units which will be
established throughout the Dominion from Nova
Scotia to British Columbia, and when the
plan is in _full operation, over 40,000 officers,
airmen and civilians will be required to man
the various schools, equipment depots, repair
depots. and other units.

t is well to point out at this stage that the
word “school” is far from representing what
is generally accepted by this term in civilian
life. Like most things connected with this enter-
prise, it represents something much more vast.

A service flying training school, for instance,
comprises:

(a) 3 aerodromes, situated at a distance of
between 5 and 25 miles from one another
with landing strips 3,000 feet long and
750 feet wide.

45 acres of building area.

38 buildings, including 5 hangars.
Adpractice bombing range of a 660-yard
radius. :

~—
e T
——
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Before taking up my official duties in Ottawa,
I heard much talk concerning the fact that
the British Commonwealth Air Training Plan
was not progressing as it should. I am glad
to be able to say to you, and this most emphatic-
ally, that, quite to the contrary, great progress
has been made to date, and that the programme
is being carried out entirely in accordance with
the prescribed and pre-arranged schedule.

And I may add the pre-arranged schedule
came from Great Britain.

Since the inception of the plan, the follow-
ing units have been opened up and are in
operation:

Training ecommand headquarters, Toronto

Air armament school, Trenton

Central flying school, Trenton

Air navigation school, Trenton

Service flying training school, Camp Borden

Equipment and accounting training school,

t. Thomas

Manning depot, Toronto

Technical training school, St. Thomas

Initial training school, Toronto

Equipment depot, Ottawa (being moved to

Toronto)

Equipment depot, Winnipeg

Wi ireless school, Montreal

Training command headquarters, Montreal

School of aeronautical engineering, Montreal

Repair depot, Trenton

School of administration, Trenton

Training command headquarters, Winnipeg

Manning depot, Brandon

A.ID. inspectors’ school, Toronto.

In addition to which over 20 recruiting
depots are actually functioning throughout the
country.

The British Commonwealth Air Training Plan
provides for the training of many thousands
of pilots, air observers, and air gunners each
year. Practically all air recruits in the United
Kingdom will be trained at home.

—

I draw the attention of my right honourable
friend to that statement.

Those from New Zealand and Australia will
receive their preliminary training in their own
country and will come to Canada to complete
their courses in our service flying training
schools, air observers’ schools, bombing and gun-
nery schools, etc., in readiness to go overseas
with our own Canadian airmen to join the
Royal Air Force in Great Britain.

Estimates of the cost of this project are natur-
ally subject to wide variations, but the total
cost of the entire programme up to the expira-
tion of the agreement on March 31, 1943, is
expected to approximate $600,000,000, and
Canada’s share of the expenditure will be
around $350,000,000.

Canada will, of course, bear the whole burden
of the initial and elementary training because
these services will be exclusively devoted to
the training of her own men.

A supervisory board meets in Ottawa at fre-
quent intervals under the chairmanship of the
Minister of National Defence. The other mem-
bers of the Board are the Minister of Finance,
the Minister of Transport, the High Commis-
sioner of Great Britain, the Hi Commis-
sioner of Australia, a representative of New
Zealand, ®he Deputy Minister of National De-
fence for Air Services, the Chief of the Air
Staff, and the financial and technical advisers
of the various governments concerned.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND.

Among the many factors which have con-
tributed to the successful planning and the
remarkable progress made by the British Com-
monwealth Air Training Plan since its incep-
tion, one should especially mention the quality,
ability, and experience of the splendid staff of
officers of the Royal Canadian Air Force, of
which we are all so justly proud.

There are these further remarks by Mr.
Duncan:

We should mention the splendid co-operation
of the Department of Transport, under the
dynamic leadership of the Hon. C. D. Howe,
who not only has placed at our disposal the
facilities of the Trans-Canada Air Lines,—

I may say the Trans-Canada Air Lines are
practically the creation of Mr. Howe.

—but the highly trained executives of his
department, who have co-operated with us in
the selection, surveying, and development of
aerodrome sites throughout the Dominion.
As an outsider who has suddenly been inter-
jected into this plan, I marvel at the work
which has been accomplished, at the knowledge
and resourcefulness displayed by the vast body
of carefully selected officers, operating under
the outstanding leadership of Air Vice-Marshal
Croil, and above all, at the spirit of self-
sacrifice and devotion to duty which exists
amongst all those who are co-operating in the
development of this tremendous enterprise.

I think this commendation by Mr. James S.
Duncan is worth presenting to honourable
members.

I will add these further details of the aero-
plane work at present under way in Canada,
giving the names of the companies to which
contracts have been awarded. These contracts
may be divided into three categories: Cana-
dian Government contracts; British Govern-
ment contracts; British Commonwealth Air
Training Plan contracts.

The following tabulation shows, firm by firm,
the orders on which Canadian plants are at
present working, classified according to these
subdivisions:

1. Boeing Aircraft Company of Canada, Van-
couver, B.C
Canadian:
17 'IS‘%}ark III near completion: $1,910,000.

700 sets Anson spars, ailerons. and flaps.

2. Canadian Car and Foundry Co. Ltd.,
Montreal, P.Q.
Canadian:
The overhaul of Rolls Royce engines.
The overhaul of Hurricane aircraft.
British:
60 Hawker Hurricane fighter aircraft:
$2,400,000.
40 sets of wings for the Hampden air-
craft (C.A.A.): $1,200,000.
BCATP:
Fort William:
The assembly of approximately 352
Anson wings and aircraft.
Ambherst:
The assembly of Anson wings and air-
craft.
The overhaul of Anson aircraft.
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3. Canadian Vickers, Ltd., Montreal, P.Q.
Canadian:

18 Stranraer flying boats: $2,700,000.

9 Northrop Delta aircraft: $462,793.

The overhaul of Stranraer and Delta.
British:

40 Hampden fuselages: $1,200,000.

4. Fairchild Aireraft Limited, Longueuil, P.Q.
Canadian:
97 Bolingbroke aircraft: $7,760,000.
The overhaul of Bolingbroke aircraft,
British:
80 sets of tail units (C.A.A.): $1,200,000.

5. De Havilland Aircraft of Canada Ltd.,,

Toronto, Ont.
BCATP:

404 Tiger Moth trainers: $2,000,000.
The assembly of 352 Anson aircraft.
The overhaul of Gipsy engines.
The overhaul of Tiger Moth aircraft.
The overhaul of Anson aircraft.

6. Fleet-Aircraft Limited, Fort Erie, Ont.
British:
40 Hampden
$1,200,000.
BCATP:
404 Fleet trainer aircraft: $2,000,000.
The overhaul of Fleet trainer aircraft.
The overhaul of Fairey Battle aircraft.
The overhaul of Kinner engines.

7. National Steel Car
Hamilton, Ont.
Canadian:
28 Lysander R.CAF.:
$1,120,000.
92 Lysander R.CAF.:
$2,634,800. ;
The overhaul of Lysander aircraft.
The repair of Hudson aircraft.
British:
150 Lysander
$5,296,000.
BCATP: 3
The assembly of Anson aircraft.
In addition negotiations are under way
for the manufacture of 110 or more
North American Harvard aircraft.

8. Noorduyn Aviation Limited, Montreal, P.Q.
BCATP:

100 Harvard trainers: $3,000,000.
38 Norsemen: $1,140,000.

9. Ottawa Car and Aircraft Ltd., Ottawa,

Ont.

British:

The manufacture of 80 Hampden under-

carriages (C.A.A.): $1,200,000.
BCATP:

The manufacture of some 264 Anson
wings and assembly of some 264 air-
craft.

1,422 sets of Anson fittings.

10. Canadian Associated Aircraft, Ltd.
British:
80 Hampden airecraft: $10,000,000.
This company is comprised of six aircraft
manufacturing companies, namely:
Canadian Car and Foundry Company
Limited.
Fairchild Aircraft Limited.
Fleet Aircraft Limited.
National Steel Car Corporation Limited.
Ottawa Car and Aircraft Limited.
Canadian Vickers Limited.

fuselages (C.AA)):

Corporation Ltd.,

aircraft for

aircraft for

aircraft for R.CA.F.:

The work on the 80 Hampdens is sub-
contracted to the six parent companies and the
work at St. Hubert, P.Q., and Malton, Ontario,
consists only of the assembly of the aireraft.

At the present time preliminary work is
being carried out by these companies for the
manufacture of 130 Stirling aircraft, a very
large 4-engine bomber. This contract is
expected to total between $30,000,000 and
$40,000,000 and is expected to follow the
Hampden contract. The component companies
have begun the manufacture of tools for making
Stirling aircraft.

Negotiations by the Canadian Associated
Aircraft are carried on direct with the British
Air Ministry and its operations are conducted
solely in accord with British requirements.

e companies listed in the foregoing sum-
mary are the larger aircraft manufacturers
in the Dominion. In addition there are a
variety of industrial companies which are now
producing aircraft parts and equipment in
co-operation with the aircraft companies.

. The following companies are solely engaged

in assembly aircraft engines in Canada:
Canad;an Pratt & Whitney Limited,
Canadian Wright Limited.

All the contracts on behalf of the Canadian
Government and the B.C.AT.P. have been
awarded by the Department of Munitions and
tS}xpr.»ly and its predecessor purchasing organiza-
ions.

The production of planes in Canada since
the outbreak of war has totalled approximately
128 aeroplanes. Production figures for Cana-
;hlaln, British and B.C.A.T.P. account are as
ollows:

September. . 3
October. . 2
INOvemnho s e Sy o Ay
December. . 4
Jeiarys AR e . 4
Hebruary. e musopen - L. &
D D s W AUl A
ApSHEcliso e aEe s - 1R gE
May.. Ay N w64
The approximate production schedule planned
for Canadian, British and B.C.A.T.P. is as

follows:

Canadian Account B.C.A.T.P. Account
1R e e S | 1940 - L i

111G Ut te 5 |/ L 1941 . . 1,359
British Account Total

L9405, 1.1 180 1940 .. o 1,028

T P TR b 1] 1941 .. . 1,583

These details may be of interest to those
who wish to know how this work is being
carried on by our manufacturers.

I come now to Canada’s war effort on the
economic front., The Hon. Mr. Ralston,
Minister of Finance, stated in a broadcast on
the 24th of November last that Canada
(1) must do the things that will count the
most in winning the war; (2) its effort must
be the utmost of its strength; and (3) its
Allies must be consulted as to the needs which
the strategy and tactics to be adopted call for.
After stating what was our action towards the
Canadian Army, the Canadian Navy, and the
Canadian Air Force, he added:

Our_programme is a heavy and constructive

one. Most people do not realize what it will
involve in the way of money, materials and
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men. It was estimated that our programme
would cost for the first year of the war, till
September, 1940, at least $315,000,000.

It is now realized—in May, 1940—that the
figure will be much higher. But this sum of
$315,000,00 is about 50 per cent greater than

. the total of our war expenditures during the

last war up to March, 1916, that is, between
August, 1914, and March, 1916. This sum is
almost as great as our expenditures for the
fiscal year 1917-1918, when the Great War was
at its height. The budgeting for 1940-1941
will disclose an expenditure of $700,000,000.
This should certainly allay any fear of par-
simoniousness on ‘the part of the Government.

Hon. Mr. Ralston also said:

The Minister of Finance, with any sense of
responsibility, must give constant attention to
the cost of the war, both in money and materials,
as this may be a long war. Our preparation
must not be on a diminishing, but rather on
an increasing scale. We must not cripple our-
selves from the outset. We must keep in mind
the supply of war materials and our financing
of their purchases by our Allies, which will
be an important part of our war effort.

Our programme does not involve the same
appealing activity that characterized the open-
ing of the last war, when marching men were
embarking for overseas immediately, mostly
without any training, one-fifth being rejected
in England as misfits. Recognizing that
modern mechanized warfare really is a grim and
costly and long drawn out business, we demand
that Canada’s effort should be practical
rather than spectacular.

The British Government intimated that
Canada could be of most immediate assist-
ance by facilitating the purchase by the
United Kingdom of essential supplies in this
country, which meant that Great Britain
needed Canadian dollars for that object. We
repatriated Canadian securities, and we shall
continue to finance Great Britain in such or
other manner. This has a three-fold effect:
it assists the United Kingdom in the purchase
of supplies; it opens a market for Canadian
products; furthermore, the buying back of
our bonds reduces our liabilities abroad and
will strengthen our international financial
position. But of course this means that
money must be found in Canada to pay for
those bonds. We cannot, as in 1914, borrow
from the United States, because of the
Neutrality Act, nor from Great Britain.

Another measure which we took to
strengthen our financial ability to carry out the
war was the establishment of the Foreign
Exchange Control Board, whose object is to
conserve for the prosecution of the war the
financial resources which we have in this
Dominion. I will not dilate on the import-
ance of that policy, which is of tremendous

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND,

help in protecting our capital resources and
maintaining the stability of the Canadian
dollar.

Before the war the Government had a
survey made of Canadian industry and indus-
trial capacity. The Defence Purchasing Board
had been set up and gave splendid service up
to the 1st of November last, when it was
absorbed by the War Supply Board, which in
turn was replaced by a Department of Muni-
tions and Supply on April 9. That depart-
ment has the benefit of the experience and
organization built up by the board, and it has
the services of most of the latter and of all
its employees.

As we all know, Mr. Wallace R. Campbell
rendered most valuable service as chairman
of the board, with Messrs. Gravel, Woodward
and Harrison as assistants. Mr. Campbell
is still acting in an advisory capacity.

The DBritish and French Governments
appointed that board as their purchasing
agents in Canada.

The Minister of Transport stated last
January that the War Supply Board was a
finely adjusted piece of machinery. It was
placing some 500 orders a week, at a cost
of about four million dollars. It attended
to the outfitting of the men for service
abroad and at home—the First and Second
Divisions, and the ancillary troops, as well
as the Navy and the Air Force. The food
supply was bought in huge quantities.

In January last Mr. Howe made this
solemn promise at the close of his statement:

I can offer you no message that will find a
quicker response in your hearts than the promise
that I and all those associated with me in the
activities of the War Supply Board will spare
neither personal effort nor any resource at
our command to see to it, without any equivo-
cation, without consideration, personal or
political, that the armed forces of the Dominion
are the best fed, the best clothed and the best
equipped in the world. To that sole purpose
we are dedicating all our thoughts and all our
energies. In so far as it is possible for us to
do so, within human limitations, we shall not
allow the second front line to fail the first.

Here are some facts and figures relating to
war contracts:

Total contracts let to May 15:
For Canadian Government over $200,000,000.
The Allied governments over $75,000,000.
All let in Canada except about $50,000,000.
Air Training Plan: :
Deliveries of all materials ordered being made
in time to proceed with work according to plan.
Air fields which are being constructed by the
Department of Transport will all be completed
this year. (Plan did not call for completion
of all air fields in 1940.) Cost about $20,000,000
Work proceeding night and day. ¥
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Buildings being constructed as rapidly as

possible.

" calling for tenders, on basis of prices set in
earlier tenders. Prices being dictated to con-
tractors.

Air fields and physical equipment will be
in readiness for stepping up air training at any
time.

Aircraft:

Deliveries of aircraft from all sources in
last six weeks amount to 50 per cent of total
deliveries in preceding seven months.

Estimate of military aireraft production in

Canada for all purposes: 1940—1,028; 1941—
1,583.
Shipbuilding:

Twenty shipyards engaged in production of
90 vessels, including minesweepers, anti-sub-
marine craft and armed patrol boats. Produc-

tion well in advance of schedule time.

Three high-speed merchant ships being con-
verted to light cruisers for convoy duty will be
in service shortly.

Some projects under way:

Construction of 82 aerodromes.

175 construction projects, including coastal
fortifications, submarine defences, hangars, etec.

9,000 motor vehicles on order, costing $14,000,-
000. (3,000 already delivered overseas.)

‘War munitions being manufactured at a cost
of $80,000,000.

One large explosive plant under construction;
a second being organized.

Production of small arms ammunition being
expanded as rapidly as equipment can be in-
stalled.

Ample supply of clothing, boots and personal
equipment being procured. Industry producing
at full speed to meet future requirements.
Safeguarding of raw materials:

Department of Munitions and Supply with
assistance of Wartime Prices and Trade Board
has taken steps to protect sources of outside
supply to ensure against a shortage of raw
materials.

Constant study given to the increased use of
Canadian materials in the production of
supplies.

On the very day when war was declared by
Great Britain, the Government hastened to
appoint a War-time Prices and Trade Board
under the chairmanship of Hon. Mr. McLarty.
It was composed of very able men from the
Government service. It had to direct its
energies towards the prevention of profiteer-
ing, of hoarding, and of any undue enhance-
ment in the prices of the necessaries of life.

The board has now been functioning regu-
larly since its appointment. In that time it
has maintained the distribution of the neces-
saries of life at fair and reasonable prices. It
has so far successfully checked hoarding and
has effectively curbed those who might have
been tempted to turn national needs and
perils into profits. It has dealt with many
thousands of complaints respecting half a
hundred necessaries of life, and has investi-
gated the proper distribution of a great many

Contracts now being awarded without

commodities, a few of the more important
ones, by way of illustration, being wool,
leather, coal, beans and sugar.

The work which this board has performed
can perhaps be best illustrated by the action
taken in the case of sugar. Before the board
had been appointed the run on sugar had
commenced. Housewives were protecting
themselves against the anticipated rise. Be-
tween twenty-five and thirty million pounds
of sugar were removed from circulation. Com-
plaints came pouring in by the thousands. The
board summoned the sugar refiners, who agreed
to increase by 25 per cent their normal re-
lease in September, without any increase in
price. The board made a wide inspection of
the retail stores, which were selling the sugar
as rapidly as they could receive it. Apprehen-
sive housewives kept buying. In the Okanagan
Valley sugar was wanted to save from rot
two thousand cars of fruit. The sugar was
furnished. Two hundred beekeepers threat-
ened to destroy their colonies of bees if not
supplied with sugar. They got the sugar.
Manufacturers, large and small, would have
had to close their doors if they had no sugar.
They were furnished with sugar.

The board then appealed to the refiners and
to several large industrial users of sugar, who
made a generous response. September alone
absorbed forty million pounds of sugar above
normal consumption.

On the 3rd of October, 1939, the board
appointed Mr. S. R. Noble as Sugar Admin-
istrator. To prevent a panic, Mr. Noble and
the board recommended a temporary suspen-
sion of the dumping duty on refined sugar.
This recommendation was carried out. The
board appealed to the British Sugar Con-
troller, who was then about to purchase all
the raw sugar grown in the British Empire.
Through the British Sugar Controller, Can-
ada got in its raw sugar requirements of
450 tons a year, at practically pre-war prices.
We can now look forward to a reasonable
stabilization of sugar prices for the dura-
tion of the war.

At the same time the board has had to
deal with other commodities, one of the most
important being wool. It succeeded in that
field as well as with sugar, Without the in-
tervention of the board the price of wool
would have risen to unprecedented heights.
Sugar and wool are cited to illustrate the
functioning of the Wartime Prices and Trade
Board. Many other examples could be
brought forward.

Hon. Mr. McLarty, in his broadcast state-
ment in December last, touched upon an
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aspect of the activities of the board, which is
of considerable importance. He concluded
his statement with the following remarks:

The experience of the last war clearly demon-
strates that high prices, high wages, high costs
—produced by the artificial stimulus of war—
have a very definite and very painful reaction
when we return to the normal and unstimulated
economic levels.

One of the main purposes which this board
will serve is this: by maintenance of fair and
reasonable prices during the war-time period,
we shall not wear the false face of false pros-
perity during that period on the one hand; on
the other hand, we shall not have to endure
the severe pains of economic contraction.

While the board may be fairly regarded as a
board to protect consumers, its influence should
be much wider than that. It will be of ad-
vantage to our wage-earners in maintaining a
sound basis of the cost of living and in main-
taining real as against nominal wages. It
will be of advantage to our producers in the
stabilizing of the prices of their products and
in eliminating the unfortunate and precipitate
fall which inevitably follows an unregulated
advance. It will be of advantage to all our
citizens in that its tendency is to bring order
out of chaos and stability out of confusion.

Such interferences with normal life as have
been set up are to the end that all of our
resources may be marshalled and ordered and
made available where and when they are needed
the most, and such control is also for this pur-
pose and to this end—that at a time when our
enemies, who have sworn our destruction, stand
in arms against us no one within our own
gates shall be allowed to wax fat on his
country’s necessity; no one shall be permitted
to make greedy gain out of our common need.

Apart from the important mandates given
to the various boards and departments which
I have mentioned, I must add that the Gov-
ernment was faced with the problem of main-
taining and organizing the production and
marketing of foodstuffs generally, and of
solving the difficulties arising out of the dis-
location of the markets for Canadian food-
stuffs, due to the war. Three departments—
Trade and Commerce, Agriculture, and
Fisheries—have co-operated in this work.
Existing agencies of the Government, such as
the Canadian Wheat Board and the Salt Fish
Board, have also assisted the Government, as
has the Bacon Board, which administers the
Bacon Agreement entered into with the United
Kingdom.

In nearing the close of my remarks I may
be permitted to give a summary of additional
measures. In view of the critical turn of
events in Europe during the past few days,
and in the light of the information obtained
by the Minister of National Defence on his
recent visit to England, the Canadian Govern-
ment have decided:

To advance the date of the dispatch over-
seas of the Second Division of the Canadian
Active Service Force.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND,

To advance the date of the dispatch of such
further reinforcements of the First Division as
have not already proceeded overseas.

To push forward the recruiting of reinforce-
ments for the Second Division of the Canadian
Active Service Force, who will follow the
division overseas at the earliest possible date.

To form a Canadian Corps in the field, in
accordance with arrangements which have been
discussed with the British War Office. Besides
the two divisions and ‘their ancillary units, the
corps will include the necessary additional
corps troops and will involve the dispatch
overseas of several thousand men, beyond
those already mentioned.

To undertake the raising of a Third Divi-
sion, to be available for such service as may
be required in Canada, or overseas.

To assign, at the request of the Government
of the United Kingdom, certain naval and
military formations to active duty in the
Caribbean and North Atlantic areas.

To dispatch overseas No. 112 Army Co-
operation Squadron, to act as a reserve for
No. 110 Co-operation Squadron, now overseas.

To adopt every feasible method of acceler-
ating the output of pilots and air crews from
Canada, for service in the field at the earliest.
possible date. Certain methods have already
been formulated by the Canadian Government
both to accelerate and to supplement the Joint
Air Training Plan in Canada, in order that
pilots, observers and air gunners may be made
available more quickly for active service.
Steps have been taken in order to expedite
the preparation of aerodromes and hangers.

To confer upon the Ministry of Munitions
and Supply certain special powers which
would not be accorded in normal times, to
enable it to expedite the provision of equip-
ment and materials of war, for the armed
forces.

These decisions are being translated into
action.

The measures announced to-day are in
addition to the vigorous conduct of the Cana-
dian war effort, already under way, in the
military, naval and air spheres, and on the
economic front.

Inasmuch as the Minister of Finance will
have to submit to Parliament the ways and
means to finance this increased expenditure, I
have obtained an estimate of expenditures
for the fiscal year 1940-41, which I shall im-
part to the Senate. The total expenditure for
all purposes is estimated at over $1,150,000,000,
or more than $3,000,000 a day. Ordinary and
special expenditure for other than war pur-
poses is estimated at approximately $450,-
000,000. War expenditure is estimated at over
$700,000,000, or almost $2,000,000 a day. This
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is already revised upwards from $500,0000,000,
as estimated by the Minister of Finance on
February 19, and is subject to further upward
revision. The actual war expenditure for
1915-1916 was $166,000,000.

I could perhaps continue with some further
details. The actual cash disbursements for
the first eight months of the war are more
than double those in the last war. Some of the
factors increasing Canada’s war costs are the
following: (1) No air force, no air training in
the last war. (2) Increased naval expendi-
tures: the estimate for 1940-1941 is more
than thirty times the actual expenditure for
1915-1916, and more than three times the
whole naval expenditure in the last war.
(3) The cost per man of maintaining an army
division has almost doubled since the last
war.

Conditions have changed since 1914. There
is now no United States borrowing, because
of neutrality legislation. There is no United
Kingdom borrowing. Instead, Canada is re-
paying the United Kingdom loan to provide
Canadian dollars for British purchases in this
country.

Now I revert to the remarks of my right
honourable friend (Right Hon. Mr. Meighen),
who vehemently condemned the dissolution of
Parliament in January and the appeal to the
people by the Government. He knew full well
that the session beginning in January was to
be followed by an election. The Prime Min-
ister had announced that. And the Prime
Minister stated, just before or at the time of
dissolution, that he would have dissolved the
House the day after the Ontario Legislature
passed a condemnatory resolution, if he had
not promised Hon. Dr. Manion that there
would be no dissolution before Parliament
met.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: That was
not his promise at all. I have it right here,
and shall read it to my honourable friend:

As to the question of a general election
before another session, my honourable friend
has been kind enough to say that I told him
some time ago I would not think of anything
of the kind or countenance it.

We had a session, had we?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: If my right
honourable friend will allow me to add an
explanation, he will understand why that
statement was made. It was made because
Hon. Dr. Manion was afraid there would be
dissolution before he had time to visit Canada
from the Atlantic to the Pacific. I speak
whereof I know, for I was in daily contact
with the Government and the Prime Minister.
The Prime Minister had promised Dr. Manion

that there should be no surprise dissolution,
that there should be no dissolution before the
House met. The House met—

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: He did not
say “before the House met.”

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: No, but I am
explaining that the reason for his statement
was a conversation with Dr. Manion, wherein
Dr. Manion said he was desirous of co-operat-
ing, but did not want to be taken by surprise,
and asked whether he could be assured there
should be no dissolution. And the Prime
Minister said there should be no dissolution
before a session. Then, a session having been
called, and there having been no dissolution
in the meantime, the Prime Minister’s promise
had been fulfilled. He then arranged for
immediate dissolution. Hon. Dr. Manion
was thereby given two extra months, from that
time up to the 26th of March, to carry on his
campaign throughout the country.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Surely the
honourable gentleman does not think the
rights of this House depend upon some private
conversation between the Prime Minister
and Dr. Manion. We have the word of the
Prime Minister of Canada in Hansard, and
that word he broke.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I have told of
the statement that was made between man
and man. My right honourable friend says
we had the word of the Prime Minister. But
what harm did the Prime Minister do to the
Senate of Canada, or to my right honourable
friend ?

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: He did more
harm to himself, I admit. He broke his word
to the House.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: It was not a
word given to the Senate.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN:
promise to the country.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: My right hon-
ourable friend has a right to say, “As a
member of Parliament I was called here, and
shortly after the Speech from the Throne was
delivered immediate dissolution was an-
nounced.” He has a right to ask, “ Why did
you bring me here to listen to the Governor
General, and then dissolve?” Well, it is the
prerogative of the Prime Minister to do so,
and he did so for a very good reason, a
paramount reason.

Hon. Mr. HOWARD: Hear, hear.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: He had
nothing better than a poor excuse.

It was a
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Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: He realized that
Parliament and his colleagues would be held
up in the House of Commons for three
months, prevented from attending to their
work, while the Opposition, who knew there
would be an election—the Prime Minister
having said so—were trying to find an issue
upon which to go before the people. So the
Prime Minister, having the full responsibility
of carrying on the affairs of the country,
decided it would not be in the best interest
of Canada that this should happen. When
the session was called I myself felt that Hon.
Dr. Manion would be in a very difficult posi-
tion: that, having nothing to complain of,
and being satisfied with the work of the
Government, he would be looking for some
difference, some issue which he could present
to the people. I knew he could not find any
practical and serious point of dispute with
the Government, and that he and his fol-
lowers would try to keep the House in session
for three months, during which time they
would be franking their speeches through
the mails. Had they got their way, the
members of the Cabinet would have been
kept away from important duties during all
that time. Then there would have been an
election campaign, lasting two months. That
would have meant five months during which
the Ministers responsible for carrying on the
government of the country would have been
hampered in their work. Well, the Prime
Minister decided that three months’ time
could be saved by going before the people at
once. And it was all the more important
that he should do so while the military situa-
tion in Europe was comparatively quiet.

The Prime Minister went to the people, and
I want to tell my right honourable friend that
the election campaign did not in any way
paralyse the Government. I asked the Clerk
of the Privy Council how many sittings of
the Council were held from dissolution to the
25th of March, and his answer was that we
had had in that time eighteen Council meet-
ings and passed 826 Orders in Council and
453 Treasury Board minutes. I know some-
thing of what I am talking about, because I
had to come here to meetings. Not only did
Council function efficiently, but all our war
boards were working hard.

My right honourable friend says that the
calling of the election killed the war spirit
in this country. Well, I disagree with that
statement. There are two ways in which the
feeling of our people may be tested. In the
first place, the call to our young men to serve
was answered magnificently. I know there
was a splendid answer from Montreal, where I
live. And then Canadians at large showed they

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN.

had the war spirit when, in response to a
request from the Minister of Finance for
$200,000,000, they subscribed $300,000,000.
These two tests indicate that the war spirit in
this country is alive.

My right honourable friend seems scandal-
ized by the fact that the Liberal Govern-
ment went to the people without calling into
its ranks men belonging to various political
parties. He suggests that as a result the
country was split in twain. Well, I fail to
sce how the country was split in twain on
the 26th of March. And my right honour-
able friend must have a very short memory
if he forgets that the Borden-Meighen Gov-
ernment carried responsibility for conduct of
the Great War from 1914 to 1917, without
asking the co-operation of the Liberal party,
which had an able man at its head.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Co-opera-
tion was asked for.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: But not to the
extent of admitting Liberals into the
Cabinet.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Co-operation
was asked for, and it was many long months
before we were able to get it. Liberals were
invited to come right into the Cabinet, too.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I will come to
that. But from 1914 to 1917 the Conserva-
tive Government carried on without asking
for the formation of a National Government.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: 1 do not
think my honourable friend has any author-
ity for that statement.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: If my right
honourable friend will read Sir Robert
Borden’s memoirs he will find that from 1914
to 1917 there was no demand for a National
or Union Government. That came in 1917.
And the Conservative Government did not
think of that co-operation until it was about to
face the people.

Right Hon, Mr. MEIGHEN: It did not go
to the country as a party government.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: And it sue-
ceeded in forming a Union Government only
after it had, through manipulation of the
franchise, passed the most infamous legisla-
tion ever perpetrated upon a civilized
country. The expression “infamous legis-
lation” was used in the House of Com-
mons by two Liberal members who Ilater
were brought into the Union Government.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN:
for you may have to pass it too.

Take care,
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Hon. Mr.
Act? No!

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: There still is
enough water in the canal to receive me
before such legislation would have my sup-
port,

When the then Government had thus
broken the morale of its opponents and
held them at its mercy, it obtained some
accessions to its ranks. Sir Wilfrid Laurier
said to me: “With such legislation on the
Statute Book, we need not go to the people.
The election is settled. Ballot box stuffing
and ballot switching are sanctioned.”

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN:
honourable friend allow me?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Of course my
right honourable friend benefited by that
legislation, and he is surprised that I still feel
the pinch.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: I have no
apology whatever for the legislation, notwith-
standing the misrepresentations of it by my
honourable friend.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Well, I can say
to my right honourable friend that if he
thinks he was rejected three times by the
province of Quebec because of conscription,
he is wrong. He was rejected because of what
was called that “infamous legislation,” the
War-time Elections Act and the Military
Voters Act. If he had gone to the people
with a referendum on conscription and the
people had decided by a majority in favour
of it, the province of Quebec would have
obeyed the law. But he and his Government
did not dare to rely upon a referendum, even
in Ontario, because thousands and thousands
of Ontario farmers did not want their sons
to be conscripted.

My right honourable friend says, “ You
have extinguished the war spirit in the country
by going to the people as one party, instead
of doing as we did in 1917 and forming a
Union Government.” I have stated how the
Conservative Government in 1917, after having
broken the morale of its opponents and
made it impossible for them to be returned
unless they supported the Government,
succeeded in attracting some members from
the ranks of the Liberal party. But the so-
called Union Government went to the people
and split the country asunder. I said on the
floor of the Senate in 1918 or 1919—my words
may be found in Hansard—that on a proper
franchise not one Tory would be returned
from the province of Quebec. And in 1921
not a single member of my right honourable
friend’s party was returned in that province.

KING: A War-time Elections

Will my

The same was true in Nova Scotia and in the

Western Provinces. And my right honourable -
friend’s once proud party presented scarcely

a candidate in my province in the last election,

most of the Government’s opponents having

been known as National Government can-

didates.

I desire now to revert to a remark made by
my right honourable friend. He said that the
British Government never approached the
Dominion with a straight proposal which
might be rejected by a stern negative. I
know that in the past the reputation of the
British Government for diplomacy was of the
highest. I am not speaking of the last years.
They have a splendid civil service, and its
members know that a direct question may
entail a direct negative, and therefore they
begin by sounding a Dominion. If there is
virtue in such a proceeding—and I think
there is—I ask my right honourable friend
whether there is not like virtue in the method
of the Prime Minister of a Dominion who,
when approached under such circumstances, has
to see that some alternative proposition may be
made before he says no. Perhaps my right
honourable friend will find that when he was
pressing for an answer to the question, ““Have
there been approaches or conversations by the
British Government on this matter?” the
Prime Minister considered it good policy for
the Dominion of Canada to adopt the method
of the British Government: instead of herald-
ing to the people and to Parliament perhaps a
difference of opinion which could be ironed out,
he was asking my right honourable friend to
please stay his hand, as matters being discussed
needed to be treated with some delicacy in
order that a solution might be reached. The
right honourable gentleman had the answers
that came through me from the Prime Minister.
He should realize, since he recognizes that the
British Government never approach a Domin-
ion with a blunt question which might call
for a negative, that in adopting a similar
policy the Dominion could and should have
some leeway to open a discussion with the
Imperial authorities. As a matter of fact,
such was the case, and a few days afterwards,
in the British House of Commons, the Min-
ister said, “ We are highly pleased with the
proposal of the Prime Minister of Canada.”

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Does the
leader of the Government say negotiations
were going on during June?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: No.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: They were
over.
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Hon, Mr. DANDURAND: They were over,
by conversation with the British representa-
tive, but they were not closed.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Oh, yes, they
were. They were resumed.

Hon, Mr. DANDURAND: My right hon-
ourable friend takes that stand because he is
prejudiced and it pleases him to take it.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: No; because
a Minister of the Crown of Great Britain said
they were over.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: It was not the
Minister of Air. He, on the 7th of July, said,
“I have received an offer from the Canadian
Government.” I think that offer was based
on a statemen't made on the 1st of July by the
Prime Minister in the House of Commons.

Right Hon. Mr, MEIGHEN: It was not.
The statement I read was by Mr. Stanley. He
said the negotiations were over.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: My right hon-
ourable friend devoted a half hour of his
speech to an apparent difference of opinion
with the British Government in June of 1938.
It seems to me that in order to make some
constructive proposition to this House he
should have swept aside all these matters.
They were discussed on every platform before
the people—

Some Hon. SENATORS: Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: —and the people
declared: “No. We are satisfied with the
present Government.” Now my right honour-
able friend says, “I am not looking for political
preferment, I am not seeking responsibility,
but I tell the leader of the Government that
his Government must draw into their ranks
men from all parties, so that the whole country
will stand behind them.” I tell him that most
of those men, men of importance in the
country, are working as dollar-a-year men on
many of these boards, and that all the leading
men in Canadian industry are at the disposal
of the Government. When I look around the
Council table, having myself no department to
administer, I reflect that as an independent
witness I am free to judge the actions of the
heads of departments who form the Cabinet,
and I am astounded at the amount of work
which they regularly perform and which comes
for examination before Council. I have de-
seribed to you this evening a small part of
their activities. It will be readily understood
why I smile when I hear some self-appointed
critics—of course, I am not thinking of my
right honourable friend—in the press and else-
where declare with an air of authority that the

Right Hon, Mr. MEIGHEN.

present Government is incapable of the task
it is attempting. What marvellous leaders
those self-appointed ecritics would be if the
country only allowed them to settle all its
problems and direct its war activities! Luckily
for the country, the people have judged other-
wise.

Hon. J. J. HUGHES: Honourable sen-
ators, the speech with which His Excellency
the Administrator opened Parliament, and
which we are now considering, naturally
dwells at considerable length on the perturbed
state of the world and the terrible wars now
raging and threatened. As I stated in my brief
remarks during the special session of Parlia-
ment in September last, this dreadful state
of affairs did not come about by accident, for
there is no such thing as blind chance. “Not
a sparrow falls to the ground without your
heavenly Father’s knowledge and consent.”
Hence there is a cause, and the cause is in
proportion to the results.

The last paragraph in the Speech from the
Throne on the 25th of January last reads as
follows:

Honourable Members of the Senate:

Members of the House of Commons:

In all that pertains to the discharge of your
responsible duties, may Divine Providence be
your strength and guide.

And on the 16th of this month the Admin-
istrator says:

I pray that Divine Providence may guide
and bless your deliberations.

These are solemn, pregnant words, addressed
directly to the members of Parliament, and
indirectly to the people of Canada, and I
must assume that the men who penned them
and the men who read them fully realized
their importance. Now, who and what is this
Divine Providence that is asked to be our
strength and guide, and to bless us in our
deliberations? If Christianity be true, it is
not blind, impersonal force. It is the supreme,
infinite, eternal Intelligence: the Creator and
Preserver of all things, Who was manifested
in the person of one of our race, the Lord
Jesus Christ. This same Christ declared,
“I am the Way, the Truth and the Life”;
and at another time and in another place,
“Without Me you can do nothing.” As I
see it, it is the denial and the wilful mis-
apprehension of these transcendental truths
that are the cause of all our troubles. In my
feeble way I shall try to explain, and if Chris-
tianity be true the effort cannot be wrong.
In this connection plain speaking is surely
desirable.

Two nations, notably Russia and Germany,
led by Stalin and Hitler, have nationally and
officially denied Christ and His teaching;
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therefore they typify anti-Christ. Hence the
war between Christ and anti-Christ is on as
it never has been before, and its ground-work
was not laid yesterday nor yesteryear. This
is not merely a war between human beings
as such; it is a war between powers and prin-
cipalities, and many invisible agencies are at
work. It is not confined to actual combat in
the air and actual conflict on and wunder
the land and the sea. It is being waged
on a thousand other fronts, and by a thousand
other forces as well. All this I shall try to
explain.

A year or two ago every English-language
newspaper in Canada that I saw—and 1 saw
most of them—commended in the strongest
terms a book that had been written by
Dr. Thomas Mann, called “The Coming
Victory of Democracy.” The Ottawa Journal
was most eulogistic of this book, and this
caused me to read it. From my point of
view, there were many defects in it, but
its greatest defect was its practical ignoring
of God in His dealings with mankind, and its
studied elimination of all idea of Jesus Christ
and His teaching in regard to the affairs of
this world. Dr. Mann practically put the
form of government called “Democracy” in
God’s place by saying in effect that if all
nations adopted that form the troubles of the
world would be solved.

A little later The Journal had a well
written editorial under the caption, “Are We
Losing the Essentials?” This caused me
to write to that newspaper a letter saying that
the eulogies which Dr. Mann’s book had
received from the English-language news-
papers of Canada were the best possible proof
that we had already, in large measure, lost
the greatest of the essentials, namely, explicit
belief in the Deity of the Lord Jesus Christ.
The Journal published this letter, but deleted
from it all reference to Jesus as God. I then
wrote another letter, complaining of the
deletion. This The Journal refused to pub-
lish, but courteously returned me the manu-
seript with the following written explanation:

Ottawa, Canada,
May 4, 1939.
Hon. J. J. Hughes,

The Senate,
Ottawa.

Dear Sir:

The Journal asks to be excused from printing
the enclosed. It does not wish to get into a
religious controversy. The reference made in
your first letter to which you refer was deleted
because Dr. Mann is a Jew.

So it amounts to this. In the opinion of
The Ottawa Journal, reference to Jesus Christ
as God would be likely to evoke opposition
and start a religious controversy, and might
offend Dr. Mann and others. If a choice had
to be made between Jesus Christ and Dr.

Mann, Jesus had to take second place. If
this is not a fairly pronounced form of
Hitlerism and Stalinism, I should like to know
what it is. One thing I do know: if the Bible
be true, this thing is not Christianity. Now,
the Ottawa Journal is a sane, respectable,
well-conducted secular newspaper, as news-
papers go, and in my view is a good repre-
sentative of the English-speaking secular press
and of the public opinion of Canada in most
non-political matters. And this is supposed
to be a Christian country in the twentieth
century !

The Bible and the Church are my authori-
ties for saying that when Jesus Christ was
bodily present on this earth He declared, “I
am the Way, the Truth, and the Life,” and in
another place, “Without Me you can do no-
thing.” If these words came from the lips
of God Almighty we cannot ignore them with-
out taking the risk of losing everything for
which we were created. On the other hand, if
they came from the lips of a mere human
being like one of ourselves, he was a crazy
man, and the Bible is worse than a book of
fables. This would make of Christianity the
greatest imposition that ever was foisted on
mankind. Under such circumstances, Hitlerism
and Stalinism might be right, and, if so, should
not be opposed.

If Jesus Christ was and is God, any form
of government with Him will give good re-
sults, and no form of government without Him
will be either permanent or beneficial. There-
fore, Dr. Mann’s book, “The Coming Viectory
of Democracy,” and all the newspapers that
went into ecstasies over it are on the wrong
track, and have some responsibility for the
spread of Hitlerism, and particularly for the
spread of Stalinism.

The Mann family are, however, still at
work. In 1938 two of Dr. Mann’s children,
Erica and Klaus, wrote a book called “Escape
To Life,” which was published in 1939, a few
months before the present war began in
Poland. This book condemns in all the moods
and tenses Hitler and Hitlerism, but com-
mends in equally strong covert language
free love, wholesale divorce, and the abolition
of marriage, with all their evil consequences,
and Russian Communism in all its branches.
This book has been well received by the
English-speaking world, notably the New York
Times and other leading book reviews in the
United States, and is held to be the last and
best word on the principles of liberty and
democracy. It has been highly praised by
the exiles from Germany in the United States,
many of whom hold chairs in the secular
universities of that country, while others are
film producers and actors at Hollywood and
New York. They call themselves the intelli-
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gentsia, and the claim is acknowledged by
all who think as they do. Dr. Mann makes
the book his own by writing as follows: “My
dear children, you, my two eldest, have written
a book after my own heart” And, by the
way, Dr. Mann, sponsored by the “Tremblay
Lectures Bureau,” lectured in the Glebe Col-
legiate, Ottawa, on Wednesday, the 24th of
January last, his subject being “The Coming
Victory of Democracy,” the title of his book.
Under the circumstances, would it be out of
place for me to ask Dr. Mann, and those
sponsoring his lecture, to tell us whether he
and his family have abjured their Russian
Communism, and, if so, when, to what extent,
and why? The book, “Escape To Life,” is
in all or most of the circulating libraries of
Canada, and the librarians are diligent in com-
mending it to their patrons.

Now, what does this kind of thing in-
dicate? It surely indicates the loss of all
practical faith in, and respect for, the teach-
ing of the Bible, because the teaching of the
Bible and this kind of thing are as far apart
as the poles. And can Christendom or the
democracies destroy Hitlerism and Stalinism
while they themselves refuse to follow Christ
in many things, or while they regard Him
as a hypothesis or think they can get along
very well without Him. It surely is time
for stock-taking at home.

I will now try to view the field from
another angle. On the eve of Right Hon.
R. B. Bennett’s departure from Canada he
declared at a farewell banquet that it was
his considered view that the Church had
failed. This was tantamount to saying that
God had failed, and showed that Mr. Ben-
nett had no real conception of what the
term “Church” means. If the Bible is the
revealed, inspired word of God, or even a
careful collection of authentic historical docu-
ments and wise admonitions, one of the out-
standing things our Saviour did while bodily
present on this earth was to establish an
institution, an organization, or a teaching
body, called a Church. With this Church He
promised to remain till the consummation of
the world. In addition, He promised to send
it the Holy Ghost, the Spirit of Truth, to
be its special guide and instructor, and to
bring all things to its remembrance, while
time should endure. Moreover, He com-
manded all men to hear this Church, saying,
“He that hears you hears Me,” and “He
that refuses to hear the Church, let him be
to thee as the heathen and the publican.”
thereby making Himself responsible for its
teaching and thus ensuring its inerrancy.
Therefore, to say that this Church had failed,
in essentials, is to say that God had failed;

Hon. Mr. HUGHES.

is to say that Jesus Christ was unable or un-
willing to keep His promises; is to explicitly
deny the Deity of Jesus Christ and the
Deity of the Holy Ghost. Now I feel sure
that Mr. Bennett never intended to make
such declarations, but I feel equally sure
that he did not comprehend the full meaning
and implications of his words; and in this
respect he is like unto millions, yes, tens of
millions of other befuddled Christians. This
kind of thing may not in itself be Hitlerism
or Stalinism, but it is Modernism, which is
capable of becoming the parent of all the
wandering anti-Christian “isms” in the world;
and it indicates that at some time or other
a large part of Christendom adopted some
erroneous principle or committed some sin
that prevents it from being able to reason
logically in spiritual things. What Mr. Ben-
nett probably thinks is that because there are
and have been many bad lay members in
the Church, particularly kings and princes,
and because there are and have been un-
worthy ecclesiastics in the Church, some of
them in high places, or even in the highest
place in the visible Church, that meant the
failure of the Church. But a moment’s
reflection would show the fallacy of such
reasoning.. If that reasoning were correct, it
would prove that the bad men of this world
were more powerful than God; that they
could and did circumvent His plans and
nullify His word; because Jesus Christ
declared that the gates of hell should never
prevail against the Church which He founded.
Therefore, the presence of bad lay members
and of some unworthy ecclesiastics in the
Church, even granting for the moment that
the many exaggerated statements of enemy
historians are accurate, no more destroys
its faith or nullifies the commission it
received from Jesus than the betrayal of
Judas and the denial of Peter, who after-
wards became a saint, impaired the knowl-
edge, the wisdom and the power of Christ,
who called these men with others. In this
connection Christ told His disciples what
would happen: “Woe to the world because

of scandals: For it must needs be that
scandals come; but nevertheless woe to
that man by whom the scandal cometh.”

Matthew, 14, 15.

I shall mention just one other important
matter in connection with the idea which I
am trying to convey. An Associated Press
dispatch from London, England, in February,
1938, carried the news that the House of
Bishops of the Convocation of Canterbury
had, by a majority vote, declined to make a
ruling on the question, which came to it from
the Lower House, as to the meaning of the
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Virgin Birth and the bodily Resurrection of
our Saviour, thus declaring a fundamental
doctrine of Christianity to be an open question
—a mere opinion—in the Anglican Commun-
ion. I shall not attempt to comment on this.
It is so serious a matter that, in my view,
it need only be stated. Our Saviour said,
“He that is not with Me is against Me,
and he that gathereth not with Me, scattereth.”
If the Holy Ghost were guiding these bishops
they would be in no doubt as to what to
believe and to teach. And the Holy Ghost
is, and has been since the first Pentecost
Sunday, guiding the Church that Jesus Christ
founded. ;

Now, it is surely apparent to every thinking
mind that there must be a cause behind all
this spiritual confusion which prevails in
‘Christendom, and I think that cause is what
is known as “ private or personal interpreta-
tion.” This principle has divided Christendom
into a hundred and more denominations or
sects, many of them strongly differing from
one another even in essentials. A prominent
clergyman in Great Britain, Dr. Oldham by
name, writes that the intra-denominational
differences are even greater than the inter-
denominational disputes. And, by the way,
Rev. Dr. Oldham did a great deal of prepara-
tory work for the conference of the non-
Catholic Christian and other churches of the
world, which was held at Oxford, England,
in the summer of 1937. He was one of its
secretaries. He wrote a book in which he
deplored the doctrinal differences among the
denominations and expressed the hope that
the then coming conference would heal
them, but on another page of the same book
he stated, “These differences are in many
instances the result of the variety of finite
minds, and are consequently an enrichment of
the Christian fellowship, inasmuch as they
add to the fullness of apprehended truth.”
So there you are; make what you like of
that. According to Dr. Oldham, the intra-
and inter-denominational differences are both
bad things and good things at the same time.
This state of spiritual confusion cannot be in
conformity with God’s will. It is not the result
of Christ’s earnest and beseeching prayer for
the unity of spiritual belief among His
followers.

This principle of “private or personal
interpretation ” has destroyed the Bible, so
far as man can destroy it, and has injured
the Church, so far as man can injure it. Many
of the evangelical denominations, realizing the
terrible confusion in the spiritual order, hold
from time to time world-wide conventions of
the non-Catholic Christian and other churches,
to heal if possible these divisions. However,
these well-meaning but bewildered men

separate without doing anything more than
passing a few pious, platitudinous recom-
mendations and making a few confused
reports. Nothing more can be done while
the principle of “private interpretation”
prevails. As already stated, one such confer-
ence was held at Oxford, England, in the
summer of 1937. There was another at Edin-
burgh, Scotland, a month or two later, and
still another at Madras, India, in 1939. These
conventions might as well try to stop the
turning of the earth on its axis as to stop the
multiplication of new denominations, or to
heal the differences in the old ones, while
the principle I have alluded to remains. Man
cannot accomplish what to him is impossible.
Nevertheless, these conferences and these
pious, platitudinous recommendations do some
good. They serve to keep alive fragments of
the beliefs which have come down to us
from the centuries when Christendom was
practically united, so far as the faith was
concerned, and this is a contribution that
is not to be despised.

Earlier in my remarks I ventured to inquire
whether a large part of Christendom had not
at some time or other committed some great
fault, or adopted some erroneous principle
that prevented it from reasoning logically in
spiritual things. As I see it, only something
of that kind would account for the present
condition of Christendom, which is poorly
equipped to meet what are called Stalinism
and Hitlerism. If my reasonings and con-
clusions be correct, this spiritual darkness is
a worse affliction and a greater menace than
the dreadful wars now raging. In fact it
may be the cause of these wars, because, in
the last analysis, the spiritual dominates and
controls the temporal. And if this idea be
correct, only He who said, “Let there be
light,” and at whose command light was made,
can bring peace to this distracted world.

Perhaps I should not close without referring
to the leading article in the Atlantic Monthly
for December last, entitled, “The Man Who
Gave Us Christmas,” by Winifred Kirkland.
Mrs. or Miss Kirkland says in polished
language that the man was Luke the Evangel-
ist, and she thus relegates Jesus Christ to
second, or third, or fourth place, and in the
end to oblivion. This shows the determined
efforts that are being made, in a large part
of Christendom, to take Christ out of Christ-
mas, and out of everything else, to reduce
Him to the level of a mere man, and to
convert the Day of Days into an ordinary
secular holiday. If this kind of thing con-
tinues to grow, as it has grown during the
last quadrennium in the  English-speaking
and the German-speaking worlds, Jesus Christ
will soon have no place at all in the scheme
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of things. And, God help us, it is the so-
called intellectuals in both the spiritual and
temporal spheres who are doing this work. In
this connection every true Christian in the
world must view with alarm the recent
appointment of that shameless, immoral pagan,
Bertrand Russell, to the chair of philosophy
in the City College of New York, and the
atheistical action of “The American Civil
Liberties Union” in regard thereto. This
appointment and the support it has received in
the name of ecivil liberty, together with his
more recent appointment to a chair of
philosophy in Harvard, are most disturbing
indications of the trend of the times, and are
a terrible warning to western civilization, both
spiritual and material.

One other thing, which arrested my attention
a few months ago. An editorial in the Montreal
Daily Star of December 6 last was headed,
“Federation as Europe’s Best Post-War Way
of Escape.” My comment on that is this.
If we had not lost the true Christian con-
ception of life and its meaning, or if we fully
realized God’s purpose in making this planet
our habitation for a little while, surely we
should say that a return to Jesus Christ, as
Creator and Sovereign Lord of Heaven and
earth and of all things, would be Europe’s
and the world’s best post-war way of escape.
But whether we say it or not, time will tell at
least the few that it is the only way. Will
these few ever become the majority of man-
kind? Is it a dream to think so? Will the
time ever come, even in North America, when
the influential writers, readers, publishers,
preachers and teachers, will know that belief
in the Deity of Jesus Christ is the foundation
of everything that matters in the realms of
faith and morals? Let us at least cherish the
hope that that day will come. Otherwise there
is no such thing as peace for this weary world.

I will now draw to a close by repeating some
of the words spoken by the King in his Christ-
mas broadcast:

I said to a man who stood at the gate of the
year, “Give me a light that I may tread safely
into the unknown,” and he replied, “Go out into
the darkness and put your hand into the hand
of God. That shall be to you better than light
and safer than the known way.”

The last sentence, I think, should read as
follows: “That shall be to you better than any
artificial light and safer than any known human
way.” The sentence as it was broadcast by
His Majesty, and as it has been published in
the newspapers, is bad theology, but is a
good illustration of the bewildered spiritual
thought of the age, the thought of millions
of professing Christians in large parts of
Christendom. We may well say that the night
is dark and long. Also we are far from home,
much farther than the Prodigal ever was, and
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far from the end of this Armageddon, which
is a manifestation of God’s just wrath upon
a sinful earth. I do not know when this war
will end, but, being a Christian, I know how
it will end. God will not be dispossessed of
the world which He created, by anything that
man, prompted by Satan, can do. And a
whole-hearted return to Jesus Christ by the
professing Christians of even the democratic
countries would hasten the war’s end, because
it would mean a whole-hearted effort to destroy
the forces of evil in the world.

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

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

THE SENATE

Wednesday, May 22, 1940.

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

Prayers and routine proceedings.

IMMIGRATION FROM BRITAIN
AND FRANCE

On the Orders of the Day:

Right Hon. ARTHUR MEIGHEN: Hon-
ourable members, there is a matter which
may be worth while mentioning. I should
think it not impossible that from now on
there will be numbers of young people of
Great Britain and France who desire to come
to this Dominion. I just wish to express the
hope, in which I have not the least reason to
think the Government would not concur, that
our gates will be thrown open without reserva-
tion to such persons if they have the approval
of their respective governments.

Hon. RAOUL DANDURAND: I will make
it my duty to convey that statement, with
the hope expressed by my right honourable
friend, to the Ministers concerned.

THE ADMINISTRATOR’S SPEECH
ADDRESS IN REPLY

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

Hon. JOHN T. HAIG: Honourable mem-
bers, in rising to take part in this debate,
I can assure you that I shall not be long.

Mr. Speaker, will you first allow me to
congratulate you upon your elevation from
the ranks to the first office of this House?
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Let me also congratulate the mover of the
motion (Hon. Mr. Paterson). In the part of
the country that I come from, if you know
anybody at all you know N. M. Paterson,
because you see his name well advertised all
over Manitoba, indeed from Western Ontario
to the borders of the Rocky Mountains, in
large letters which everybody can see.

I have not had the pleasure and honour of
meeting the seconder of the motion (Hon.
Mr. Blais), but I congratulate him also on
his speech. If a senator in his sophomore
term—following university custom, I am call-
ing myself a sophomore, as we are now
beginning the second Parliament since my
appointment to the Senate—if I may, in all
humility, say a word to a new member, it
would be this: I do not think he should
indulge in such laudatory references to the
two gentlemen whom he mentioned, because
I am one of those who are persuaded that
before the treaty of peace is signed a con-
siderable quantity of water will have run
under the bridge.

I am delighted, as I think all honourable
members are, at the clear thinking of the right
honourable leader of the Opposition in this
House (Right Hon. Mr. Meighen). Also,
we are always delighted to hear one who
seems to typify a gentleman of France speak
on behalf of the Government (Hon. Mr.
Dandurand). I do not know what a gentleman
of France is like, but from what I have read
in the pages of French history I think the
honourable gentleman would qualify for that
category.

I do not intend to discuss at this time the
late election. If I did, I might be able to
suggest—again in all humility—what was the
motive power behind the flood of votes in
one direction. Time alone will reveal the
inside story. I may be in a minority in the
view I am about to express, but I am per-
suaded that the avalanche of votes in favour
of the Government was not due to the cause
stated in the press, the desire to get on with
the war. When peace is restored Canada will
take stock of what the present Government
did in this great crisis, and at the next election
the people will deliver judgment.

In my opinion, the issue uppermost in the
mind of every thinking Canadian, whether
he dwell on the Prairies, on our Atlantic or
Pacific coast, or on the banks of the St.
Lawrence, is: What are we as a nation doing
to-day when the Hun is hammering at our
gates? Have we in the front lines in France
any men, any tanks, any aeroplanes to help
stay the German hordes and so protect Can-
ada? Some of us go so far as to picture the
day when we may have to rely on ‘the
American nation to the south for the preserva-

tion of our national life. It may be said that
I am pessimistic. Well, if a week ago any-
one had told us that in about a fortnight the
Hun would be at the Channel ports, we should
have regarded him as crazy. To-day the
people of Canada are worrying about what
this Parliament is doing to meet that menace,
and I am convinced that they will hold not
only the Government, but, worse luck, the
members of both Houses, responsible for any
failure to throw the full weight of Canada
into this momentous struggle.

The Government, according to the speech
which the honourable leader of the House
delivered to us yesterday, have planned for
a long war, a war in which finance and avia-
tion and other factors would play a great part.
That plan may become effective in 1941 or
1942 or 1943, but by that time the Hun may
be on the St. Lawrence river.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Will my honour-
able friend allow me to point out that he is
slightly in error in stating that the present
Government had planned for a three-year war
according to the schedule prepared for the
Commonwealth or British air plan. I may
tell him officially that that plan and schedule
came from Great Britain. We have gone
somewhat in advance of the schedule. My
honourable friend will therefore understand
that the plan visualizing a long war comes
from London.

Hon. Mr. HAIG: May I remind ' my hon-
ourable friend that in 1938 his Government
did not take dictation from London or from
any other source, and I am surprised at the
sudden change of front for the purpose of
evading responsibility. No, the Government
must take full responsibility and stand by
their programme for a long war. It makes no
difference what the British Government sug-
gested should be done.

In 1938 the Government of Canada refused
to accept certain suggestions of the British
Government, and that decision will be re-
viewed by future generations. This Govern-
ment must take full responsibility for the
present war plans, which apparently are based
on the probability of a long war. I should
like some member of the Government to tell
me when, under the air training scheme, we
shall be ready to send trained aviators to
France. I am credibly informed that the
Government have made arrangements with
the University of Manitoba for the use of
part of its buildings, but that they do not
desire to take them over until January, 1941.
This simply means that men who may be
trained there cannot be ready for active
service before September, 1941—a year and
three months from now. There is the very
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thing which is causing anxiety throughout
this country—the fact that the programme is
based upon a long war. The Government may
be right in this, but if the struggle be short
and adverse to the Allies, what would be the
use of planning for a long war?

When, about two years ago, the right
honourable leader of the Opposition (Right
Hon. Mr. Meighen) asked the honourable
leader of the Government about a request
from the British to the Canadian Government
for the establishment of air training schools
in this country, I listened very carefully to
the answers, and was convinced that some
communication along the lines mentioned had
come from the British Government. I received
confirmation of this when, in December last,
the right honourable Prime Minister addressed
the people of Canada over the radio. The
British Government desired at their own
expense to establish air training schools in
Canada pretty much according to the present
air training scheme ; but the Canadian Govern-
ment said: “No, that would be a surrender
of part of our sovereignty.” The decision, I
admit, rested with our Government, but the
facts should have been presented to the
country during the recent election. I go
further: the Government should, in May or
June of 1938, have disclosed their policy to
Parliament and to the country. I say to
honourable members that when the history
of our contribution to this war is recorded
the attitude taken by the Government on
that occasion will be strictly examined.

We have been told that Canada will spend
about $350,000,000 on the air scheme. I sug-
gest that the cost will be nearer $500,000,000
before the scheme is completed. Had this
Government complied with the request of the
British Government in 1938, the Imperial
authorities would have spent this money in
Canada. To-day where do we stand? Are we
depending on our own endeavours, or praying
nightly that the British and French armies
may stop the German forces? Everybody in this
country is down on his knees these nights pray-
ing that this shortage of aeroplanes and tanks,
equipment which we could have manufactured
in this country, may not be fatal to the Allied
cause. For the making of tanks the facilities
which we have in Canada are not equalled
by those of any country with similar industrial
development. In the city of Winnipeg we have
four large factories that could turn out these
monsters of war, and yet, after nine months’
hostilities,. not a single tank has been made
in this country. I may be too pro-British, as
perhaps the people in my province are, but I
was persuaded in 1938, yes, and I am con-
vinced now, that when the British Govern-
ment proposed the establishment of air
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training schools in Canada, the attitude taken
by our Administration lost us the opportunity
to build up in this country an aeroplane
industry which would have been second only
to that of the United States.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: We are doing it.

Hon, Mr. HAIG: Oh, no. How many
Canadian aeroplanes have we in Canada to-
day? None. Where are we buying aeroplanes?
In the United States. Machines from the
American factories are every day coming
across the line into our province. Where are
our Canadian tanks? We have none. Yet
in my city there are unemployed men looking
for jobs in local factories where tanks might
well be turned out.

This state of affairs makes our people
uneasy. I care nothing about the sovereignty
of Canada in such a crisis as we are facing
to-day. Our sovereignty is bound up with
the sovereignty of the other democratic
nations. I agree with the honourable gentle-
man who said that if the United States Govern-
ment asked us to allow their fleet to man-
oeuvre in Canadian waters we should say,
“Come and manoeuvre to your heart’s con-
tent.” When the British Government asked
for permission to establish air training schools
in this country our Government should have
granted the request immediately. We have
paid dearly for their refusal.

As honourable members will recall, in 1914
the ery was for men, more men, and still more
men. In this war, apparently, the cry is for
more and more tanks and aeroplanes as well
as for more men. I think the Government
should not say, “We are going to recruit a
Third Division,” for the TFirst Division went
over ill-equipped—

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Oh, no.

Hon. Mr. HAIG: I speak with some au-
thority on the point. My brother is in that
division, and I know how he was equipped.
The Second Division also is ill-equipped and
not ready for service in France. A Third
Division is now promised. I beseech the Gov-
ernment to take the people fully into their
confidence and tell the whole story. During
the late campaign the only speech from the
Government side that impressed me as con-
taining the absolute truth was that made by
the Hon. Minister of TFinance at Kingston.
This country can stand the truth. Just tell
us the facts and we shall reach our own con-
clusions. If you have no aeroplanes, no
tanks, no equipment in Canada, say so. Tell
us where we stand and we shall know what
to do. I pledge myself to support every
effective endeavour by the Government to
carry on this war. Labour leaders in Great
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Britain have in clear terms stated what is at
stake. Our people also—the fisherman, the
farmer, the artisan—know full well that the
future of everybody in this country is
wrapped up in this struggle. Let the Gov-
ernment so act that the people can feel they
are doing their full share to ensure victory.
This morning a young man came to me and
said, “Mr. Haig, what can I do to help in
this war?” He is 33 years of age, married,
and has a family. When I am at home
dozens of men, some a little older than the
one I saw to-day, ask me what they can do
to help with the war. I have had young men
ask me whether, through friendship with
somebody, I cannot get them into the Air
Service, but I have to tell them I am power-
less to assist them. A feeling is growing that
we are not up and doing, that we are merely
planning to accomplish something in the
future, not now. I plead with the honourable
leader opposite and his supporters in this
House to urge the Government to tell the
people of Canada what is being done towards
making our full contribution to the Allied
cause. He will never be able to convince me
by simply reading manuseript as he did yes-
terday, that a real worthwhile war endeavour
is being made. I would advise him to tell the
people in simple language what is actually
being accomplished. Tell them that we have
only one division in Britain, that it arrived
there with obsolete guns and without full
equipment, but that now it is fully equipped.
Tell them that a second division has been
formed and that a third division will be organ-
ized. The men should have been in training
for the last six months in order to be physic-
ally fit to carry on the work.

I feel very keenly on this subject. I think
our people want to do something to help, but
up to date they have lacked leadership. There
is no community of will between the Govern-
ment and the people. Some honourable gentle-
men may say, “Well, we got the votes of the
people.” I will not discuss that matter. I
could do so, and could tell my honourable
friends what the issues were; but that is of
no use to-day. We must pledge our support
to the Government. The Government must
trust the people, and if the Government do
so they will get a great response from all
parts of this great country.

Hon. F. B. BLACK: Honourable senators,
I have a profound conviction that the people
of Canada are not at present satisfied with
the efforts being made by this country in the
conduct of the war. I listened with a great
deal of interest and care to the remarks which
fell from the lips of the Prime Minister in
another place. He made an excellent speech
and told an excellent story, but, although I

was impressed with his sincerity, I was not
impressed with what his remarks conveyed to
me; and I am satisfied that the people of
Canada did not hear what they wanted to
hear, namely, that we were making a real
effort to do our share in this war. Before I
go on with the very brief address which I
intend to make, I wish to reiterate the congra-
tulatory remarks made with regard to our
Speaker, and the mover (Hon. Mr. Paterson)
and the seconder (Hon. Mr. Blais) of the
Address in reply to the Speech from the
Throne. I shall content myself with endors-
ing what has been said to them, for it is
useless at this time to repeat what others have
expressed much better than I could.

Yesterday I heard a remark by the honour-
able gentleman opposite (Hon. Mr. Dandurand)
in which he accused the leader on this side
of the House (Right Hon. Mr. Meighen) of
being an Imperialist. I fancy the leader of
this side is proud of the charge that he is an
Imperialist. All I have to say in this respect
is that up to the present time Canada has been
a part of the British Empire, and that every
good Canadian must be or ought to be an
Imperialist as long as Canada remains within
the boundaries of the Empire. It is all very
well in time of peace to boast of belonging
to the greatest Empire the world has ever
known, but if we do not back up that boast
in time of war, when the very life of the
Empire is assailed, we are not true Canadians
and should get out of the Empire. If we
were to do that, where should we go? Our
first line of defence is in the might of that
great Empire, and the living emblem of that
line of defence to-day is the British Navy.

It seems to me that a fair question for
the people of this country to ask is what we,
as legislators representing the people of this
country, have done towards performing our
part, first, in preparation for the war, and,
second, in action. After the speeches of the
right honourable leader on this side (Right
Hon. Mr. Meighen) and my honourable friend
who has just taken his seat (Hon. Mr. Haig)
I can scarcely discuss these matters without
repeating what they have said, but I would
call attention to a few things in regard to
which I think we have fallen down or have
failed to measure up to the required standard.

Two years ago I was told by a competent
authority that we had in Canada facilities for
making battleships. I questioned that state-
ment. I was then told that we in Canada
could build just as good submarines as can
be built in any other part of the world, and
could build minesweepers and light ecruisers,
and even moderately heavy cruisers. We have
the shipyards, the machinery, and the men
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ready and awaiting the opportunity to do the
work.

That being so, it is fair to ask what we have
done in that respect. We were told in the
speech of the Prime Minister that we had a
number of light vessels under construction,
but so far as I can ascertain by inquiry from
informed sources, not one light cruiser has
been constructed in Canada up to the present
time. Just now we are wanting two new
cruisers, and we have ordered them from
Great Britain at a time when she has all she
can do to replace her losses and keep her own
strength up to that measure which will be
required for the winning of the war.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Does the
honourable gentleman not mean destroyers?

Hon. Mr. BLACK: No; I mean destroyers
and cruisers. I was told that we had facilities
for the building of light cruisers in this
country.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: I was refer-
ring to the statement that they have been
ordered.

Hon. Mr. BLACK: Oh, yes.
for the correction.

If we had realized two years ago what the
situation was—and it was so plain that he
who ran might read—we could have laid down
some of these ships in our own shipyards and
they would now be ready for launching,
because two years is a sufficient length of
time for the building of cruisers, and we
should be in a much better position to assist
the Empire.

Every person in Canada who knows any-
thing about the manufacturing industries of
this country knows well that in proportion to
our population, our facilities for the building
of tanks are equal to the facilities of any
other country. The Canada Car Company
could build tanks; the manufacturers of loco-
motives could build them; the factories which
produce our tractors and other magnificent
farm machinery could build them. I am
informed by the heads of two or three com-
panies in Canada that they are able and eager
to build tanks. But as far as I can learn
not one tank has yet been produced in this
country. If I am wrong in this I should like
to be corrected. Such is the situation as I
understand it. The only reason that I could
get for this condition of affairs came from a
person who said that in connection with the
building of tanks there were certain patents
which were not available for use. Imagine
a statement of that kind being made in
Germany. Do you suppose that patents on
some particular feature of a piece of war
machinery would hold up manufacture in that
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I thank you

country? All I can say is that had I been
the Minister of Munitions and Supply I
should have built the tanks first and talked
about the patents afterwards. If we are going
to win the war, we have to adopt that
principle. Such formalities as patents may
be all right in time of peace, but in time of
war they should be cast aside. We should be
making tanks to-day, and we are not doing so.
We sent our First Division overseas without
any equipment of that kind, and we are going
to send the Second Division over in the same
condition. I doubt very much whether any
tanks or big guns will be built in this country
before the war is over.

When the war broke out, the ports of
Halifax and Saint John, and possibly the port
of Vancouver, did not have a big gun that
was worth a bawbee; and those they have
to-day were not built in this country. Yet
we can build big guns in Canada, and ought
to be building them. Furthermore, I have
been told that we have not yet built any
anti-aircraft guns in Canada. I hope this is
not so, but I fear it is.

Aeroplanes have been mentioned, and we
have heard a great deal about the scheme for
creating an air force in this country. I believe
the scheme which has been formulated is a
good one, but it needs speeding up. I wonder
if any honourable gentlemen have read an
article appearing in this morning’s Ottawa
Journal which mentioned something I know
to be a fact. Under the air training scheme
certain buildings were to be erected. As yet
they have not been built, and there is no
evidence of any real energy being put into
the project. I am told the same sort of
thing is characteristic of the whole scheme
throughout Canada. I am told further that
the original plans made for the buildings in
Ottawa, in the Maritimes and at other places,
including Vancouver, British Columbia, were
so defective that they have had to be com-
pletely rearranged. I could give particulars
of this, but as it might compromise someone
to do so, I shall refrain.

We have overseas at the present time one
flight squadron which, if I am correctly in-
formed, consists of sixteen planes and per-
sonnel. Where did those planes come from?
We did not build them. Another flight
squadron which is ready to go over comprises,
I understand, fourteen planes. Where did
those planes come from? We did not build
them in (Canada. When are we going to
start building planes in Canada? That is
what I want to know, and that is what the
people of Canada want to know. Lack of
information on such subjects is just one of
the many reasons why the people of Canada
to-day are not at ease. There is a disturbed
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feeling from coast to coast. No man who
looks can fail to see signs of that restiveness
which prevails among the people because they
feel that our legislators are not on the job.
Long ago we should have been producing
planes for our own flyers who are now in
Canada, and by this time we should have
been stepping up our production so as to be
able to help the British replace some of the
machines they lose.

Considerable comment has been made about
the election. Well, the people voted, as they
have a right to do, and I for one accept their
judgment. But, unfortunately, a large body
of Canadians apparently think one war was
won on the 26th day of March, and that now
it is not necessary to exert themselves over
the other war, which is raging in Europe.
With the mandate that they received at the
polls the Government should have come back
here full of vim and vigour, determined to do
their utmost. But if they have done their
utmost, the people of Canada do not believe
it. We have been and still are told that
everything possible is being done. My own
comment on that is, that a half-truth is often
worse than a lie, because it deceives more
generally and more insidiously than a lie does.
I repeat, the people of Canada believe that
the country’s utmost is not being done. So
strong is this feeling that it is being expressed
in almost every newspaper, regardless of its
political affiliation, throughout the land. Be-
fore our people will be convinced that Canada
is doing its utmost to help win the war, that
it is participating to the fullest possible extent
as a member of the Empire, the Government
will have to give a more effective demonstra-
tion of action than they have given up to the
present time.

I am quite aware that prior to the outbreak
of the conflict there was in Canada a very
strong sentiment in favour of keeping out of
war. I do not want to malign any particular
part of the country, but this sentiment was
said to have been pretty general in the
Middle West. To-day, however, those of our
people who a year ago would have held
up their hands in horror at the idea of send-
ing Canadians overseas to fight have a differ-
ent view. It reminds me of the old saying:

‘When the devil was sick, the devil a saint

would be;

‘When the devil got well, the devil a saint

was he. 1
I do not know whether the Government have
been in any way guided by the anti-war senti-
ment of the past, but if so it is time for them
to realize the change that has come about in
our people’s outlook. The Allied armies in
France are being driven back day by day,
hour by hour, minute by minute. Thank God,
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the report is a bit better to-day, but the
facts are about as bad as they could be. In
my opinion, the situation in Europe at present
is more serious than it was at any time be-
tween 1914 and 1918, and that is saying a
great deal.

I want to ask one question about production
of the Bren gun. I will not enter into any
controversy about the gun itself, which I am
told is an excellent weapon. Last session we
were informed in this House that a number
of these guns had already been produced in
Canada, and what I should like to know is
whether any of these Canadian-made guns
were sent overseas with our First Division.
If not, have any been sent over since to
equip the First Division? I asked that ques-
tion of the military authorities, but got no
answer. Whether the question was embarras-
sing or not, I had to draw my own inference.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Of course, I
have not the contract before me, but I am
under the impression that the date fixed for
the first delivery has not yet been reached.
In that impression I am corroborated by one
of my honourable friends who knows a little
more about the matter than I do.

Hon. Mr. BLACK: Then I should say the
contract is a very poor one. One would have
expected the contract to be speeded up when
the war began.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: The contract was
signed by Great Britain.

Hon. Mr. BLACK: The contract is being
performed in Canada, and it was up to this
Government to see that it was revised and
production speeded up.

I want to call attention to one more point
which I believe is considered important by
many of our people. We have in Canada a
large number of veterans of the last war. Many
of them are not nearly as old as I, or as
my honourable friend from Edmonton (Hon.
Mr. Griesbach), but I dare say that in case
of necessity both of us could still be of some
use in a war. Among the veterans there is a
large number of men in their forties, just in
the prime of life. Anyone who has been
in an army, and especially one who has
been through a war, even if only for a short
time, knows that an experienced soldier is
very useful. Not only has he a steadying in-
fluence upon the young men when they go
into the front line for the first time, but his
general experience, which can be obtained
only under fire, is invaluable. Every man
upon going into his first battle has a feeling
of uncertainty and dread, and suffers from
the thought that he is going into something
about which he knows nothing. But the man
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who has previously been under fire has a more
confident bearing. Now, I know it to be a
fact in New Brunswick and Nova Scotia that
a man who served overseas in the last war
is pretty well debarred from service in this
war. I say that is unfortunate.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Many of the
younger veterans have volunteered and been
accepted.

Hon. Mr. BLACK: They represent a very
small percentage, I will tell my honourable
friend. My point is that veterans of the
last war should be used to the utmost. Those
who are not physically fit to go overseas,
but still are comparatively young, should be
employed in Canada for home defence. They
should be appointed to every job for which a
soldier is required in this country, thereby
releasing for overseas service those younger
men whom we shall need for replacements
in our First Division, as well as for complet-
ing our Second Division, which is by no means
ready to go overseas yet, and for recruiting
the Third Division, which is in process of
being organized.

Honourable members, I do not desire to
take up more of your time. What I have
said expresses my own opinion, an opinion
which I am firmly convinced is shared by an
overwhelmingly large number of people
throughout Canada. I do ask the Govern-
ment to get on with the war and with prepara-
tions for continuing the war. It is high time
that we began in earnest the manufacture of
war materials here. Why are our factories
not turning ‘out big guns, aeroplanes, anti-
aircraft guns, anti-tank guns, and more muni-
tions of every kind? We have not yet touched
the fringe of our manufacturing possibilities.
And if it is necessary to reorganize the Gov-
ernment, do not be satisfied with merely
shifting a man from one Cabinet position to
another, unless you are sure he is the best
possible man for the job. Instead, go outside
the Government ranks and bring in the most
capable person that can be got. My reason
for making this suggestion is that the Govern-
ment do not seem to have put their shoulders
under the load, and they do not seem to be
pulling together as the country would like
to see them do. Continuation of present com-
plaints can be avoided only by prompt and
vigorous action on the part of the Govern-
ment. Unless such action is forthcoming, the
people will see to it that a new Government
is brought in to do the work as it should be
done.

The Address was adopted.
Hon. Mr. BLACK.

ORGANIZATION OF COMMITTEES

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Honourable
senators, I move that the Senate adjourn
during pleasure. That will give an oppor-
tunity for honourable members nominated by
the Committee of Selection to meet right away
and organize their respective committees.

The Senate adjourned during pleasure.

The sitting of the Senate was resumed.

DEPARTMENT OF NATIONAL DEFENCE
BILL

FIRST READING

A message was received from the House of
Commons with Bill 15, an Act to amend the
Department of National Defence Act.

The Bill was read the first time.

SECOND READING

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND, with the leave of
the Senate, moved the second reading of the
Bill.

He said: The purpose of this Bill is to
divide the work of the Department of National
Defence by the appointment of a Minister of
National Defence for Air to take charge of
that part of the work which has to do with
the air service. I think the proposed change
will be helpful to the Minister of National
Defence, for at the present time he has to
shoulder a very heavy burden.

In England the Government at first placed
the War Office, the Admiralty and the Ministry
of Air under a Minister of Defence, and later
under a Minister of Co-ordination to co-
ordinate those departments. I hope we shall
not have to follow that pyramidal policy, but
shall be satisfied to see how under this arrange-
ment the two Ministers discharge their duties.
This I hope they will do not only to the
satisfaction of the Commons, but of the
Senate as well.

Hon. Mr. GRIESBACH: Has there been
any suggestion that co-ordination may be
necessary? At the present time the senior air
officer is a member of the Defence Council,
on which he sits on terms of equality with the
Chief of the General Staff and the senior
naval officer, all being under the jurisdiction
of the Department of National Defence,
presided over by the Minister. Am I to
understand that with the creation of a new
Minister the senior air officer will withdraw
from the Defence Council, and the Air
Ministry will not carry on in co-ordination
with the Defence Council? Will the honour-
able leader inquire as to this?
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Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Yes. I take it
for granted that the Ministry for Air which
is to be created under this Bill will act
independently in all matters affecting the air
service, and there will be no other change in
the conditions which prevail to-day in the
Department of National Defence. The Min-
ister for Air will be able to draw upon the
pay, engineering and other sections, but they
will remain under the Minister of National
Defence. If any situation should arise which
called for prompt action in relation to those
various sections, and even the air service, the
Minister of National Defence would be
supreme; but for the carrying on of the work
of the air service he has as his associate a
Minister specially detailed for that service.
Otherwise, I think, nothing is changed.

Hon. Mr. GRIESBACH: That implies the
Minister for Air will be subordinate to the
Minister of National Defence.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I should not
like to use that expression. I term him an
associate.

Hon. Mr. GRIESBACH: Perhaps the hon-
ourable leader will inquire whether after the
creation of the proposed Air Ministry the
senior air officer will be withdrawn from the
Defence Council. I think he will.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I doubt it very
much.

Hon. Mr. GRIESBACH: I cannot see how
he can sit there after the creation of the
Air Ministry.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: It is a moot
question in the mind of my gallant friend.
In order to satisfy him I will get the informa-
tion independently of this Bill.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill was
read the second time.

THIRD READING

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND, with the leave
of the Senate, moved the third reading of
the Bill.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: It will be
observed in sections 2 and 3 that the proposed
change takes effect on the passing of some
regulation under the War Measures Act. Does
it mean that the creation of the Air Ministry
rests upon the continuance of the regulation
so passed, and therefore disappears with the
repeal of the regulation?

Hon, Mr. DANDURAND: That is, this
Bill replaces the regulation.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: No, it does
not.

95832—43

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: We could have
made the change by Order in Council, but
we are doing so by Act of Parliament.

Right Hon. Mr, MEIGHEN: That is so.
Parliament by this Bill authorizes the creation
of the new Ministry. But section 2 reads:

The said Act is further amended by insert-

ing therein, as section four A thereof, the
following section:—

4A. (1) When such a proclamation as is
first mentioned in section two of the War
Measures Act has been issued under the said
section, an additional Minister of National
Defence may be appointed. . . .
That is to say, the Government must first,
utilizing its powers under the War Measures
Act, pass an Order in Council, and when that
is passed an amendment is automatically
made to the Department of National Defence
Act, which amendment has the effect of
erecting a Department of Air. Is not the effect
this, that the Department of Air necessarily is
temporary, because the amendment to the
Act takes its root and being in a regulation
passed under the War Measures Act? And
does it not follow that upon the repeal of
that regulation the amendment disappears
and the Act stands as it did before, and there
is no longer a Department of Air Defence?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: The proposed
appointment of this Minister for Air is simply
for the duration of the war.

Right Hon. Mr, MEIGHEN: That is the
way it is done?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Yes.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill was
read the third time, and passed.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE SENATE

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Honourable
senators, I move that when the Senate ad-
journs this evening it do stand adjourned until
Monday, May 27, at 8 p.m.

The motion was agreed to.
The Senate adjourned during pleasure.

The sitting was resumed.

THE ROYAL ASSENT

The Hon. the SPEAKER informed the
Senate that he had received a communication
from the Assistant Secretary to the Governor
General informing him that the Honourable
Oswald Smith Crocket, acting as Deputy of
His Excellency the Administrator, would pro-
ceed to the Senate Chamber this day at 6 p.m.
for the purpose of giving the Royal Assent
to a certain Bill.

The Senate adjourned during pleasure,
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The Honourable Oswald Smith Crocket,
acting as Deputy Administrator, having come
and being seated at the foot of the Throne,
and the House of Commons having been
summoned, and being come with their
Speaker, the Honourable the Deputy Admin-
istrator was pleased to give the Royal Assent
to the following Bill:

An Act to amend the Department of National
Defence Act.

The House of Commons withdrew.

The Honourable the Deputy Administrator
was pleased to retire.

The sitting was resumed.

The Senate
May 27, at 8 pm.

adjourned wuntil Monday,

THE SENATE

Monday, May 27, 1940.

The Senate met at 8 p.m. the Speaker in
the Chair.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

GUN MANUFACTURE
NOTICE OF INQUIRY
On the notice by Hon. Mr. Griesbach:

That he will inquire of the Government:

1. How many completed Bren guns have been
turned out by the Inglis Company’s factory
in Toronto?

2. Where are they now, and to what use are
they being put?

3. Have fair quantities of the guns so pro-
duced been subjected to the test of continuous
fire?

4. If so, what is the report on the tests as
to continuous fire and interruptions thereof?

5. What are the name, rank and unit of the
component and responsible military officers
charged with the supervision of the above-
mentioned tests?

6. Do these tests, if any, disclose faulty tem-
pering of component parts or the necessity o
tempering component parts at varying tem-
peratures to provide uniform reaction to heat
when firing continuous practice?

Hon. Mr. GRIESBACH: Honourable
members, I desire to call attention to a couple
of errors in the fifth paragraph: “component”
should be “competent,” and “officers” should
be in the singular. I would ask that the
necessary amendments be made.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: There is no
need for a motion. All that is required is for
my honourable friend to amend his inquiry
accordingly.

Hon. Mr.
am doing.

The Hon. the SPEAKER.

BREN

GRIESBACH: That is all I

PRODUCTION OF MUNITIONS
NOTICE OF INQUIRY AND DISCUSSION

On the Orders of the Day:

Hon. THOMAS CANTLEY: Honourable
senators, on Wednesday of last week Hon.
C. D. Howe, Minister of Transport, made
some statements in another place with respect
to the production of munitions, to which I
desire to refer.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I doubt
whether, on the Orders of the Day being
called, my honourable friend can proceed
to discuss a statement made in the House
of Commons. He can give notice of a sub-
stantive motion and later discuss the matter.

Right Hon, Mr. MEIGHEN: The hon-
ourable member might give notice now and,
by consent, discuss his motion to-morrow.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: He may, with
the help of the Clerk of the Senate, or the
Law Clerk, draft the question which he
intends to put.

Hon. Mr. CANTLEY: With the leave of
the Senate, I shall discuss the matter
to-morrow.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Perhaps, on
behalf of the honourable senator from New
Glasgow (Hon. Mr. Cantley), I may give
notice that to-morrow he will make inquiry
as to shell production in Canada, and will
discuss that matter.

CANADA’S AIR SERVICE
NOTICE OF DISCUSSION

On the motion to adjourn:

Hon. Mr. McRAE: Honourable senators,
I should like to give notice that to-morrow
I shall discuss a question of national import-
ance, namely, the Air Service of Canada.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: My honour-
able friend, of course, will put his question in
writing.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: It is quite
impossible for us to give two days’ notice
unless we remain here pretty constantly
through the week, which means losing certain
days entirely. I suggest that the Senate
should unanimously agree to one day’s notice
for the discussion of any subject connected
with the war. Surely that is all that is needed.
I should think an hour’s notice would be
sufficient in these times.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I am not asking
for anything else.
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Hon. Mr. McRAE: Honourable senators,
in order to get my motion properly before
the House, I give notice that at the next sit-
ting of the House I shall call the attention of
honourable members to a question of national
importance, the Air Force of Canada. We
have all received a supplement on the Air
Force agreement between Great Britain,
Canada, Australia and New Zealand.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: The Common-
wealth agreement.

Hon. Mr. McRAE: The Commonwealth
agreement. I must say, however, it is not
very clear just what that agreement, carried
to its full extent, would mean. I intend, with
the consent of the House, to deal with this
matter at some length. I am sure that nothing
in my remarks will give information to the
enemy or be unduly critical of what has been
so far accomplished by the Government. It
seems to me that in this trying period, in
view of the catastrophe confronting ws, this
honourable House can do a great deal not
only to enlighten honourable senators, but
also to provide the country with information
that would allay much of the uneasiness
which, as we all must recognize, is very general
throughout Canada.

We must not deceive ourselves into the
belief that we should sit here like men who
are speechless, or that we have not a function
to perform. I should certainly feel embarrassed
if this honourable House were to adjourn from
time to time without discussing the great
emergency that lies before us. Our effort
should be constructive, and surely from among
the membership of this honourable body
there will arise some helpful suggestions. Rules
or no rules, I cannot see why there should be
any hesitancy in discussing issues which are
worrying our citizens almost into nervous
prostration. In my opinion, rules should not
prevent us from considering these things in a
proper manner. As the right honourable the
leader of the Opposition (Right Hon. Mr.
Meighen) has said, there is a simple way of
accomplishing what we desire. I do not wish
the honourable the leader of the House (Hon.
Mr, Dandurand) to feel that in my remarks
I shall transgress in any respect, or that the
matters I shall deal with will not be proper
subjects of discussion. Whether what I have
to say will be helpful to the Government I
do not know.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I hope so.

Hon. Mr. McRAE: I hope so too. There
are numerous subjects we ought to discuss,
such as the fifth column, home defence and
many other matters which are causing the

people of Canada considerable worry, much
of which, I believe, can be removed by the
application of the wealth of wisdom which
is to be found in this Chamber.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I should like to
tell my honourable friend that this Chamber
is entitled to obtain all the information the
House of Commons is entitled to receive.
The information may be a little slower in
coming to us, because I shall have to rely
for my information upon my colleagues in
the other Chamber. But any question that
can properly be raised in the other House
concerning the situation can be debated here.

THE SITUATION IN EUROPE
INQUIRY

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Before we
adjourn, is there any statement the honourable
leader of the House can make to us? I find
it impossible at this time to discuss matters
in the usual atmosphere, and I am wondering
if the leader of the House can give honourable
members any information regarding the
progress of the crucial conflict to which all
our minds are turned.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I am in hopes
of being able to make a statement to the
Senate to-morrow.

IMMIGRATION FROM BRITAIN
AND FRANCE

INQUIRY

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: May I refer
again to a suggestion I made last week, in an
inquiry I put to the Government, namely:
what is the Government’s attitude towards
welcoming to Canada from Britain or France
any people who desire to come here and who
can do so with the approval of their respective
governments? I am quite sure that in this
regard, unless a suggestion first came from
Canada, there would be no request from the
British authorities, or, for that matter, from
the French authorities. There certainly would
be none from the French except through the
British. Under the strain of the present hour,
if such a suggestion has not already been
offered, I would beg of the Government to
make known at once to the British Govern-
ment that arrangements will be made here
in some way to receive the people who are
able to come to our shores from those two
countries.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I know that
some little time ago the question was raised
somewhat informally of receiving children on
certain conditions from Finland, or Norway,
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or perhaps Denmark. Divers opinions were
expressed as to the wisdom of such action,
inasmuch as the children would, perforce, be
separated from their mothers and families.
I shall try to obtain the view of the Cabinet
before the House meets to-morrow at three
o’clock.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: The honour-
able leader has perhaps misunderstood me.
I am not referring to the general refugee
question at all, or to the children of Norway,
or Denmark, or Finland. I have in mind
only those people who may wish to come here
from Great Britain or from France and who
can do so with the approval of their respective
governments. I think our relationship with
Britain and France is distinctly different from
our relationship with any other country.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I meant refugees
from those countries. My right honourable
friend limits his question to refugees coming
from France and Britain.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: I do not
call them refugees. I refer to those people
who might desire to come here and who
would be permitted to do so by their govern-
ments.

As to the motion of which notice has
been given by the honourable senator from
Vancouver (Hon. Mr. McRae), I suggest that
the most general discussion of Canada’s war
effort should be permitted, and that all kinds
of suggestions as to what may be done now
should be allowed.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: My right honour-
able friend will understand that the ministers
in charge of the various activities of the
Government are not sitting in this Chamber,
and at the least I should expect to have some
indication of the questions to be raised under
various heads, so that I might bring correct
information regarding them before this House.

Right Hon, Mr. MEIGHEN: That is quite
reasonable. I know we cannot expect the
leader of the House to give detailed answers,
except on the most important phases, already
well known to all members of the Government,
But the discussion should proceed.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I refer especially
to technical questions.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Yes.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: In the speech
of Hon. Mr. Howe in the House of Commons,
in explanation of the activities of his depart-
ment, I have found a number of answers to
questions raised on which I had no special

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND.

technical information. I think these answers
would be of interest to the honourable senator
from Westmorland (Hon. Mr. Black) and the
honourable senator from Winnipeg (Hon. Mr.
Haig).

The Senate adjourned until to-morrow at
3 pm.

THE SENATE

Tuesday, May 28, 1940.

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

Prayers and routine proceedings.

CANADA’S AIR SERVICE
NOTICE WITHDRAWN

Hon. Mr. McRAE: Honourable senators,
last evening I gave notice that I would call the
attention of the House to a matter of national
importance, the Air Service of Canada.
Developments in the interval would appear
to make this unwise, and I have neither the
spirit nor the heart to initiate discussion on
such a matter at this moment. I therefore
ask honourable members to consent to my
withdrawal of the notice.

While I am on my feet I would suggest to
the honourable leader of the House (Hon.
Mr. Dandurand) that at some early date we
might have a meeting of senators, behind closed
doors, for the purpose of receiving a little
more detailed information than we now have
as to the situation confronting the country.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I may inform
my honourable friend that I had it in mind
we could have a meeting of senators in one
of our committee rooms, and the Ministers in
charge of the departments concerned might be
asked to attend for the purpose of giving us
the required details. In that way honourable
members would get information at first hand.
If the idea is agreeable to my right honour-
able friend (Right Hon. Mr. Meighen) and
his colleagues, I shall gladly pursue it.

Hon. Mr. CALDER: That would be a con-
fidential meeting?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I do not know
whether or not it would be confidential. My
idea was simply that Cabinet Ministers who
have responsibility for the war work could
attend such a meeting and give honourable
members all the information that members of
the other House can obtain through answers
to questions, or more than that, if desired.

The notice was withdrawn.
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THE SITUATION IN EUROPE
DISCUSSION

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: I understand
the leader of the Government (Hon. Mr.
Dandurand) has asked that there be no dis-
cussion to-day on the matter uppermost in all
our minds. Is it the intention of the Govern-
ment that we sit to-morrow?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: My right hon-
ourable friend was not, I think, present at the
opening of the House. As a matter of fact,
I did not initiate that suggestion; it came
from my honourable friend from Vancouver
(Hon. Mr. McRae).

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN :
and heard what he said.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: He said he
thought that this was not a propitious moment
to enter into a debate which would perhaps
be contentious, and he asked leave to with-
draw his notice. I thought that probably we
should be sitting to-morrow. I intend, when
we reach the Orders of the Day, as there is
no further business before us, to move that
the Senate adjourn during pleasure, because
about half-past four we may receive a Supply
Bill for a vote of one-sixth of the annual

supply.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: But there is
no reason why questions and motions may not
be placed before the Senate in the ordinary
way now. 1 believe the honourable senator
from Edmonton .(Hon. Mr. Griesbach) is
about to give notice of an inquiry. I should
not like to encourage any spirit of schism or
even embarrassment at this time, but I do not
think this is the time to abandon ‘our func-
tions. If we are to meet again at half-past
four in order to vote supply, the Bill fore-
shadowed can then be made the occasion of
such discussion as honourable members feel
would be useful and appropriate at this hour.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I did not sug-
gest to the honourable gentleman from
Edmonton that he withdraw or suspend his
inquiry. I merely asked that it stand, as I
had not the answer before me.

Hon. Mr. GRIESBACH: That is all right;
but I have another inquiry.

While I am on my feet I may say that I do
not share the gloom and downheartedness of
many of the persons whom I have met to-day.
I have great faith that in the end everything
will come out all right.

Some Hon. SENATORS: Hear, hear.

I was here

Hon. Mr. GRIESBACH: This is no time
for members of the Government to lose their
grip and to run around as distracted as
chickens with their heads off, seeking help
from outside sources. We have within our
own country the men and the material to
build up an adequate defence if we undertake
it along the proper lines. What is needed
now is to put some buck under the tails of
members of the Government, and that I shall
be pleased to do out of the plenitude of it
that I myself have at the present moment.
I believe the French army has a strong and
powerful attack still to deliver from the region
of the Maginot line; I believe the British
army should not be moved out of Belgium,
but should be reinforced there; and I believe
that in the end it will be found that Germany
has shot her bolt and that we shall win the
war.

Some Hon. SENATORS: Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. GRIESBACH: But now is the
time to keep our heads up and our tails over
our backs rather than between our legs.

Right Hon, Mr. MEIGHEN: Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. GRIESBACH: In order to
sweeten everybody, I desire to give notice,
for Friday next, of the following inquiry:

1. Has the Government of Canada, either on
its own behalf or for the British Government,
let contracts in Canada for the manufacture in
Canada of:

. machine guns?

. 3-inch mortars?

. smaller mortars?

. revolvers?

pistols?

rifles?

. 25-pounder gun howitzers?

. other calibres of guns?

anti-aircraft guns?

. anti-tank guns?

. If so, will the Government identify said
contracts in the books recording the activities
of the Defence Purchasing Board and the War
Supply Board?

That is, will the Government in answering
this question give the pages in its books where
these contracts are set out?

3. In what quantities or numbers have such
contracts been let, and how many of such
articles above enumerated have been completed
and issued?

4. Has the Government of Canada, either on
its own behalf or for the British Government,
let contracts in Canada for the manufacture
in Canada of:

. heavy tanks?

medium tanks?

. light tanks?

. Bren gun carriers?

. tractors or dragons?

lorries or trucks of patterns standardized
with those in use in the British Army?
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5. What is being done in the manufacture of
ammunition?
a. -303 calibre?
b. revolver ammunition?
c. -50 calibre ammunition?
d. ammunition for field guns
calibres?

CANADIAN ACTIVE SERVICE FORCE—
DIVISION AND CORPS TROOPS

ORDER FOR RETURN

Hon. Mr. TANNER moved:

That an Order of the House do issue for a
return showing:

1. The establishment in personnel of a
division of the Canadian Active Service Force.

2. The establishment in personnel of the
extra troops known as “corps troops” for a
Canadian corps.

3. The number of officers and other ranks in
the units which constitute: (a) a division of
the Canadian Active Service Force; (b) the
extra troops known as “corps troops.”

of various

The motion was agreed to.

THE SITUATION IN EUROPE
DISCUSSION
On the Orders of the Day:

Hon. J. A. CALDER: Honourable members,
I have a suggestion to offer. We all, I am
sure, realize the situation at the present time.
As to that, I may say that I thoroughly agree
with the remarks that have fallen from the
lips of the honourable senator from Edmonton
(Hon. Mr. Griesbach). This is no time to
be downhearted.

Some Hon. SENATORS: Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. CALDER: I can well remember
the feeling that existed in London in 1918,
particularly in official quarters. At that time,
as I have often said, the only man I met
who had a smile on his face was Lloyd
George. He never lost his belief that in the
end the Allies would win. When I passed
over to France and for many days mingled
with the soldiers there, I met not a single
man who was downhearted in any degree.
This was in absolute contrast to the situation
which existed in official quarters in London.
When I left the shores of England defeat
was in sight—well in sight; the Germans had
broken through again and had crossed the
Marne; but within three weeks Foch said,
“Now we have got them,” and he struck,
and there was no doubt about the result.

War is a tremendous game. Little successes
do not count for much. What really counts
is the strength to meet a situation that arises
out of the application of what I suppose you
would call the science of strategy. In 1918
Foch saw his chance and took it, and within

Hon. Mr. GRIESBACH.

a matter of two weeks the Allied drive was
on and was succeeding.

However, I rose to make a suggestion.
This is probably not the time to urge it,
and I shall not do so. I am sure the Govern-
ment to-day have information that members
of Parliament cannot possibly have. In Great
Britain already two secret sessions of Parlia-
ment have been held, at which there must
have been very frank discussion and many
helpful suggestions. In France a private
session was held for two days; all the members
were called in, and hour after hour they
were made thoroughly acquainted with the
situation. Now, I would ask members of
both Houses of this Parliament what knowl-
edge we have of the situation—what practical
information we possess—and I suggest that
the leader of the House confer with his
colleagues to see if an appropriate time cannot
be arranged for members of Parliament to get
some real knowledge of the true situation
and of what is occurring. I think that would
be helpful to us all. Nobody desires to play
politics in this matter, and no one should
have the slightest desire to embarrass the
Government now. But for goodness sake let
us know, as far as can be told, what the
situation is.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: My honourable
friend’s suggestion will be very sympathetically
conveyed by me to my colleagues. At the
present time the situation is somewhat difficult
and we are working on important problems,
but with stout hearts. I should be happy to
see that there is given to the Senate, or, if
necessary, to a Senate committee, whatever
information can be imparted to members of
both Houses.

The Senate adjourned during pleasure.

The sitting of the Senate was resumed.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Honourable sen-
ators, it is unlikely that the interim Supply Bill
will reach us this afternoon. 1 would therefore
suggest that His Honour the Speaker call it
six o’clock, with the understanding that we shall
meet this evening at 8.30.

At 6 o’clock the Senate took recess.

The Senate resume at 8 p.m.

APPROPRIATION BILL NO. 1
FIRST READING

A message was received from the House of
Commons with Bill 21, an Act for granting to
His Majesty certain sums of money for the
public service of the financial year ending the
31st March, 1941.

The Bill was read the first time.




SECOND READING

Hon. RAOUL DANDURAND moved the
second reading of the Bill.

He said: Honourable senators, this is the
customary Bill which is presented to us yearly,
generally after the 1st of April, in order that
the affairs of state may be carried on.

In virtue of clause 2 a request is made to
Parliament for the vote of—
a sum not exceeding in the whole $41,455,066.47
towards defraying the several charges and
expenses of the public service, from April 1,
1940, to March 31, 1941, not otherwise pro-
vided for, and being one-sixth of the amount
of each of the several items to be voted, set
forth in the estimates for the fiscal year ending
March 31, 1941, as laid before the House of
Commons at the present session of Parliament.

As my honourable friends are aware, although
the total expenditure is $448,055,804.63, the
expenditure which must be voted yearly is
limited to the sum of $248,274.210.79. A sixth
of that is asked for under clause 2.

Under clause 3 there is an additional interim
vote of $2,318,646.13 towards defraying certain
charges and expenses of the public service
from April 1, 1940, to March 31, 1941, being
one-twelfth of the amount set forth in
Schedule A.

The fourth clause asks for an additional
interim vote of $507,316.67, on certain items.

Hon. Mr. HAIG: Honourable gentlemen,
we on this side of the House have no copies
of the Bill, and cannot follow the references.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: My honourable
friend has—

Hon. Mr. HAIG: No, I have not.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I see that my
honourable friend now has a copy. I was
going to say that according to practice and
custom he would have to confide in and
follow his leader. Honourable members on
this side of the House must rely on the state-
ments which I now read, because the Bill
just passed the House of Commons at six
o’clock. It might be otherwise, but it is the
general practice to accept the statement of the
leader of the Government, under the control
—I was going to use a French expression,
which also may be English—under the
surveillance of my right honourable friend.

An additional interim vote of $5,543,071 is
asked for 1940-1941 on certain items. This
covers four months of the year. The reason
for this treatment is that the item represents
sums which are seasonal, and which must be
paid out early in the fiscal year. This is
under Schedule C.
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The amount granted under Schedule B,
$507,316.67, is one-sixth of the amount of the
items and represents sums that must be
spent by the Department of Agriculture during
the period covered. The schedule provides
for compensation for animals slaughtered,
$543,900, and for the Prairie Farm Rehabilita-
tion Act, $2,500,000. This second item relates
to rehabilitation mostly in Saskatchewan and
Alberta, and includes irrigation schemes to
permit of corrals for the animals in certain
regions.

Schedule C is based on the main estimates.
The amount granted is $5,543,071.67, “being
one-third of the amount of each item in the
said estimates as contained in this schedule.”
The total amounts to be voted include $65,000
for grants to fairs and exhibitions. I had
thought all grants to fairs had been eliminated.
These must be grants already made, which
must be met. For salaries and expenses of
the office of the Chief Electoral Officer there
is a total of $18,665. Under Justice there
is an annual contribution of $500 to the
Canadian Law Library. Under Mines and
Resources there is an item of $1,144215 for
National Parks and Historic Sites. For
Surveys and Engineering Branch the vote is
88,000. For National Parks there is $171,125;
for Historic Sites $500, and for Forest Con-
servation $40,000. Under Indian Affairs there
is a sum of $146,210 to provide for the
completion, equipment and furnishings of
Indian residential day schools, which must
be carried on during the summer. For canal
improvements there is a sum of $35,000. I
am happy to see that all that is asked for the
Canadian National Railways’ deficit is $15,000,-

000. I hope they will have a surplus next
year.
Right Hon. ARTHUR MEIGHEN: I

hasten to explain to the honourable leader
that members on this side of the House do
not at all depend upon my judgment or
capacity for review of this Bill. They have
independent minds and are of course entitled
to receive a copy of the measure, so as to be
able to come to their own conclusions.

As to my honourable friend’s last remark,
that he hoped the Canadian National would
have a surplus next year, I am afraid the
implication is something he did not intend.
The reason for the current reduction in deficit
is the war. I hope and pray the same reason
will not prevail next year.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: But the Cana-
dian National may carry on under acquired
momentum.,

REVISED EDITION
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Right Hon, Mr. MEIGHEN : I see they are
carrying on construction of the Montreal
terminals.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I hope my
right honourable friend and I may visit that
undertaking together and see what it means.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN : I see what it
means here. I do not think any Government
can ever mention the word “economy” while
engaged in that construction.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Well, we have
crossed swords on that question.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: But the Bill
is still in front of us.

I notice the steady growth of the Depart-
ment of External Affairs’ expenses in respect
of representation abroad. In my judgment
these, in the main, are just moneys we are
paying out for our vanity. We had to
assume all the trappings and the suits of
nationhood, no matter whether we had any
of the real essence of nationhood, and so we
are running up this annual account, which
this year totals $626.575.

Hon., Mr. GRIESBACH: Our Belgian and
Netherlands offices have been discontinued, of
course.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN : According to
the figures in front of me, our representation
abroad now costs about three-quarters as much
as the legislative branches of the Government
of Canada. Really, it is absurd.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Where are these
figures?

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Schedule A,
page 3 of the Bill.

I know that our representation abroad was
begun when we sent a Minister to Washing-
ton—without any enthusiastic cheers from
me. But in the meantime the scheme has
grown until it nearly encircles the globe.

What will our Minister to Australia, for
instance, find to do? We have some trade
with that country, and we certainly ought to
increase its volume if we can. But, so far as
I could observe, our trade representatives there
were none too busy: I could not see any sign
of overwork on their part. In fact, good as
they were, and eager to do their part, they
seemed to me to be rather lacking in reasons
for industry. Yet we had to increase our
representation by establishing a full-fledged
ministry in Australia, We did the same, I
think, in New Zealand. I have no objection to
the man sent to Australia. Up to now he has
been one who liked work, and how he is going
to live under the conditions he will find in

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND.

his new post I do not know. In my judgment
it is utterly absurd to keep multiplying these
representatives abroad.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I see my right
honourable friend hesitates to admit that our
representatives abroad may do useful work.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Have we im-
proved our relationship with Japan?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: My right
honourable friend should know that there
is such a thing as intimate correspondence
between governments, and that it can be
carried on only through those who are in
contact with the governments to which they
are accredited.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: We got along
perfectly well before.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Perhaps my right
honourable friend or his party would not
have carried the elections in 1930 if the
Government of Canada had had representa-
tives in New Zealand to protect this country
from the avalanche of New Zealand butter.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: That is what
they are for, are they, to prevent exports to
Canada?

An Hon. SENATOR: Without adequate
imports.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: It would perhaps
have hampered that movement of butter at
that time. But my right honourable friend,
who was born a free-trader and grew up in
the West as a free-trader, knows thoroughly
well that you cannot expect to sell if you
do not buy.

Hon. Mr. GRIESBACH: This is, I think,
the first time that a Bill of this sort has
contained such schedules, is it not?

Hon., Mr. DANDURAND: No.

Hon. Mr. GRIESBACH:
carried such schedules?

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Oh, yes.

Hon. Mr. GRIESBACH: I had not noticed
it before. What puzzles me is the absence
of any reference to war expenditure. Are
any certificates to be attached to the Bill with
respect to war expenditure, which must have
been made and is still continuing?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: If my honour-
able friend will be patient for twenty-four
hours, he will see a Bill that deals with war
expenditure.

It has always
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Hon. Mr. GRIESBACH: That is the reason
why I am asking. I have heard something
of the discussion in the other House, and I
was wondering whether there would be another
Bill, or whether all the expenditure was covered
in this measure.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: The other Bill
will probably come to us to-morrow.

The motion was agreed to, and thé Bill was
read the second time.

THIRD READING

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND moved the third
reading of the Bill.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was read the third time, and passed.

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

THE SENATE

Wednesday, May 29, 1940.

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

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE ROYAL ASSENT

The Hon. the SPEAKER informed the
Senate that he had received a communication
from the Secretary of the Administrator
informing him that the Honourable Oswald
Smith Crocket, acting as Deputy of His
Excellency the Administrator, would proceed
to the Senate Chamber this day at 5.30 p.m.
for the purpose of giving the Royal Assent to
certain Bills.

CANADA GRAIN BILL

FIRST READING

A message was received from the House of
Commons with Bill No. 7, an Act to amend
the Canada Grain Act.

The Bill was read the first time.

DAIRY INDUSTRY BILL
FIRST READING

A message was received from the House of
Commons with Bill No. 13, an Act to amend
the Dairy Industry Act.

The Bill was read the first time.
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PRIVATE BILL
FIRST READING

Bill B, an Act to incorporate Pool Insurance.
—Hon. Mr. Haig.

SECOND READING POSTPONED

Hon. JOHN T. HAIG: Honourable senators,
I should like to have the House consent to
the second reading of this Bill to-day. It is
a standard Bill, and complies with the Cana-
dian and British Insurance Companies Act,
except that the stock, instead of being under
the names of the directors, will be owned by
the constituting pool. The Superintendent of
Insurance has approved of the Bill with the
exception of that provision.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND:
company?

Hon. Mr. HAIG: No, sir; it is incorporated
in Manitoba and insures the grain of the pool.
The new Bill covers the pools of Alberta,
Saskatchewan and Manitoba. The directors
are the president, the vice-president, the
secretary and the treasurer in each province.
As operations are being carried on in the
three provinces, it is deemed better to have
Dominion incorporation.

Hon. Mr. EULER: Has the Bill the
approval of the Superintendent of Insurance?

Hon. Mr. HAIG: Yes, it has. The solicitor
from Regina who asked me to introduce the
Bill informed me to that effect, and I took
the trouble to see the Superintendent of
Insurance for myself.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: I understand
that it complies with the Insurance Act in all
respects except that it deals with the owner-
ship of stock by the directors. The stock in
this case, instead of being owned by the
directors, as provided by the Insurance Act,
is really owned by the pool.

Hon. Mr. HAIG: Correct.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: That is an
important divergence, but in my opinion it
has much merit. I think our present Insurance
Act needs amendment in that respect. In the
Insurance Act we provide that directors must
hold, in their own right, quite a large amount
of stock. This sounds well, but what is the
practical result? If a company like this one
is formed by an organization which has busi-
ness for it to do, the directors have to buy
the stock. Why should they have to do that?
The stock may not be worth par or near it.
They must hold it in their own right, and
cannot hold it as proxies for the owners.
Five directors own, let us say, $10,000 worth

Is it a new
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out of $1,000,000 of stock. The result is that
directors having an investment of $10,000 run
a company into which the real owners have
put $1,000,000, and whatever the directors want
done they tell those real owners to do. All
sorts of devices have to be resorted to in
getting around the law as it is to-day. Under
the present law a company, owned by per-
haps 5,000 persons throughout the Dominion,
may itself own an insurance company, but
it cannot run that insurance company; it
must put in directors, who themselves are
required to purchase stock, and they then run
the insurance company and are able to snap
their fingers at the real owners. I favour
the Bill all the more because of its divergence
from the Act as it now stands.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I quite realize
that my right honourable friend would feel the
need for an amendment to the Insurance Act.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: I certainly
do.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Within the last
two or three years my right honourable friend
and I tried to find some means whereby the
company could function in spite of the letter
of the law, and we concluded that this was
not possible; that a bill would have to be
passed to permit the company to operate.

I may say that in the Senate, at the begin-
ning of a session, it is unusual to move second
reading of a bill the very day the bill is
presented. If my honourable friend from Win-
nipeg South-Centre (Hon. Mr. Haig) can give
a special reason for changing our procedure
in this case, the House may agree to his
suggestion.

Hon. Mr. HAIG: The reason I desire to
move second reading to-day, honourable sena-
tors, is that I feared I could not be here on
Tuesday next. And I wanted to move second
reading myself so as to explain the divergence
from the Act with respect to stock owner-
ship.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Then the motion
for second reading could stand until Tuesday
next, when, I am sure, someone else will make
the motion for my honourable friend.

Hon. Mr. HAIG: I am agreeable to that.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: So the Bill is
given only first reading to-day.

PRIVATE BILL
FIRST READING
Bill C, an Act to incorporate The Stan-

stead and Sherbrooke Insurance Company.—
Hon. Mr. Howard.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN.

PRODUCTION OF MUNITIONS
DISCUSSION

Hon. THOMAS CANTLEY rose in accord-
ance with the following notice:

That he will call attention to the production
of munitions in Canada.

He said: Honourable senators, on Wednes-
day of last week a statement was made in a
very important place, by a high-ranking public
man, on the subject of munitions, to which
I desire to refer. Among other things he said:

Eight Canadian plants are at present engaged
in the manufacture of 2,250,000 shells, and in
a few days an additional 2,250,000 shell order
will be placed, and within a few days twelve

or more Canadian firms will be engaged in the
manufacture of 4,500,000 shells.

He went on to say, by way of comparison,
that in the seventeenth month of the Great
War Canadians shipped to England 5,380,000
shells—a very excellent record at that time—
and that up to the present he had placed orders
for about the same quantity, and this would
mean that if they were completed in a similar
period the output would equal our deliveries
in the last war.

May I now refer to some facts in connection
with shell manufacturing in Canada? Shortly
after the outbreak of the Great War, when
Major-General Sir Sam Hughes, Minister of
Militia for Canada, was superintending train-
ing at Valcartier, he wired me to meet him
there; which I did, accompanied by the late
Sir Alex. Bertram and George W. Watts, of
Toronto. He then informed us that the
British Government were desirous of obtain-
ing 200,000 shells from Canada, and stipulated
these were to be made of acid steel. I informed
him that no acid steel was made in Canada,
and that I was satisfied basic steel was equally
suitable for the manufacture of shells, either
high explosive or shrapnel, and that all German
shells were manufactured of basic steel.

I at once wired the Nova Scotia Steel Com-
pany, New Glasgow, to prepare a charge of
suitable steel. This was done and reduced to
three-inch bullets, which I at once expressed to
the Dominion Arsenal at Quebec. The arsenal
was then under the control of Lieutenant
Lafferty and was turning out about 200
18-pounder shells a day. The blocks were
forged into 18-pounder shells. Test pieces
taken from the side walls were subjected to the
usual ordnance tests, and all passed satisfac-
torily. Then we were ordered to make the
200,000 shells. Later we made in all, at the
New Glasgow works of the Nova Scotia Com-
pany of which I was then in control, 25,000,000
shells, and finished about ten per cent of these
forgings, including 18-pounder, 4, 5, 6, 8, 9 and
12-inch. We were the only people in the
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British Empire, outside of the two big arma-
ment firms in Great Britain, who ever produced
a 12-inch shell. This shell, in the rough,
weighed nearly a ton and stood about four
feet high. We also shipped a considerable
tonnage of shell steel to Great Britain.

In the public statement to which I have
referred, the speaker went on to say that if
there are other factories in the Maritimes
capable of doing this work, the doors of the
Department of Munitions and Supply are wide
open to them, and he would be glad to help
them place themselves in a position to manu-
facture the type of equipment that is going.
With reference to this I may state that the
works of the Nova Scotia Steel Company,
New Glasgow, are equipped now, as they were
during the last war, to supply large quantities
of all types of shells, but so far not a single
order has been placed there. New Glasgow
is within one hundred miles of Halifax, where
a protected convoy of shipping is leaving every
week for the other side. I am told that cast
steel shells, not forged shells, are now called
for. If that is so, two concerns in New Glas-
gow could provide them. Why orders for
munitions have not been placed with the New
Glasgow companies I fail to understand, and
an explanation of the prevailing attitude or
lack of action is, I submit, due from those in
authority, and should be given promptly.

Hon. RAOUL DANDURAND: I should
like to repeat the information given in another
place, that the reason why shells have not been
manufactured in as large a quantity as our
manufacturers could have turned them out is
that no orders came from Great Britain. I
am not prepared to say that orders will not
be forthcoming, and I am quite sure that, if
they are, Nova Scotia will not be neglected.

Hon. C. E. TANNER: Honourable mem-
bers, so far as I know, there is on this side
of the House, and, I presume, also on the other
side, only one desire in our hearts and minds,
and that is to be of service in furthering
our war effort. But in order to be of service
we must know what is and what is not going
on. A few weeks ago, from his seat in the
British House of Commons, Mr. Lloyd George
said that the last war was won by criticism;
meaning, I presume, that the ecriticism
of the Asquith Government, which resulted
in the establishment of a National Union
Government, was the prime cause of the Allied
victory. I think everybody who has read
the history of those days is familiar with the
fact that Mr. Asquith was one of the most
highly cultured men in English public life,
but as a war Minister he was a total failure,
and it was not until a man of wider knowledge,
better judgment and outstanding vigour

became Prime Minister that the situation in
England was cleared up.

My honourable friend from New Glasgow
(Hon. Mr. Cantley) has been modest indeed
about his firm’s contribution to Canada’s shell
production during the last war. As I recall
the facts, the Nova Scotia Steel and Coal
Company, which at great expense provided
its own machinery, produced millions of shells.
It seems to me that in contrast with what
was done then, all the talk about eight
factories somewhere or other in this province
being under a stupendous strain to produce
2,000,000 shells is almost a joke. At the rate
of rapid fire in action at the front these
shells would last, I suppose, about two days.
But, it must be borne in mind, they are not
nearly completed yet, notwithstanding that
some of the contracts have been under way
since 1937.

Although the Nova Scotia Steel and Coal
Company has a magnificent plant under
capable management all ready to undertake
shell production, what does the Government
do? Tt goes down to Montreal and picks
up a building contractor—the man who built
the post office here—and gives him a contract
to make shells. It outfits his plant, provides
him with everything necessary for the pro-
duction of shells, pays his rent, his interest,
his taxes, his insurance, pays for his telephone,
his light, his water—in short, everything down
to the shovelling of snow off the sidings at
his plant. I pointed out these facts last
session.

Personally, I am getting heartily sick and
tired of reading excuses. I read the state-
ments of the Minister of Transport, I listen
to the radio, I read the newspapers. To-day
the newspapers are full of excuses by Cabinet
Ministers excusing this, that, and the other
thing, and offering these excuses on the ground,
if you please, that we in this country are
apparently, in their judgment, a lot of morons.
If we are to believe what these Ministers tell
us, we cannot make implements of war, we
cannot make munitions—the devil only knows
what we can do, unless it be to make gun
fodder of ourselves. I repeat, I am sick and
tired of hearing excuses all the time. Take
the statement made by the honourable Minister
of Transport not very long since: fifty per
cent of it consists of excuses. What do we
find to-day? The Minister of National Defence
issues a long rigmarole of excuses about the
manufacture of tanks. He says they are not
wanted in England. Well, what did I hear on
the radio at noon to-day? A Cabinet Minister
in London, England, calling for tanks, more
tanks, and still more tanks. And yet this
Minister of National Defence tells us they
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do not want tanks over there. “We cannot
make tanks, anyway,” says Mr. Howe.

Hon. Mr. CANTLEY: Why not?

Hon. Mr. TANNER: Honourable members,
I do not believe that statement at all. I
am one of those who believe that so far as
fighting is concerned, a Canadian soldier is
as good as any soldier in the world, and
better than many.

Some Hon. SENATORS: Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. TANNER: In my opinion our
Canadian seaman takes rank below no one in
the world ; the Canadian aviator is as good as
any man who ever went up into the air; and
the Canadian mechanic or engineer can stand
up beside his rival in any nation. The Cana-
dian mechanic can make anything. Indeed,
there is not one thing needed in this war that
he cannot make. Yet it has been dinned into
our ears by Mr. Howe and by other members
of the Government that Canadian factories
cannot make this and cannot make that. We
are told it is necessary to go to the United
States or some other place to get war imple-
ments. Well, honourable members, if I were
a betting man, I would bet $100 to $1 that,
so far as the United States is concerned, it is
very likely that the men who are doing very
fine work there, and whom the Minister of
Transport admires so much, are Canadians
or the sons of Canadians.

Hon, Mr. CANTLEY: Bluenoses.

Hon. Mr. TANNER: Yes. I warrant that
Canadians and the sons of Canadians are doing
over there the very work that we are told
cannot be done in Canada. I protest as
vigorously as I can against this state of affairs.

The honourable Minister of National
Defence, I think it was, said something yester-
day to the effect that we should not ask
questions or say things that might depress the
people. The people of Canada are not de-
pressed; they are indignant. They are indig-
nant because there is so little being done.
The people who are depressed are the mem-
bers of the Government, and they have good
reason to be depressed.

Hon, Mr. DANDURAND: My honourable
friend is now on the stump, and thinks the
elections are not over.

Some Hon. SENATORS: Oh, oh.

Hon, Mr. TANNER: We do not want them
to be depressed; we want them to get to work
and accomplish something. I never had any
opinion about the elections but that they
were a criminal waste of time. While Hitler
was sharpening his swords and getting his
guns and his tanks ready, we were frittering

Hon. Mr. TANNER.

away three or four months in running elections
that were not at all necessary. Then there
was the aftermath—the holidays spent down
in Virginia while Mr. Hitler was putting on
the finishing touches. Here we are, with not
a Canadian at the fighting front.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: My honourable
friend knows why the Canadian Division is
not at the front. That is because the War
Office has not desired it to be.

Hon. Mr. TANNER: That is another thing.
I am sick and tired of the excuse that the
War Office has said so and so. Bring the
War Office statements down here and let us
read them. I do not believe the excuses.

Some Hon. SENATORS: Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. TANNER: That is not the proper
attitude for Canada. The attitude for Canada
to take is not to wait until we are asked to
do something, but to do it and keep on doing
it. We should not wait until we are kicked in
the backside and told to get ahead.

Some Hon. SENATORS: Order!

Hon. Mr. TANNER: We do not want to
do that.

Hon. Mr. LITTLE: That is on a par with
the rest of your speech.

Hon. Mr. TANNER: We want to get
ahead. The three months spent on elections
were a waste of time that should have been
devoted to the work that has now begun. We
should have had a Minister of Munitions four
months ago; we should have had a Minister
of Air four months ago; but these four months
have been allowed to go by for the benefit of
Hitler and his German barbarians.

Now, honourable senators, I hope we shall
hear no more of these excuses. As I see it,
one of the greatest industries we have in
Canada to-day is the excuse industry on Par-
liament Hill. It is working at maximum
speed.

Some Hon. SENATORS: Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. TANNER: That is the way I
look at it.

My honourable friend from New Glasgow
(Hon. Mr. Cantley) is a modest man, and in
talking about munitions he did not tell you
that when the Nova Scotia Steel plant was
making shells he was sent to England by the
Department of National Defence. He got into
touch with the Master General of Ordnance
of the British Government, who sent him up
to see the plants in England that were making
shells. What did he find? He found plants
whose managers thought they were doing a
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tremendous business in turning out fifty nine-
inch shells a day, and who asked him, “What
are you doing?” “Oh,” said my honourable
friend, “we are turning out between three
hundred and five hundred a day.” The
Englishmen did not quite believe him, and
when they asked, “How do you do it?” he
explained how it was being done. They then
asked him to show them how to do it, and he
sent the plans and specifications of his plant
over to England to enable them to come up
to the record made by the Nova Scotia Steel
and Coal plant in the little province of
Nova Scotia. So there, I say, is another illus-
tration of what Canadian initiative, ability
and vigour can do as compared with what is
done by experienced engineers and mechani-
cians in old England. Let us hear no more
about Canada not being able to do these
things. Let us close up this excuse factory
and get to work. I am sure every honourable
member on this side of the House will be
found ready to co-operate and help in every
way possible to see that this country does its
duty.

Hon. JAMES MURDOCK: Honourable
senators, I am quite sure that all honourable
members on both sides of this Chamber are
sympathetically disposed towards the sugges-
tions of the last two speakers, who want to
press forward as much as possible Canada’s
war effort. But I rather think that my hon-
ourable friend who has just taken his seat
(Hon. Mr. Tanner) has somewhat twisted the
record we have received and read of what
was said in another place. It might not be
improper to put two or three paragraphs on
record here, so as to preserve the continuity.

May 1 first say, though, that my honour-
able friend who has just sat down is surely
not going to try to convince any of us that
the Nova Scotia Steel and Coal Company did
such wonderful things during the last war at
their own expense.

Hon. Mr. POPE: Yes.

Hon. Mr. MURDOCK: He knows that we
know better. He knows that we know that
they were substantially paid for all they did
in getting ready to conduct the business of
making war supplies. I am sure, therefore, my
honourable friend would not want to “kid”
either us or the people outside into the belief
that the Nova Scotia Steel and Coal Company
were so magnanimous, or so desirous of extend-
ing Canada’s war effort, that they made enor-
mous outlays at their own expense.

The two distinguished gentlemen who have
just spoken seemed to be greatly concerned
over the fact that the Maritimes have not
got their full share.

Hon. Mr. TANNER: Not at all.

Hon. Mr. MURDOCK : Perhaps my honour-
able friend (Hon. Mr. Tanner) did not read
the statement given in another place; so I
shall read one item, which is to be found
at page 145 of the House of Commons Hansard
of May 22. The Minister of Munitions and
Supply, speaking in that House, said:

Poséibly one reason why not so many orders
have gone to the Maritime Provinces is that
the principal steel industry there is shippin
direct to Great Britain on orders secured wel
before the war. I think some seventy-five to
eighty per cent of the output of the Dominion
Iron and Steel Company is being shipped direct
from Sydney to Great Britain without passing
through the War Supply Board. If there are
other factories in the Maritimes capable of
doing this work, the doors of the Department
of Munitions and Supply are wide open to them,
and we shall be very glad to help them place
themselves in a position to manufacture the
type of equipment that is going.

And further:

I may say that the textile mills in the Mari-
times are, to my knowledge, operating at full
blast; I have yet to recall any manufacturer
in the Maritimes who has called on me for
assistance since I have been associated with
this board in the last several months.

Hon. Mr, TANNER: That has nothing to
do with shells. The Dominion Iron and Steel
Company at Sydney has been shipping to
England for years. If my honourable friend
knew anything about the matter he would
know what I am telling him.

Hon. Mr. MURDOCK: Of course I can-
not know as much as my honourable friend
does. His chief cause of complaint is that a
short while ago, in accordance with the laws
of Canada, we had a general election, and
it did not go as he wished. That is his
chief objection to what is going on now.

Some Hon. SENATORS: Hear, hear.
Hon. Mr. QUINN: Keep politics out of it.

Hon. Mr. MURDOCK: I may tell my
honourable friend from Bedford-Halifax (Hon.
Mr. Quinn) that I will leave politics out of
it if the gentlemen who have been giving us
such a tale of woe and resentment about what
happened a couple of months ago will also
leave politics out of it.

Some Hon. SENATORS: Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. MURDOCK: There will not be
a word of politics from me if you just get
down to brass tacks and help the Government
of Canada in dealing with the war.

Hon. Mr. TANNER: I am different from
my honourable friend. While he was out
campaigning I was at home, taking no part
at all in the elections, because I thought
they should not be held.
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Hon. Mr. MURDOCK: My honourable
friend is right. After great insistence I made
one speech. I did not come up to the efforts
of my honourable friend from Winnipeg.

Hon. Mr. McMEANS: Who? Me?

Hon. Mr. MURDOCK : The honourable the
junior member from Winnipeg (Hon. Mr.
Haig).

Now let us come to the point my two
honourable friends touched upon, and give
the record as it was given in another place.
I listened attentively to my honourable friends
and I thought neither of them gave the actual
facts or information brought out in another
place. I have here what the Minister of
Munitions and Supply said on this question.
If we analyse it we shall find that Canada’s
record on this occasion is as good as it was
in the last war, when the Nova Scotia Steel and
Coal Company, according to my honourable
friend’s statement, went to such enormous
expense.

Hon. Mr. CANTLEY: Yes, sirr May I
inform my honourable friend that we did
not receive a dollar from the Government
towards fitting out the plant.

Hon. Mr. MURDOCK : Will my honourable
friend tell me that the Nova Scotia Steel
and Coal Company was not handsomely reim-
bursed for all the moneys it laid out?

Hon. Mr. McMEANS: We won the war,
did we not?

Hon. Mr. MURDOCK: Yes, we surely did,
and we hope and expect to win this war if
honourable gentlemen can only forget the last
election and get down to brass tacks.

Some Hon. SENATORS: Hear, hear.
An Hon. SENATOR: Forget it.
Some Hon. SENATORS: Oh, oh.

Hon. Mr. HORNER: If your war strategy
were as good as your political strategy we
should win the war very quickly.

Some Hon. SENATORS: Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. MURDOCK : Let us hope for the
best, as we did before.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (Richmond-West
Cape Breton): Go on. Finish it.

Hon. Mr. MURDOCK: Thank you.

In another place information was given by
the Minister in charge of these matters which
my two distinguished friends have been dis-
cussing on the question now before us. Here
is what the Minister said on this particular
question:

Hon. Mr. TANNER.

Eight Canadian plants are at present engaged
in the manufacture of 2,250,000 shells. These
plants have been equipped with modern shell-
making equipment. Within a few days an
additional 2,250,000 shell order will be placed.
Thus within a few days twelve or more Cana-
dian firms will be engaged in the manufacture
of 4,500,000 shells.

I might say by way of comparison that in
the seventeenth month of the Great War Can-
ada shipped 5,380,000 shells to England—which
was a very excellent record at that time. We
have placed orders up to the present time for
only about the same quantity, which will mean
that when that time 1is reached, based on
present orders we shall have delivered about
the same amount as had been delivered in the
last war. The difference is, of course, that we
have installed much more modern machinery,
we have larger plants engaged in the business,
and the business is not distributed to anything
like the extent that it was in the last war.
In other words, Tom, Dick and Harry are not
being made millionaires overnight in this

war.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Does the
honourable gentleman mean that the more
you distribute the business the more million-
aires you make?

Hon. Mr. MURDOCK: Not this time;

that is not being done this time.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: My meagre
knowledge of arithmetic would suggest that
the wider the distribution of orders the less
likelihood there would be of making million-
aires.

Hon. Mr« EULER: Costs are higher that
way, though.

Hon. Mr. MURDOCK: In the last war
payments and allowances were so magnani-
mous that all and sundry could become fairly
well off.

Hon. Mr. TANNER: Whom do you mean
by “Tom, Dick and Harry”?

Hon. Mr. MURDOCK: Well, my honour-
able friend himself, and the honourable gentle-
man who spoke earlier, and myself—anyone
who arranges the business.

Hon. Mr. McMEANS: Will the honourable
gentleman confine his remarks to the speech
of the honourable senator from New Glasgow
(Hon. Mr. Cantley) and explain why so many
excuses have been made and no results have
followed ?

Hon. Mr. MURDOCK: I do not under-
stand that any excuses are being made, except
as to the withholding of certain information.
During the past few months I personally have
resented the fact that I could not ascertain
just what was going on. But I think now,
as a member of the Senate, I know the reason,
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and, as a good Canadian, I am satisfied. Let
me say that Tom, Dick and Harry cannot be
told all the underlying causes for everything
that is being done by the Canadian Govern-
ment in conjunction and co-operation with the
British Government. I think that was proven
here yesterday, when a few of the distinguished
members of this House and of the other House
discussed, I am sure, matters that some of
us, including myself, know nothing about.
They were, no doubt, given information that
I do not expect to receive, for if I received
it many others would have an equal right
to it.

Now, may I continue with a direct quota-
tion from a speech made by the Minisber
of Munitions and Supply in another place? I
am reading from page 145 of the House of
Commons Debates. The Minister went on to
say:

If we had the business to place, relative to
our productive capacity, that we had in the last
war, we could, of course, supply Britain with
many times the quantities of shells that we
supplied in the last war.

The shells which Canada now makes or will
make in the immediate future include 40 milli-
metre, 18-pounder, 25-pounder, 3:7 inch, 4-5
inch, 6 inch, and 9:2 inch shells. In order to
make the shells complete, Canadian plants are
at present engaged in the manufacture of
corresponding quantities of cartridge -cases,

fuses, primers and other requisites. Some sixty

different Canadian companies are engaged in
this work. The Dominion arsenals are also
engaged in certain special munition work for
the United Kingdom.

Excluding certain explosives orders, for which
the capacity of the Dominion is being rapidly
increased, contracts totalling more than $40,000,-
000 have been placed for these munitions,
including 100,000,000 rounds of small arms
ammunition, individual gun barrels, anti-tank
carriages, and other items. I might say that
that item of 100,000,000 rounds of small arms
ammunition has been very greatly increased
since these notes were prepared.

And then came an interjection by a Mari-
timer, eager to get jobs in the Maritimes,
more concerned perhaps with “whether we are
going to get our share” than whether the war
is being conducted to the best possible advan-
tage of all Canadians in all provinces.

Hon. Mr. QUINN: The Maritimes are just
to lie down and take it, then? Is that the
idea?

Hon. Mr. MURDOCK: Not at all.

Hon. Mr.. QUINN: They are not going to
do it. You needn’t worry.

Hon. Mr. TANNER: What is wrong with
the Maritimes?

Hon. Mr. MURDOCK: Nothing at all.

Hon. Mr. TANNER: The Minister of
Finance and the Minister of National Defence
come from the Maritimes.

Hon. Mr. MURDOCK : That is one of the
best parts of Canada, bar none.

Hon. Mr. McMEANS: What about Mani-
toba?

Hon. Mr. MURDOCK: Good. But I was
going to quote an interjection by one of our
Maritimers. They are always looking for what
is rightfully theirs. I do not blame them at all.

.Hon. Mr. McMEANS: They need the
money.

Hon. Mr. MURDOCK: Here is the inter-
jection, by Mr. Brooks:

How many of these plants for the manufacture
of munitions, shells, cases, and boxes are
located in the Maritime Provinces?

Hon. Mr. HAIG: Mr. Speaker, I rise to
a point of order. Is it permissible to read
verbatim in this House a speech delivered in
the other House?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Honourable
members, I should like to intervene, to sug-
gest that my honourable friend from Parkdale
(Hon. Mr. Murdock) abstain from reading
any questions asked or comment made by
private members in the other House, and that
he limit himself, as I would limit myself, to
reading the official statement by the Minister.
Official statements by members of the Cabinet
are, in essence, memoranda from their respec-
tive departments, and could be produced here
by me. In beginning his speech, Hon. Mr.
Howe made it clear that he would rely upon
departmental notes or memoranda, and these
belong to the Senate as well as to the House
of Commons.

Hon. Mr. MURDOCK: I am sorry, and I
apologize.

Hon. Mr. GRIESBACH: Honourable sen-
ators, may I interject a remark? Last year,
as I could soon show by reference to our
Hansard, the honourable leader of the Govern-
ment (Hon. Mr. Dandurand) objected to my
making any reference at all to a speech
delivered by a Minister in the other House,
on the ground that the Minister was not here
to reply. To that objection I responded that
neither was I present in the other House to
reply to the Minister. Then the honourable
gentleman from Saltcoats (Hon. Mr. Calder)
rose and asked how public business in this
country could be transacted if we were pro-
hibited from discussing in the Senate a speech
made in another place. The honourable leader
is in danger of reversing himself.
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Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I admit the
difficulty. But would honourable members
not be agreeable to the reading here of an
official statement presented by a Minister
in the other House—a statement which I
myself could produce here?

Hon. Mr. GRIESBACH: That is exactly
what I wanted to do last year. I was criticiz-
ing a statement presented in another place
by the Minister of National Defence; .a
statement that was in statement form. Now
the honourable gentleman from Parkdale is
discussing something that was said by a
Minister in speech form, not in statement
form at all. I warn the honourable leader
(Hon. Mr. Dandurand) to be careful. He
has many years to live yet, and he may find
himself confronted with his own precedents
before he gets much older.

Hon. Mr. TANNER: It would please me
better if the honourable gentleman from Park-
dale (Hon. Mr. Murdock) placed the whole
of the Minister’s speech on Hansard, without
reading it.

I want to say, incidentally, that I do not
at all agree with the idea that, in an
emergency like this, we cannot refer to state-
ments made by Cabinet Ministers in the
House of Commons. In England the practice
is that when the Prime Minister makes a
statement to the Commons, a similar state-
ment is made in the House of Lords by its
leader.

Hon. Mr. HAIG: That is the correct
method.

Hon. Mr. TANNER: In that way both
Houses are simultaneously informed. How-
ever, I do not want to suggest any additional
burdens for the honourable leader of this
House. When any statement with reference
to the war is made in the other House by the
Prime Minister or any other Minister, we
should be at liberty, I think, to discuss it here.
We should regard it as a statement, not to
the House of Commons alone, but to Parlia-
ment as a whole.

Hon. Mr. QUINN: Honourable members, I
want to take exception to the statement of
the honourable senator from Parkdale (Hon.
Mr. Murdock) about Maritimers looking for
jobs.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: The honourable
gentleman from Parkdale has not finished his
speech.

Hon. Mr. QUINN: I can tell him of some
others, not Maritimers, who went looking for
jobs.

Hon. Mr. GRIESBACH.

Hon. Mr. HAIG: Mr. Speaker, I raised a
point of order, and I am still speaking to it.
Under our Rules it is not permissible to read
here a statement made in another place. If
the honourable gentleman from Parkdale
(Hon. Mr. Murdock) or the honourable leader
of the House (Hon. Mr. Dandurand) wishes
to present to us facts and figures given by a
Minister in another place, he can get them
off by heart and deliver them to us in a
statement of his own. Then we are free to ask
questions about the statement, and to criticize
it. I submit it is not proper to read us a
Minister’s speech. My objection is in accord-
ance with the point taken last year on the
occasion referred to by the honourable gentle-
man from Edmonton (Hon. Mr. Griesbach).

Mr. Speaker, I press for a ruling that a
speech made elsewhere cannot be quoted
verbatim here.

Some Hon. SENATORS: Question!

Hon. J. A. CALDER: I well remember the
incident that occurred last session, as referred to
by my honourable friend from Edmonton
(Hon. Mr. Griesbach), and the position then
taken by the leader of the Government. Quite
frankly, I think the question involved in the
point of order is a difficult one to decide, but
it seems to me that if every senator is not
at liberty at any time to refer to an official
statement made by a Minister in the other
Chamber, this House cannot properly carry
on its business unless the leader of this House
presents that statement here as soon as
possible.

However, since it would be inconvenient, at
least, that the leader of the Senate should
have to do that on every occasion, I think a
committee of this House should diligently con-
sider the advisability of amending the rule
prohibiting our referring to statements of fact
(I am not speaking of mere opinions) which
Ministers of the Crown have given in the other
place. In my opinion it would be better to
deal with the matter in this way than to
attempt on this occasion anything in the
nature of a final ruling.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I am of the

- same opinion, and I suggest that His Honour

the Speaker suspend his ruling on the point.
I would draw the attention of the House to
the fact that the address of the honourable
gentleman from New Glasgow (Hon. Mr.
Cantley) is based on the very statement
which Mr. Howe made in the House of Com-
mons and which the honourable senator quoted.

Hon. Mr. MURDOCK: And read in part.
I understand that the rule as to reading has
often been ignored.
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Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: According
to our rule, I do not think we are allowed
even to refer to a statement made in the
other House. I cannot say that I myself have
strictly lived up to the rule.

An Hon. SENATOR: Why should there
be such a rule?

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: That may be
open for reconsideration, but in the absence
of such a rule I can see great danger of this
House becoming a sort of counter-debating
complement of the other House.

Hon. Mr. EULER:

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Yes; but
the matter is not as readily decided as the
honourable member thinks. If the rule were
abrogated, cross-firing would become the order
of the day, and each House would not be a
separate branch of Parliament, as was intended
by the Constitution. I quite agree with the
honourable member from Parkdale (Hon. Mr.
Murdock) that there have been other offences,
but it seems to me that when the rule is
invoked it should be applied and a decision
given. We have not always invoked the rule,
nor have the Commons always observed a
similar rule. I can give the name of the
offender who stood up in the other House and
made a violent reply to me—and he was not
a minor figure in the Parliament of Canada.

Hon. Mr. EULER: The leader.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: The leader
himself. I knew he would be identified by
the senator from Kitchener, as very likely
he heard the reply made.

Hon. Mr. EULER: It was not the leader
of the Government either.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: The leader
of the Government?

Hon. Mr. EULER: 1 was thinking of the
Leader of the Opposition.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Then the
offence is aggravated; it is worse than I
thought it was. According to the rule we can-
not refer to a statement made in the other
House. If the rule is invoked, let us observe
it. If we are to reconsider our rules, I am
willing to sit down and do so. It may be, as the
honourable senator from Saltcoats (Hon. Mr.
Calder) has said, that an official statement
should be distinguished from remarks made in
the course of debate. That is a matter for
later consideration. While the rule continues
anyone has the right to invoke it and ask
for a decision.

It is one Parliament.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I may say that
during my long career in this Chamber I
have observed the rule. When dealing with
a speech delivered in the other House, instead
of quoting it from Hansard, I have said,
“T have read such and such a statement as
reported in the press.”

Hon. Mr. MURDOCK: I deeply regret it
if I have in any way trespassed against the
rules of this House, but I do not think I
have undertaken to do anything that has not
been done on other occasions.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Would it not
be well to have the rule stated by the Speaker
and his decision on the point of order? I
think the honourable senator from Winnipeg
South-Centre (Hon. Mr. Haig) is right.

The Hon. the SPEAKER: I was wondering
whether the honourable senator had concluded
his remarks on the point of order. Generally
speaking, in the Senate the rule has been as
stated. If the honourable gentleman insists
on his point of order, I shall have to render
a decision.

Hon. Mr. HAIG: Mr. Speaker, if the rules
are to be reviewed and the rule in question
is to be amended, I will not press my point
of order. I raised it for the reason that last
session the honourable member from Edmon-
ton (Hon. Mr. Griesbach) did not, in my
opinion, get what I may term a “ square deal.”
In view of the ruling then given, I do not
think the honourable member from Parkdale
should now be allowed to do precisely what
my honourable friend from Edmonton was
then prevented from doing. In other words,
what is sauce for the goose should be sauce
for the gander. If the general opinion is
that we should not have such a rule, I have
no objection to its cancellation. I have no
personal feeling against the honourable senator
from Parkdale. I always enjoy his speeches.
In fact, when he rises he usually puts me in
mind of my old fighting arena in the Legisla-
ture of Manitoba. Still, I think the rules
should be enforced.

Hon. Mr. MURDOCK: Again I wish to
express my sorrow if I have trespassed against
the rules of this House. I certainly would
not have spoken at all but for the fact that I
understood my honourable friend from New
Glasgow (Hon. Mr. Cantley) repeatedly to—
what shall I say?—pervert or misquote state-
ments made on the subject of munitions by
the competent Minister in the other House,
and I was only trying to place on the record,
immediately after’ my honourable friend’s
speech, the actual statements of the Minister
in respect of munitions. I refrain from read-
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ing another short paragraph, because I think
I have quoted all the important facts that,
in my opinion, my honourable friend from
New Glasgow tried to pervert.

It seems to me that my honourable friend
the junior senator from Winnipeg referred the
other day with great enthusiasm to the fact
that we were not building tanks and anti-
aircraft guns. Who, might I ask, is handling
this war on behalf of the British Empire?
The other day I received a copy of a telegram
from a barrister in Toronto expressing extreme
dudgeon because there were mno Canadian
troops on Vimy Ridge to protect the fine
monument placed there to commemorate
members of the Expeditionary Force who
made the supreme sacrifice in the last war.
Who has authority to dispose of our Canadian
troops after they reach England? Who has
the ordering of tanks and anti-aircraft guns?
Is some picayune barrister in Toronto to
decide where the First, Second, or Third
Division of our overseas forces should be
stationed? Is he running the show? If so,
I am all out of gait in my understanding.
In the last war we equipped and sent our
sons to help the Mother Country in the war
against Germany. My understanding is—and
let someone get down to brass tacks and
correct me if I am wrong—that the same
condition applies now. I am sure that during
the last week Goebbels in his propaganda
has referred to the fact stated by my honour-
able friend the senator from Winnipeg—

Hon. Mr. McMEANS: No, no. I am the
senator from Winnipeg. I never made any
such statement.

Hon. Mr. MURDOCK: I said the junior

senator from Winnipeg.

Hon. Mr. McMEANS: Excuse me, you did
not. You said “the senator from Winnipeg.”

Hon. Mr. MURDOCK: I beg my honour-
able friend’s pardon. I am referring to Senator
John Haig, from Winnipeg.

Hon. Mr. McMEANS: Do not blame me
for his sins.

Hon. Mr. HAIG: Mr. Speaker, I rise to
a point of order. Has the honourable senator
from Parkdale the right to refer to a senator
by name? I submit his reference should be
stricken from the record.

The Hon. the SPEAKER: If the honour-
able senator from Winnipeg South-Centre in-
sists, no doubt the honourable senator from
Parkdale will withdraw.

Hon. Mr. MURDOCK.

Hon. Mr. MURDOCK: I am sorry if I
have hurt anybody’s sensibilities, but I was
grieved and distressed the other day when I
heard my honourable friend the junior senator
from Winnipeg make his statement, because
I believed Goebbels and his propaganda min-
istry would get it first-hand and broadcast it
throughout Germany to show his countrymen
what Canada was not doing. My honourable
friend, I am sure, knows as well as I do
that there are substantial reasons why no
tanks and no anti-aircraft guns are being built
in Canada, and his judgment is just as good
as mine,

Hon. Mr. GRIESBACH: Tell us the

reason.

Hon. Mr. MURDOCK : The reason is that
Great Britain has not asked for them.

Hon. Mr. QUINN: Poor excuses.

Hon. Mr. MURDOCK: Somebody says,
“poor excuses.” In other words, while Great
Britain is handling this war, and Canada, New
Zealand, Australia and South Africa are co-
operating and sending the supplies and the
men needed, it is a poor excuse to say that
we should hold the view that the British au-
thorities would request the things most needed
for the proper conduct of the war.

Hon. Mr. QUINN: What about the air
training scheme, the other request of the
British Government?

Hon. Mr. MURDOCK: The air training
scheme, as my honourable friend from Bedford-
Halifax (Hon. Mr. Quinn) knows, is in an
entirely different position. He knows that
the scheme was initiated and has since been
dominated and controlled by the British Gov-
ernment. I think, regardless of how some
gentlemen would like to disparage Canada’s
connection therewith, this country has been
doing a fairly good job in going forward with
the desired work in connection with the Empire
air training scheme.

Hon. Mr. QUINN: Two years late.

Hon. A. C. HARDY: I rise to a point of
order. The air training scheme has nothing
to do with the question under discussion, intro-
duced by the honourable senator from New
Glasgow (Hon. Mr. Cantley), which deals
with munitions. I think if all members would
during these critical times try to make them-
selves as little offensive as possible in debate
we should get along very much better.

Some Hon. SENATORS: Oh, oh.

Hon. Mr. HARDY: “All members,” I say.

Hon. Mr. MURDOCK: I judge that in-
cludes me as well.

Hon. Mr. HARDY: Yes.
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Hon. Mr. MURDOCK: Thanks. I do
not think it is necessary for me to take up
much more time. I would not have said a
word in this debate—

An Hon. SENATOR: You should not have.

Hon. Mr. MURDOCK: I am quite sure
the honourable gentleman would hold that
view. I would not have said a word except
for the fact that in my judgment my honour-
able friend was undertaking to disparage,
misquote and misrepresent the activities of
the Canadian Government in rallying Canada
as best they can to the assistance of the
Mother Country and the Empire carrying
forward this war.

Hon. A. D. McRAE: Honourable senators—

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: How wise my
honourable friend opposite (Hon. Mr. McRae)
was in deciding not to start the ball rolling
yesterday !

Hon. Mr. McRAE: And I am not going to
start any ball rolling to-day.

The speech of the honourable gentleman
from Parkdale (Hon. Mr. Murdock) has
afforded me an opportunity to smile, a facial
exercise I have not enjoyed during the last
two days. I would summarize his remarks by
saying he would appear to be quite satisfied
with fighting next year’s war, if I may so
express it.

Hon. Mr. MURDOCK: May I correct my
honourable friend as to that? He is entirely
wrong. I am satisfied that to date we have
done as much as we could do, and as well as
we did before.

Hon. Mr. POPE: Oh, oh.

Hon. Mr. McRAE: I do not wish to start
any argument. I regret that the debate has
taken the form it has.

Some Hon. SENATORS: Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. McRAE: Let us forget the elec-
tion. Let us refrain from raising the question
which brings that back to the minds of many
honourable senators, and let us approach
matters in the calm atmosphere which makes
for useful deliberation.

I rise only to speak with respect to tanks.
T do so for the reason that I have had perhaps
more experience in that line than most hon-
ourable members. I well remember the time,
in the later stages of the last war, when Sir
Albert Stern, as he became later—for he was
knighted because of his work in that regard—
came to me to have a man taken on my staff—
an American, afterwards assigned to the British
for pay and allowances. I remember him very

well as he came into the office to register. He
was a tall, lanky Yankee who gave his address
as Peoria, Illinois, and he was an expert me-
chanic of the Caterpillar Tractor Company.
That was the beginning of tanks in warfare.
The caterpillar tractor was undoubtedly the
ancestor of the tank.

The first caterpillar tractor I can remember
was one that was used for hauling logs on icy
roads into Prince Albert, Saskatchewan, thirty-
seven years ago. It was a wood-burner. Since
then there has been a great transformation
in the caterpillar tractor. To-day we have
in our forests 120-horsepower caterpillar
tractors which are pushing their way through
dense forests and up mountain-sides on an
economic basis which would be impossible
by any other method. I happen to have in
the Yukon Territory two 90-horsepower cater-
pillar tractors building roads, and when I tell
you that in less than two months I was able
to build twenty miles of road you will get
some idea of the power of those machines.

The modern caterpillar tractor burns Diesel
oil. It cannot be operated on gasoline, the
reason being that when you stall a gasoline
engine it stops, and you have to start it again.
The Diesel engine, which is now used, operates
much like a steam engine and does not stall,
even when overloaded. In a country like
that in which I am operating, thirty miles
from the Arctic Circle, I would not use
gasoline if you gave it to me for nothing,
for it is an accepted fact that in such work
a gasoline engine is from four to five times
as costly as a Diesel engine.

In a recent report, which would appear to
be authentic, it is stated that the new German
Diesel engine is ten times as efficient as the
gasoline engine. That does not necessarily
refer to cost. In war you do not measure
cost, for money signifies nothing. The mean-
ing is that only one-tenth as much fuel has
to be transported, and the reduction in quan-
tity is a matter of some importance. If we
may believe the reports, the Germans have
made great advances with their Diesel engine.

Undoubtedly, Diesel engines are absolutely
essential in tanks. It is true that in this
country we make no Diesel engines, or at
least none of a type that meets the require-
ments of tanks. But we have in this country
branches of American plants which make these
120-horsepower caterpillar tractors, and it is
no great step from a tractor to a tank. The
basic structure of a tractor is practically the
same as that of a tank. Of course, it would
have to be protected and a house or room
would have to be built on it for guns and
men. Certain changes might have to be made
in order to arm the vehicle against an enemy.
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It is said there are a number of manu-
facturers in Canada who can make tanks, and
I have no reason to doubt that statement.
In any event, there are two or three com-
panies in the United States, such as the
International Harvester Company, who could
make tanks; and if they could produce them
in quantities we could secure all we want at
a reasonably early date.

I am not familiar with what the eighty-ton
German tanks possess in the way of power.

Hon. Mr. HOWARD: And armour plate.

Hon. Mr. McRAE: And armour plate.
Tanks to-day are very rugged vehicles and
are heavily armoured. The frames might
have to be stiffened, and the treads would
have to be widened sufficiently to enable them
to run over soft ground. But that is only a
detail. I am satisfied beyond question that
tanks can be built in Canada, although at the
present time even caterpillar tractors are not
built here, because there is not a sufficient
demand. However, plants across the line, such
as that of the International Harvester Com-
pany, are engaged in making caterpillar
tractors, and I am satisfied that if they were
furnished with blueprints they could turn out
tanks within a few months.

Hon. Mr. MURDOCK : It is said that the
armour plate is four inches thick, and that
there is no factory in Canada which could
make it.

Hon. Mr. McRAE: Quite so; but I under-
stand that in the last war we reached a point
where we could turn out that kind of plate.
Since then there has been no demand for it.

Hon. Mr. QUINN: The honourable mem-
ber from New Glasgow (Hon. Mr. Cantley)
did not hear the statement with respect to
armour plate, but when I drew it to his atten-
tion he said armour plate could be made in
New Glasgow.

Hon. Mr. McRAE: I have no doubt it
could be made, but I do not think it is made.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Neither are the
engines.

Hon. Mr. McRAE: That is quite right.
The engines would have to be imported.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: The Canadian
Pacific Railway Company offered to build
tanks, relying on the importation of plate
and engines.

Hon. Mr. McRAE: While it would be desir-
able to have the plate made in Nova Scotia,
we are facing a definite emergency, and I
think that in the meantime we should find two

Hon. Mr. McRAE.

or three companies in the United States who
turn out what I call battleship plate for the
Government of that country. It would undoubt-
edly be necessary in the immediate future to
import plate and Diesel engines, but there
is no reason why, if a sufficient output were
required, those things could not be made in
Canada within six or eight months. The
question is whether there would be a sufficient
demand after the war to justify such an under-
taking.

Now, I have a suggestion to make to the
Government.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Unless my hon-
ourable friend has almost finished his remarks,
I would ask him to suspend them in order that
I may introduce a Bill which should receive
the Royal Assent at five-thirty.

Hon. Mr. McRAE: I am almost finished.
I would suggest that in this emergency we
should forgo the idea of building these tanks in
Canada for immediate requirements and should
approach one or more of the companies who
do build tractors and ask them to inform us
how many tanks they could deliver, say
within the next ninety days, and by the end
of the year, if we made a contract with them
under which we would protect them on their
capital investment. I am in favour of having
this work done by private industry, by men
who are familiar with the business and can
get results in production.

WAR APPROPRIATION BILL
FIRST READING

A message was received from the House of
Commons with Bill 18, an Act for granting to
His Majesty aid for national defence and
security.

The Bill was read the first time.

SECOND READING

Hon. RAOUL DANDURAND: With leave
of the Senate, I move that second reading be
given now. This is a money Bill, of consider-
able importance, and I am quite sure all hon-
ourable members are sufficiently familiar with
the measure to deal with it this afternoon.

I will read the explanatory notes accom-
panying the Bill:

This Bill provides for the payment out of the
Consolidated Revenue Fund of a sum not
exceeding $700,000,000 in addition to the
ordinary grants of Parliament towards defray-
ing expenses incurred by or under the authority
of the Governor in Council during the current
fiscal year inter alia for the security, defence,
peace, order and welfare of Canada. Authority
is also granted to borrow the sum of $700,000,-
000 for any of the purposes set out in the Bill.
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A similar Act (The War Appropriation Act,
1939) was passed at the session of Parliament
held in September, 1939.

The requirements of particular services on
war account will depend on the course and pro-
gress of the war in circumstances which cannot
now be foreseen. Therefore, it is clearly unwise
to attempt to make specific allocations of the
total appropriation to particular services. It
is mnevertheless desired that members of Par-
liament shall have the usual opportunities for
discussion of expenditures which may be made
under various headings. Accordingly, there is
set out below a list of the principal objects of
expenditure under the Department of National

Defence and a list of the other departments
for which provision for expenditures on war
account is now known to be necessary.

The list then follows. I confess I was some-
what surprised to notice the number of depart-
ments concerned in war activities. The Min-
ister of Finance told me that in this respect
the Bill is similar to legislation passed in the
Great War. I asked him to give me some idea
of the war activities of departments other than
the Department of National Defence, and he
has furnished the following statement:

WAR EXPENDITURE BY DEPARTMENTS AND SERVICES
(Excluding Department of National Defence)

1939-40
Department
Agriculture
Purchase of apples.. .. . $1,302,000
Purchase of fibre flax seed. 1,000

Programme to encourage productlon of ‘essential agrlcultural war

supplies. .
Sundry. .

Auditor General’s office

Auditiofrwar expenditure, . oy oo v LT T TR D e ea e ke e s

Civil Service Commission

Additional - war eXDPenEeR . i v Jemiieie iis s smbomiis

External Affairs

Establishment of new offices abroad
Sundry. . Sk

Finance
Comptroller of the
outside establishments.. .
War Supply Board admlmstratlon

Justice
Prize Court.

Defence of Canada regulatlons ey

Labour

Wartime Prices and Trade Board.. .. .. .. .. ..

Mines and Resources

Repatriation of distressed Canadians abroad.. .. .. ..

National Harbours Board
Saint John—Dredging—Courtenay Bay..

National Research Council

Scientific and technical work.. .. «¢ co c0 ve c0 0 th ce ee en o

National Revenue

Censorship of publications.. .. .. .. cv co e0 oo cr ve ve oo ol e

Pensions and National Health
Hospitalization expenses, C.AS.F
Hospitalization expenses, R. C M.P
Air raid precautlons
Sundry. . s 5

Post Office

Censorship Co-ordination Committee (Postal censorship) ..

Privy Council
Censorship Co-ordination Committee. .

Sub-committee of the Cabinet on Public Informa.tmn.. A et

Treasury—Dependents

39,000
35,000
$1,377,000

8,000
B e N T A 6,000

e e 47,000
ok ST Uy e O 29,000
e 76,000

Allowance office and
AT A Sehseea 358,000
SRk Tyt o 215,000
_ 573,000

G 1,000
i 13,000

—_— 14,000
s 55,000

18,000
70,000
121,000
2,000

778,000

49,000

56,000

17,000
900,000

70,000
S 5,000

25,000
30,00¢
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WAR EXPENDITURE BY DEPARTMENTS AND SERVICES
(Excluding Department of National Defence)—Continued

Public Works

New office building in Ottawa. . T G e o s 61
Furniture, etc., for new employees e 263,000
Alterations to bulldlngs = s e 203,000
Rental of new premises. 87,000
Construction, repairs and 1mprovements to dry docks and dockyards 68,000
Halifax barracks and torpedo bu1ldmg i s e e LR 60,000
Sundries. . S L = ! 11,000
$ 829,000
Royal Canadian Mounted Police
IncreadeN NI SEFENOEh) - i sie i ient ve w e sl el e e e 1,400,000
Secretary of State
Censorship Co-ordination Committee (Press Censorshlp Division) .. 30,000
Internment operations. . choalaslislos £ o a0 15,000
Public Information ofﬁce L L e e e 22,000
Runideieds i ai Tt i S L e il e el e e 8,000
75,000
Trade and Commerce
Expenses re Canadian Shipping Board.. 4,000
Transport
Airport and airway facilities and aerodrome sites.. .. .. .. .. .. 138,000
Meteorological services—war-time. % e o s o o i B o b 25,000
Radio services—war-time.. .. e T2 71,000
Canals services—canals protectlon and specnal pllotaoe : 18,000
Marine services—increased services of \/Iarme Servme ﬂeet “and
replacmgofbuoys S Sl L) el Sy s M eF TR CAER ] o 75,000
Sundries.. .. 23,000
—_— 350,000

Total s By mi e trmsedion oy [ bl

$5,978,000

Refunds may cause a further slight decrease in the above figures.

I hope this explanation of the Bill will be
satisfactory to honourable members.

Right Hon. ARTHUR MEIGHEN: Hon-
ourable members, I do not rise to express
opposition to this measure, but I feel I owe
it to the House to contribute what I can to
avoidance of any confusion as to my position,
at least, in relation to the tenure in office of
the Administration, having regard to its
history and its war achievements. Certainly
no one is less desirous of adding bitterness
to a discussion now than I am, and though
my convictions on this subject are deep, I
will seek to avoid that result.

We find ourselves in the most solemn
moment of our history. It is an easy
thing, and it does not take much ability, to
say we are all behind the Administration,
applauding its efforts and supporting it. I
admit that at a time like this we should not
lightly refuse confidence to any government,
and while it is in office we should, for the
time being, help it in its efforts. But I have
already said this session that I do not think
the country can have confidence in this Gov-
ernment as it is now constituted. I say again
the Government should take stock of its
position, and make up its mind whether it can
command public confidence at this time, for
without that, whatever be its composition,
it cannot succeed

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND.

We have had some discussion on the state
of our present war effort, as to tanks, as to
planes, and as to many of the various classes
of war equipment. The facts are, as we
know, that we have none of these things on
hand ready to be used in the struggle now
raging at its crucial stage. There are certain
planes on order, but after looking through
the statement made by the honourable leader
of this House (Hon. Mr. Dandurand) I should
conclude these are mainly preliminary training
planes. They, not others, are on order for
Canada. A very few fighting planes, such as
the Hawker-Hurricane, have been and are
being produced for the British Government,
but there are none of them in Canada for the
training of our men. I believe a number of
preliminary training planes are on hand, and I
am at a loss to know why they have not been
employed for training purposes. I am sure
the Government will not dispute that training
planes have been lying idle, and training
grounds as well, for nearly two months. At
Edmonton, particularly, and at many other
points besides, preliminary training at least
might have been going on for some consider-
able time and to a vastly greater extent than
it has, if indeed it is going on at all even yet.

We have no large guns.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Ordnance guns.
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Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: No. We

have a considerable amount of small arms

ammunition. But as to the main weapons of
war we are just simply without them,
and it is no information to the enemy

to say so. For myself, I do not care
what any Minister says, he will never
convince me that if we had started in

time we could not produce any kind of tanks
in this country. I do not say we can produce
tanks at once—I know the public expects
them to fall from Heaven—but if we had
started when we should have started we could
have produced them for our forces; and
undoubtedly we need them for our forces,
no matter what any Government may
say. Nobody would suggest at this time that
any outside country is in a position to supply
tanks. During the last war we were told,
“You cannot make this and you cannot make
that implement of war.” But they were made.
It is marvellous what can be done under the
spur of a terrible compulsion if there be
the will and the prevision. It may be, as the
senator behind me says, that we shall at first
have to import Diesel engines from Chicago.
It may even be, though I scarcely think so,
that we shall have to import the harder steel,
but I know that during the last war we
hardened steel in Canada. I am not sure we
have done so since, but that we can there is
no question. The 4-5-inch steel is needed
for the big tank, what is called the Mark IV;
but for tanks up to that dimension it is not.
My information is, and I rely on it, that
these other tanks we could have made right
along. We have not done so. I do not
excuse the Government in this respect or in
respect of our lateness in the manufacture
of fighting and air training machines by the
conduct of any other administration. I am
surprised that this Government in particular
should venture to suggest that, having declared
war on behalf of Canada, it permits itself to
be held back from the proper prosecution of
the conflict under pretence of the conduct
of any other Government—

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: There
pretence; it is a fact.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: —or under
assertion that it is because of direction or
advice from any other Government.

Hon. Mr. MURDOCXK: Or requests.
Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Or requests.
Hon. Mr. KING: Or by co-operation.

is no

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: During the
last few days the Government has attempted,
day in and day out, to take refuge behind
the British Government. We are told that
whatever has been done has been done at the
instance of the British Government. I do
not like that attitude on the part of this
Administration. It is not a courageous
attitude.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Will my right
honourable friend allow me to interject one
word ?

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Yes.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: The Common-
wealth Air Training Scheme, which was
initiated on the other side, provided for
certain large works, representing $350,000,000,
to be undertaken by this Government. Great
Britain’s contribution was to be in kind, and
undoubtedly this meant the aircraft which
will be required for training. So we are in
this position, that we have to rely upon the
terms of the agreement, and have been waiting
for those machines. We were getting some
from the United States, but Great Britain
stepped in there—I do not complain—and
asked for the very type of aircraft that we
could buy there, and so paralysed Canada’s
action in the American market. That is a
fact. I wonder if there is any excuse in
explaining that situation.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: The honour-
able leader has probably assisted me in making
clear what I want to make clear to this House
and particularly to himself. I shall not dis-
pute his assertion that in the air training
scheme, as finally evolved, after all the resist-
ance to the British proposal which this Govern-
ment—

Hon. Mr. EULER: There never was any
resistance.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: What? To
the British proposal to establish their own
training schools?

Hon. Mr. EULER: I understood my right
honourable friend to refer to the Common-
wealth Air Training Scheme.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: No.

Hon. Mr. EULER: I desire to repeat what
I said: there never was any opposition to the
British receiving training in this country,
even under the original scheme.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: I never said
there was opposition to our training them.

Hon. Mr. EULER: The statement might
be misinterpreted.
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Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: I do not
see any ground for misinterpretation—nor for
interruption. This Government said it would
take the responsibility for training, and insisted
on its own administration as evidence of our
new nationhood. But before the Govern-
ment did that it resisted the British proposal,
and by its resistance it defeated the proposal
that the British authorities themselves would
train their air men in Canada. Can honour-
able members imagine an ex-Minister denying
that that stand was taken by his Government?
Why, his leader boasted that his Government
had resisted the proposal and baffled it.

Hon. Mr. EULER: That is quite incor-
rect.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: He did not?
Did he accept it?

Hon. Mr. KING: He gave them a better
proposal.

Hon. Mr. EULER: He made an alternative
proposal.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: We all know
that.

Hon. Mr. EULER: Which was accepted
with thanks.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Certainly.
Anything we proposed to the British Govern-
ment would without any question be accepted
with thanks. The Prime Minister resisted,
defeated and baffled the British proposal, and
then—

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Those are words.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Those words
are true.

Hon. Mr. EULER: No.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: They are
not? :

Hon. Mr. EULER: No.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Then why
;;vas the British training school not established
ere?

Hon. Mr. EULER: Because its place was
taken by the present Commonwealth Air
Training Scheme.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Certainly;
at the insistence of Canada.

Hon. Mr. EULER: No.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: The scheme
came from London.

Hon. Mr. KING: A scheme which is much
better.
Hon. Mr. Euler.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Do not tell
me this is the proposal which came from
London.

Hon. Mr. EULER: Does my right honour-
able friend really reject the statement that
the Commonwealth Air Training Scheme was
initiated by the British Government?

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Certainly. The
training scheme of the British Government
was the training scheme described by the
Prime Minister himself in the other House
on July 1, 1938, and refused by him.

Hon. Mr. EULER: No. My right honour-
able friend made the statement—he will cor-
rect me if I am wrong—that we initiated the
Commonwealth Air Training Scheme. That
is not according to the facts. The proposal
came direct from the British Government, and
from no other source.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: I do not
know how to describe the honourable mem-
ber’s statement. “Hair-splitting” is not the
apt word.

Hon. Mr. EULER: That
splitting; it is the fact.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: No. The
British Government proposed a plan of its
own to establish here in Canada air training
schools, which it would administer and in
which, at its own expense, it would train
pilots for the British Air Force.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Does my right
honourable friend know what was the real
offer or suggestion by the British Government
when it first opened conversations?

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN:
respect?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: What was the
offer? My recollection is that it was on a
small scale.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: These red
herrings will not lead me off the track at
all, and honourable gentlemen are just wast-
ing their time. As to the dimensions of the
initial British proposal, of course I do not
know. I read that first it provided for the
training of so many pilots, and then the num-
ber was reduced. But I know a proposal
was made, that the British authorities wanted
to commence in that way in this country,
and I know that proposal was rejected. Now,
why was I interrupted?

Hon. Mr. KING:

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Absolutely.
The British authorities were told, many weeks
after, that we would take care of training

is not hair-

In what

It was not rejected.
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under our own administration. That led to
the present air training scheme. Very well.
Having entered on the present air training
scheme, a co-operative arrangement among
all the Dominions, with Britain supplying
certain things in kind, we are now told the
British Government cannot supply them. That
may be. Under the exigencies of this hour
I do not wonder we have got into this posi-
tion. But everybody must know and must
admit that if we had permitted the British
authorities to start at the time they wanted
to, whatever may have been the size of the
scheme as first planned, it would have grown
as the peril grew. We are in our present
position because we first rejected it and some
time after negotiated for another plan. We
entered into this other plan. We may have
got the British Government to propose it
finally as its own—I do not know—but for
us to say now, “This is your plan, and if
it does not work don’t blame us” is not
courageous,

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: We do not
say so, but we do say, “You indicated a three-
year plan.”

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Very good.
All T am pleading is that the Government
discontinue this practice of saying, “The British
Government cannot do this, the British Gov-
ernment only asked for that,” and at the same
time refusing to this House documents or
précis of telephone conversations, or whatever
they were, that would reveal the whole of
the facts. Now, when the Government, before
the people of Canada, seeks to lay the blame
on DBritain, this should be remembered: the
British Government cannot defend itself. I
find no fault with this Administration for
not at this time producing documents. I know
it cannot be done without the consent of the
British Government. I know the British Gov-
ernment will raise no quarrel with Canada,
no matter what any member of this Cabinet
may say; but while the British Government
is in that position, unable to explain the
matter or to defend itself, surely it is not
courageous on the part of this Administra-
tion to seek to explain, if things are not
going as fast as they should go, that it is
the fault of another Government. The blame
is not there; it is here.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: There is no
blame here.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: No blame?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: There are no

“excuses.”

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN:
the word. Let us say reasons.

I abandon

Hon. Mr. EULER: Much better.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Reasons for
not attaining results will not win a war.
I do not care how many reasons you give,
you can win a war only with munitions and
men,

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Is my right
honourable friend speaking of the British or
of the Canadian Government?

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: The Canadian
Government.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Oh, not the
British Government?

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: I am speaking
of the Canadian Government’s failure, and
I am speaking most earnestly about it. The
time from which dates our present failure
was not this spring; it was not last winter,
nor last fall, nor a year ago. Our failure
dates from years gone by, and I shall seek
to review its history, because that is vastly
important. It may not cure anything that is
past, but I do hope it will cure certain practices
for all time to come.

We were told by the leader of the House
there was a starving of our defences during
the tenure of the late Administration. Perhaps
there was.

Hon. Mr. KING: There is no perhaps
about it.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Let us admit
there was. A depression was all about us.
There was at least the establishment at
Valcartier of an arsenal, which this Govern-
ment abandoned. I admit that was not
enough. But surely we all know this. Those
were the days when, unwisely, as events have
proven, we, in common with other nations of
the world, all making the same mistakes—

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Exactly.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: —relied upon
what we called collective security. We relied
upon a principle, as we then described it, *
which turned out to be little better than a
phrase. That error was common in countries
more important in this conflict than we are.
That we erred along with others in that
respect, let us all admit. Very well. Clouds
of war arose, and as they arose the value of
League of Nations security, in the eyes of
the world, vanished. The value of that
security was pretty well gone after a couple
of years of Hitler ascendancy in Germany;
it was gone at the time of the invasion of
Ethiopia, and it became realized more and
more that again the time was coming when
arms, and arms alone, would save our liberties
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and our lives. The Prime Minister of our
country has told us that the clouds of war
hovered over his head two years before the
storm broke. I do not wonder that clouds
were hovering overhead. I cannot imagine
anybody believing otherwise who looked at
the world from the elevation at which he
stood. Those conditions date from even
beyond the Munich affair, and that occurred
in the fall of 1938. They date from about
1936.

Hon. Mr. KING: From 1933.
Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: From 1933?
Hon. Mr. KING: Yes.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Well, Hitler
came in in 1933.

Hon. Mr. KING: Before that.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Oh, I do
not think so. I had no fear in my own
mind until the end of 1934. I may have
been wrong.

Hon. Mr. KING: The Premier of Great
Britain was very positive in 1933, and gave
warning to the British people.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: He may have
done so. I hope he did. I wish they had
had it sooner. But how does our action or
practice compare with theirs?

Hon. Mr. KING: You are referring to
dates.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: The differ-
ence is very marked. With the clouds of
war hovering as far back as even 1937, how,
to use the words of the Prime Minister, can
any Government be excused for not provid-
ing true defences for this country, the result
being that we have nothing to fight with
now? I shall give you the answer the leader
of this House gave the other day, and it is
the only answer. He said: “We did every-
thing we could; we put through the House
of Commons everything we could get through.
We couldn’t get any more done, the House
of Commons being as it was.”

Hon. Mr. KING: And there was public
opinion.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: That is the
true answer, honourable members; that is
the absolute answer.

Now let us inquire what was the right of
the leader of the House, or the leader of
the Government of Canada—that Govern-
ment which must have public confidence to-
day—to present such an answer? Was their
trouble in the House of Commons with the

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN.

Opposition in that House? Everyone knows
it was not. Their trouble was with their
followers.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: With the people
of Canada.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: “Oh,” says
the leader of the House, “with the people
of the country.” Against a school of opinion
represented in Parliament, we are told they
could go no faster. Furthermore, he said
that because of the strength of this school
of opinion they had to proceed under cover
of pleading for defence of Canadian shores
in order to get the estimates through at all.
And that is true, as true as any words any
public man ever uttered.

But, I want to ask, who created that school
of opinion? Was it not those who through-
out these years have been denouncing as
Imperialists all who wanted to stand with
Britain in defence? Have we not heard that
taunt hurled throughout the Ilength and
breadth of this country, all through these
years? The honourable gentleman himself
(Hon. Mr. Dandurand) has hurled it at me
right up to this very hour. All the Imperial-
ism of which I have been guilty has been
to demand that the Administration stand with
Britain, to aid Britain in defence, as the best
means of protecting Canada. That and noth-
ing else. I do not know of anything more
discreditable in the history of this Dominion
than the deliberate course, pursued over a
period of years, of generating anti-Imperialist
sentiment. Who are the fathers of that senti-
ment? Who are the progenitors of that school
of opinion? Who are those who have fed
and fertilized and fostered it all through
these years? They are the honourable gentle-
men at the head of the present Government.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: The right hon-
ourable gentleman himself.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN :
anti-Imperialist feeling, did I?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Yes, if you will
allow me. You bedevilled the province of
Quebec by subsidizing the Nationalist party
in 1911, and carried the election with the
slogan, “No contribution to Great Britain’s
wars, except in defence of Canada.”

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: No, sir. I
want to state to the honourable member, in
a spirit of a little more deliberation, that I
had nothing to do with it directly or in-
directly.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND:
Borden Government.

I created an

I speak of the
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Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Some in
Quebec did so, but never was I associated
with it in the remotest way by word or by
breath. Never did I yield to it by the
breadth of a hair.

Hon. Mr. KING: You are speaking of
yourself.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Yes, I am
speaking of myself; and I speak the same
words of the leader I followed. I know there
took growth there, originating not in one
of our friends, but in one of the followers
of another party, a sentiment supported by
some who called themselves Conservatives.
But do not identify me with them.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I say the Borden
Government in 1911 subsidized from A to Z
the whole Nationalist campaign in the prov-
ince of Quebec, the slogan being “ No con-
tribution to Great Britain’s wars outside of
Canada.”

Some Hon. SENATORS: Hear, hear.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN : There is this
difference. Certain ones were elected who
were opposed to the Laurier administration,
I admit; but that does not say the man who
later became Prime Minister of the country
sympathized with them in any degree what-
ever.

Hon. Mr. EULER: The
accepted their support.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: But if the
cry of “No contribution” went up then,
who headed the cry? Who added their num-
bers to that school? Who in the election of
1921 defeated the then Government by means
of that ery? Who are those who stayed in
power year after year by reason of sup-
port from no other sort of public opinion
than that? Who capitalized on it election
after election? Every time the party which
I led went down to defeat, it went down
because of that appeal. It is easier to
capitalize on prejudice than to enlighten by
education. It is easy to get into power by
selling your country for votes. And those
who have talked thus of Imperialism, even
up to this hour—for it is only two days since
I was taunted with Imperialism by honour-
able gentlemen opposite—cannot now stand
up and say that because of that body of
opinion among their own followers they have
had to go slowly and can get little results.
All of it has gathered under their wing. They
are the profiteers of that campaign, and they
have profited election after election. They
themselves are the progenitors of the lions
which, they now complain, stand in their path.

Government

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: And the right
honourable gentleman is getting the whip he
himself manufactured.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Oh, no. You
will never find anything to encourage that
thought.

Hon. Mr. MURDOCK: What about the
vote of the people for war?

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: I do not
mind ordinary interruptions, but the honour-
able senator from Parkdale (Hon. Mr.
Murdock) always turns me back about an
hour, because he does not seem to be up to
what I am saying.

Hon. Mr. MURDOCK : Asking embarrassing
questions?

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: No. The
honourable gentleman could not embarrass
anyone except by noise.

Hon. Mr. MURDOCK: Tell us about the
proposal to have the people of Canada vote.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Undoubtedly
I made it, and I would have done just that
had I been in office at the outbreak of this
war. But I never would have had an election
on a party basis. I would have formed a
Government inclusive of every element that
stood for our war policy, and then I would
have sought a mandate, for a mandate has
proved essential in this country in the conduct
of a long conflict; and in that contest I would
have supported, no matter what his party,
every candidate who stood behind the war.

Of the obtaining of a mandate I do not
complain. I only complain that the appeal
was on a party basis, and that men, all of
whom supported the Administration in its war
declaration, were marked for defeat by the
very men who had just said they wanted unity
in Canada. All this, though, comes from an
interruption, and is beside my purpose. What
I want to drive home is this. The anti-Imperial-
ist appeal in this country, which took this
form one day and another form the next—
that we had nothing to do with Britain’s war;
that our defence did not rest under the British
shield, but was something separate and apart,
or could be entirely ignored; that all thought
of war was Imperialism—has been all through
the years the main source of the political suc-
cess of honourable gentlemen, the certain
source of their success, and they cannot plead
now, in the presence of the people of Canada,
that they should be excused for failure to sur-
mount the difficulties which confronted them be-
cause all about were demons they themselves
had roused. Those men to whom they were
afraid to present the real facts and adequate
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estimates were their own followers; and those
men were elected by, and in the House had
reacted to, the very sentiments which the
Government did not like to hear when the
day of danger came.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Does my right
honourable friend not give credit to the Prime
Minister for having carried the whole of the
country into the war, with an increasing expen-
diture year by year? The Prime Minister
did that, but he did not divide the country.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: That is not
a reason for confidence. He had no trouble
in carrying his political foes; he did not have
to address even a word to them. The trouble
he had was with his political friends, and he
had that trouble because of teachings of which
he was one of the fathers.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: No; because
my right honourable friend’s friends had be-
devilled the province of Quebec.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Let me
calmly ask a question. If this group was of
our creation, how did it come to be support-
ing the present Government? These people
were supporting the leader of the Government
of the day, and he was afraid to face them
with a programme that meant an adequate
discharge of the obligation of this country in
the war he feared.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: The defence of
Canada.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Oh, the Gov-
ernment carried the country, it is true. But
how? In the province of Saskatchewan it
was on the promise of moderate participa-
tion; in other provinces it was on the promise
that we would go so far, but would not do
anything to embarrass the finances of Canada.
That kind of carrying into war is of doubtful
value. Did the Government carry the coun-
try in by rousing our people to a spirit of
immediate action? Has anyone heard yet
from any member of the Administration one
single ringing appeal to rally to the conflict?
I have not heard any. Was the spirit of this
country a week ago comparable with what
it was within ten days of the outbreak of the
last war? I say it was wholly different—and
there is no Canadian who does not know the
origin of that benumbing of the spirit of Can-
ada. The Prime Minister has been associated
with the sort of Government whose leader in
this House at this very hour throws at me the
taunt of being an Imperialist and of looking
after the defence of Britain rather than that
of Canada. Such was his utterance only last
week. A Government so headed cannot com-
mand the confidence of Canada in a time of
crisis like this.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN,

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: It cannot com-
mand the confidence of the Tory party.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: It cannot
command the confidence of the people of
Canada, and it will not. The sooner the
Government realizes that, the better. Let the
members of the Government rest as long as
they like on the feather bed of an avalanche
of votes, if that satisfies them, but I warn
them that when the consequences of their
policies fall more heavily upon the country
they will wish they had never been provided
with that bed. The Government should follow
the advice I gave it a short while ago. It
will have to do so in time, and it had better
do so now.

I stand in front of the honourable leader
of this House (Hon. Mr. Dandurand), for
whom personally I have a high regard, and
I tell him again that this Government will
have to reorganize itself. Let it reorganize
itself now, let it unite all who are behind
this war, and let it have at its head one who
is deadly in earnest about the war and who
still has the confidence of a considerable part
of the country. There are men of that kind
even within the Government’s ranks. But
let the Government not remain as it is to-day,
headed by those who are responsible for the
troubles which now have to be met, who
created the state of public opinion now or
until lately existing, who all through recent
years have pursued a course which has dis-
couraged and dampened British sentiment in
this country, and who because of such con-
duct are responsible for no small measure
of the hardships and the griefs through which
we, in common with the Motherland, have
now unhappily to pass.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Honourable sen-
ators, I have but a few minutes in which to
reply to my right honourable friend; so my
remarks must be brief. I would draw attention
to the fact that he suggests as an ideal Prime
Minister a colleague of the present Prime
Minister.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: I suggested,
not an “ideal” Prime Minister, but a much
better one.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Well, virtually
ideal, at all events. My right honourable
friend rests his confidence on one who is a
colleague of mine in the King Government.
He does not see that that colleague and all
the other members of the Cabinet have been
selected by the present Prime Minister, to
whom they look for inspiration, whom they
have known since 1922 and longer, and who
stands as their leader. It is strange, indeed,
that the Tory party, while attacking the
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Prime Minister, admits that many of his
colleagues stand high in public esteem through-
out the country. I want to tell my right
honourable friend that all these colleagues
have been sitting with the Prime Minister
daily, that they recognize him as one standing
higher than they do in political acumen, in
common sense and in clear judgment, and that
they would never for a moment think of
beheading the present Cabinet unless they all
went out of office with him. So if the old
Tory guard which is congregated in this
Chamber to-day, and which perhaps repre-
sents “the last square of Waterloo,” thinks
that by its recriminations and ecries it can
frighten the Liberal party and members of
the present Cabinet, and weaken their con-
fidence in the Right Honourable William
Lyon Mackenzie King, it is vastly mistaken
and it will be disappointed.

Yes, there is a difference between my right
honourable friend and myself. We were born
in different atmospheres. He is, as I said,
an Imperialist to the core. I am a Canadian,
whose roots in this country are three hundred
years old. I would remind him that a good
Scotsman, by the name of John Buchan—
who later became Lord Tweedsmuir—said a
Canadian’s first duty was to Canada, and that
the first interest Canadians had to defend was
Canada.

Hon. Mr. QUINN: But not the only
interest.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: First Canada,
and then the Empire. So we are at one
with a strong man, whose native home was
not in this country. He studied the situation,
and he said that the first duty of a Canadian
was to Canada.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Who says
anything else?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I will refer to a
well-known incident which shows how far
apart my right honourable friend and the
present Prime Minister stand. In 1922 Mr.
David Lloyd George, to whom Providence
might have been kinder if it had closed his
career on the 11th of November, 1918, wanted
to know whether Canada would send troops
to Chanak. In the Great War Canada had
already lost 60,000 men and had 100,000
wounded ; and we were faced with a Treasury
deficit of $100,000,000, plus a railway deficit
of an equal amount. So the Canadian Govern-
ment, headed by the present Prime Minister,
asked the British authorities for further
information as to the necessity of our sending
troops. My right honourable friend went to
Toronto and said that our Prime Minister
showed no sympathy with the British Govern-

ment, and that if he had been in office he
would have replied to the inquiry, “ Ready,
aye ready.” He would have made that reply
although at the time we were not ready to
send troops. The people were behind us in
that stand, and they are behind us now.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: I have the
right to answer a statement referring to myself.
This is not the first time my honourable
friend has related that story, but perhaps he
has never chosen a more inopportune time
than now.

What the honourable gentleman refers to
is this. At the close of the last war a treaty
was made with Turkey, a treaty negotiated
with that country by representatives of Great
Britain, the Allies and Canada. In the sign-
ing of that treaty Canada acted as a separate
nation, or, to put it better, as an individual
nation. Ratification was moved in the Cana-
dian Commons by the present Prime Minister.
A time came later when, because of Turkish
aggression, Great Britain considered the ques-
tion of holding Turkey to the terms of her
treaty. I presume the British Government
nourished the idea that we, as parties to that
treaty, would have some interest in it. I
personally assumed that since the Dominion
signed the treaty as a separate nation, an
individual nation, we probably had some
remote interest in the integrity of that treaty.
The British Government indicated to us the
line they thought of taking and asked if we
cared to be represented in any way in any
action that might be taken. That, and that
alone, was the inquiry. I ask honourable
members on both sides of the House: Was
there anything improper in that inquiry? On
the contrary, was it not an inquiry which
Canada was entitled to have made to it?
Or should the British Government have
assumed that our signature represented only
a concession to our vanity, that our’interest
in the treaty ended when we had signed it,
and that whether its terms were carried out
or it was torn to tatters by other parties was
no concern of ours?

At any rate, the Canadian Government
repulsed the inquiry. In doing so it acted
directly in line with the course of conduct of
which I have complained this afternoon. That
was just another illustration of the course
this Government invariably had pursued in
order to cater to that school of opinion which
is opposed to co-operation in any way with
Great Britain in matters of defence. After
our reply to the British Government’s inquiry
was known, I made a statement to this
effect: that when Britain appealed to us in
regard to a treaty to which we were a party
—a treaty we had signed quite independently
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of her—we should at once have shown interest
in that treaty and stood ready to examine
with her our course of action. Never did I
say we should have been ready to fight at
once merely because Great Britain thought of
fighting. Not at all. That is only a mis-
representation which has been made down
through the years, and never more frequently
than by the honourable leader of the Govern-
ment in this House.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: But my right
honourable friend said he would have replied,
“ Ready, aye ready.”

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Certainly,
but I did not say “Ready, aye ready, to
fight merely if called upon.”

Hon. Mr. EULER: What did the statement
mean, then?

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: It meant
that we should have replied we were ready,
aye ready, for an examination, in a sym-
pathetic attitude, of our duty.

Hon. Mr. EULER: Nobody else inter-
preted it that way.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Everybody
who heard it interpreted it that way, but
nobody interpreted it that way after mis-
representations became current throughout
Canada. Certainly our reply to the inquiry
should have been sympathetic. We had the
right and duty to sit down and discuss what
we ought to do. And I want to express this
belief: that when this war is over, and when
in the providence of God we emerge victorious,
and we enter into treaties, even a Government
composed of honourable gentlemen opposite
would not say, “We have no further interest
in those treaties, and we should be offended
if the British Government asked us whether
we were ready to co-operate with them to
see those treaties respected.” I think that
when we sign treaties we have at least some
duty towards securing their observance by
all parties. We should have replied to the
British Government at once in a spirit of
common interest, in a spirit of “Ready, aye
ready,” as those words had before been used
by Sir Wilfrid Laurier himself on the floor
of the House of Commons. It may have been
our duty to insist on reconsideration of the
treaty, but certainly we were entirely wrong
in telling the British Government that we
had no more interest in the subject at all.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I think Great
Britain recognized that we had led the way
towards peace by our refusal to join in the
Lloyd George proposal.

I move the second reading of the Bill.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN.

Hon. Mr. MURDOCK: We are dealing
with a Bill to which we must give proper
consideration, and I insist on making a state-
ment before the motion is put.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I would ask my
honourable friend to forgo his speech, as it
may provoke another speech in reply.

Hon. Mr. MURDOCK: As a private mem-
ber I insist on my right to make a state-
ment.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN : I can promise
there will be no reply.

Hon. Mr. MURDOCK: It is altogether to
the good to find this Senate unanimous in
encouraging energetic conduct of the war.
True, we are divided, those opposite thinking
we are not doing enough, those on this side
honestly believing that the very best that is
possible is being done.

Allow me to read from page 45 of the
Senate Hansard of 1934. I desire to give a
short extract to show the position taken by
honourable gentlemen opposite when they
were sitting on this side and when the dis-
tinguished general from Vancouver (Hon. Mr.
McRae) rose in his place and made a lengthy
speech. I quote this one paragraph:

We are a small nation—ten and a half
million people—to be taking part in this
European embroglio. We are far away from
the continent of Europe. With the certainty
of war before us, I want to call the attention
of this honourable House and of the country
to the opportunity that we have at this time
to withdraw with honour from the League of
Nations—an opportunity which subsequent
developments may not afford. I appreciate the
seriousness of the statement that I am about
to make to this honourable House, but I am
giving my considered, definite opinion when I
say that I cannot conceive of any developments
which would justify this country in sacrificing
the blood of one single Canadian on the future
battle-fields of Europe.

Some Hon. Senators:

Honourable members will notice the applause.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: It was not
from our side.

Hon. Mr. MURDOCK : That was the doc-
trine in 1934: not “the blood of one single
Canadian on the future battlefields of
Europe.” Yet to-day they are crying to high
Heaven, as the barrister in Toronto i,
because there are no Canadian soldiers on
Vimy Ridge to protect Canada’s war memo-
rial. Consistency, thou art a jewel!

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: The honour-
able gentleman knows that that was an
opinion expressed by an individual member
and had no support whatever from our side.

Hear, hear.
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Hon. Mr. MURDOCK: It was received

with applause, according to the record.

Hon. A. D. McRAE: Honourable members,
in view of the remarks of the honourable
gentleman from Parkdale, I ask the indul-
gence of the House in order that I may reply
to him at once.

Of course I have changed my mind. Six
years ago, on my return from Europe, I was
so impressed with the certainty of war that
I took the only avenue open to me to present
that serious situation to this House, in the
hope that Canada might be withdrawn from a
catastrophe that seemed to me inevitable.
Much has happened in the meantime. Then
most honourable members regarded me as a
pessimist, but who by the wildest stretch
of the imagination could visualize the situa-
tion in which the world finds itself to-day?
Conditions have changed.

Hon. Mr. MURDOCK: That is conceded.

Hon. Mr. McRAE: Our very liberties are
at stake, and it is the solemn duty of every
loyal Canadian to do his utmost to help the
Allies win this war.

On referring to Hansard of 1934, honourable
members will see the personal attack which the
right honourable member from Parkdale then
made on me. I was not in the House at the
time.

Hon. Mr. MURDOCK: I am not a right
honourable yet.

Hon. Mr. McRAE: Pardon me. The hon-
ourable member from Parkdale. To-day he
again refers to my speech of 1934, which he
appears to have carried in his memory from
that day to this. I ask him: Was he or was
I right six years ago in respect of the future?
Yet he has the temerity to-day to raise the
question in the same spirit that animated
him six years ago. Well, I am glad he has
done so. I gave expression to my. honest
conviction at a time when I felt war was a
certainty. I was depressed and discouraged
by the apathy I found in England and in
this country. I never thought we should find
ourselves in the critical situation we are in
to-day. As I have said, our liberties depend
on the outcome of the present struggle, and
I am proud to stand here and say that the
opinion I expressed six years ago has no
bearing on the situation to-day.

Hon. Mr. MURDOCK: Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. McRAE: I would remind the
honourable gentleman that I got no support
from either side of the House when I ex-
pressed that opinion. I knew I was giving
expression to an unpopular view, but, as I
say, I was so impressed by the seriousness of
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the situation that, even at the risk of incurring
the displeasure of the honourable gentleman
from Parkdale, I placed my views before
the House. Apparently time has not tem-
pered his resentment.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was read the second time,

THIRD READING

Hon. Mr, DANDURAND moved the third
reading of the Bill.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was read the third time, and passed.

The Senate adjourned during pleasure.

THE ROYAL ASSENT

The Honourable Oswald Smith Crocket,
acting as Deputy Administrator, having come
and being seated at the foot of the Throne,
and the House of Commons having been
summoned, and being come with their Speaker,
the Honourable the Deputy of the Adminis-
trator was pleased to give the Royal Assent
to the following Bills:

An Act for granting to His Majesty certain
sums of money for the public service of the
financial year ending the 31st March, 1941.

An Act for granting to His Majesty aid for
national defence and security.

The House of Commons withdrew.

The Honourable the Deputy of the Ad-
ministrator was pleased to retire.

The sitting was resumed.

IMMIGRATION FROM BRITAIN
FRANCE

On the Orders of the Day:

Hon. RAOUL DANDURAND: Honour-
able senators, last week the right honourable
leader on the other side questioned me con-
cerning the attitude of the Government on
the immigration of British and French
citizens to Canada. I will read a letter on
the subject which I have received from Mr.
F. C. Blair, Director of the Immigration
Branch. On a certain point he may have
narrowed the inquiry of my right honour-
able friend, and, if so, I will ask Mr. Blair
to supplement his letter. He writes me as
follows:

Dear Senator Dandurand,

In response to your inquiries about what is

being done for British and French citizens who

desire to find shelter in Canada for the duration
of the war,—

AND

That perhaps limits the idea expressed by
my right honourable friend.

—I may say that these are bein%m freely
admitted, the only requirement being that they

REVISED EDITION'
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are in good health and are either joining rela-
tives or friends who can look after them here
or that they have sufficient funds to look after
themselves. Our officers in London and Paris
have standing instructions covering this move-
ment.

The question may arise whether our practice
in this matter opens the door to persons liable
to become public charges in Canada or allows
a movement of those engaged in subversive
activities. You will observe that I have men-
tioned British and French citizens only. These
will travel on passports issued by their own
Government, and this, with such other protec-
tion as our own officers can supply, may be
accepted as a reasonable safeguard against the
creation of difficulties for Canada.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Mr. Blair
has closely enough apprehended what I had
in mind. But I do not care even for restric-
tions at the present time. I should like the
Government to make a positive offer to take
care of such citizens as desire to come, cer-
tainly for the duration of the war.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I notice Mr.
Blair says, “Our officers in London and Paris
have standing instructions covering this
movement.” I do not know whether the
general official statement might impart in-
formation of willingness on the part of Can-
ada to receive British and French citizens.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: That is my
idea.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Of course it
would be necessary to confer with the two
Governments. I know the French Govern-
ment would not be willing to allow their
manhood to emigrate.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Oh, no. I
said, “always with the approval of their
Governments.” What I had in mind mostly
was children, and in their case restrictions
do not seem very appropriate. Children
could have no means of support, but I
would not refuse asylum in Canada during
the war to any French or British child if he
had not even a nickel.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I suppose the
two Governments would not allow people to
come here who might be objectionable on
certain grounds.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Britain will
not let her men out either.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: There is a sub-
versive element which the Government has
under observation as being somewhat dangerous
to the State. I am sure my right honourable
friend realizes that the British Government

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND.

would not allow Nazis, Fascists or Com-
munists to take advantage of the proposed
offer.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: The British
Government would take care of them.

ADJOURNMENT

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I move that
when the Senate adjourns this evening it stand
adjourned until Tuesday evening at eight
o’clock.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: I desire to
say a word on the motion. I would not offer
any determined objection to our adjourning
until Tuesday, though I had rather expected
an adjournment until Monday. I would sug-
gest to the leader of the House something
which I intended to mention to him before,
but about which I had no opportunity of
speaking with him after I had discussed it
with one or two members on this side. It
seems to me that during the war, in order
that there be mo failure on the part of our
House to help by our presence at least, any
time we can, and to accelerate such measures
as may be urgent, it might be well to change
the rules—I think they can be changed, and
I know the rules in the other House were
changed—by resolution in order to enable His
Honour the Speaker in some simple way to
call us together during an adjournment. If
such a change in the rules were made, we
should all feel a little happier during adjourn-
ment, because there would then be no danger
of our failing to be here when we ought to
be here. A very simple amendment is all
that would be necessary, and it would apply
only for the duration.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I am very glad
my right honourable friend has made this sug-
gestion, because I have often been somewhat
nervous as to what might happen during an
adjournment of the Senate, and have wondered
whether we could not delegate to His Honour
the Speaker some authority which would over-
come the difficulty. I would ask His Honour
the Speaker to confer with the Clerk of the
House and the Law Clerk to see if some
change could be made in our procedure in
accordance with this proposal. He will have
from now until Tuesday next to examine into
the matter, and can then inform the two leaders
of the decision reached.

The Senate adjourned until Tuesday, June 4,
at 8 pm.
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Tuesday, June 4, 1940.

The Senate met at 8 p.m., the Speaker in
the Chair.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

CANADIAN ACTIVE SERVICE FORCE
EQUIPMENT

INQUIRY

On the notice by Hon. Mr. Tanner:

That he will inquire of the Government as
follows:

1. In a Canadian division of the Canadian
Active Service Force what is the establishment
of: (a) Vickers machine guns; (b) Bren auto-
matics; (c¢) 3-inch trench mortars; (d) smaller
trench mortars; (e) anti-tank rifles?

2. In a Canadian division of the Canadian
Active Service Force what is the establishment
of: (a) Bren gun carriers; (b) lorries; (c¢)
platoon lorries; (d) field kitchens; (e) tractors
or dragons; (f) other mechanized vehicles?

3. In a Canadian division of the Canadian
Active Service Force what is the establishment
of 25-pounder howitzers?

4. In a Canadian division of the Canadian
Active Service Force what are the numbers and
calibres of other guns in the division, excluding
anti-aireraft and anti-tank guns?

5. In a Canadian division of the Canadian
Active Service Force what are the numbers and
calibres of: (a) anti-aircraft guns; (b) anti-
tank guns?

6. Of all the equipment, arms, vehicles and
the like referred to in the foregoing questions
and the answers thereto, what equipment, arms,
vehicles and the like are being manufactured
in Canada?

7. From what sources of manufacture ‘and
production, respectively, is the first Canadian
Division of the Canadian Active Service Force
supplied with each class of the arms, equip-
me;)nt and vehicles and the like above referred
to?

8. From what sources of manufacture and
production, respectively, is each class of the
arms, equipment and vehicles and the like
referred to above now available or becoming
available for the Second Canadian Division
of the Canadian Active Service Force?

9. Is it a fact that the rifles with which the
First Canadian Division was armed when it
left Canada have been withdrawn from the
division and that the division has been supplied
from British sources with new or re-barrelled
rifles?

10. Is it a fact that the departure of the
First Canadian Division from England to a
theatre of war has been delayed by the non-
arrival of certain equipment which was to have
been sunplied from Canadian sources?

11. Was there delay in the arrival of any
such equipment in England; what was the equip-
ment; what was the cause of the delay; for what
period of time was delivery of such equipment
in England overdue?
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Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I have received
answers to some of my honourable friend’s
questions. Some of these questions cannot
be answered, on the ground of public interest
and for the reason that the documents con-
cerned come from Great Britain. To-morrow
I shall give answers to such of the questions
as can be answered.

The inquiry stands.

MANUFACTURE OF MILITARY
EQUIPMENT

INQUIRY

On the notice by Hon. Mr. Griesbach:

That he will draw the attention of the Senate
to the manufacture of military equipment in
Canada and will inquire of the Government as
follows:

1. Has the Government of Canada, either on
its own behalf or for the British Government,
let contracts in Canada for the manufacture
in Canada of: (a) machine guns; (b) three-
inch mortars; (¢) smaller mortars; (d)
revolvers; (e) pistols; (f) rifles; (g) 25-
pounder gun howitzers; (h) other calibres of
guns; (i) anti-aircraft guns; (j) anti-tank guns?

2. If so, will the Government identify said
contracts in the books recording the activities
of the Defence Purchasing Board and the War
Supply Board?

3. In what quantities or numbers have such
contracts been let, and how many of such articles
above enumerated have been completed and
issued ?

4. Has the Government of Canada, either on
its own behalf or for the British Government,
let contracts in Canada for the manufacture
in Canada of: (a) heavy tanks; (b) medium
tanks; (c) light tanks; (d) Bren gun carriers;
(e) tractors or dragons; (f) lorries or trucks
of patterns standardized with those in use in
the British Army?

5. What is being done in the manufacture
of ammunition: (a) -303 calibre; (b) revolver
ammunition; (¢) -50 calibre ammunition; (d)
ammunition for field guns of various calibres?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I am asked to
have this inquiry transformed into a motion
for papers. When this is done the answers
will be given.

Hon. Mr. GRIESBACH : As the honourable
leader will observe, I gave notice that I
would draw the attention of the Senate to
the manufacture of military equipment in
Canada, and to the answers which I expected
to get in due course to my questions.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: My honourable
friend may proceed with his discussion now
if he so desires, but it seems to me honourable
members would listen to him with greater
interest if they had before them the documents
which could be produced if we passed an order
for a return.
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Hon. Mr. GRIESBACH: The fact is that
the answers are already perfectly well known
to anyone who knows anything about the
subject. I am just wondering when the
answers to my inquiry will be given by the
Government. Can the honourable leader give
any indication as to that? The subject is a
very pressing one, and I want to speak about
it without further delay.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Though my
honourable friend is, of course, quite familiar
with a number of the questions contained in
the inquiry, I am sure other honourable gentle-
men are not, and I would suggest that he
defer discussion until I am able to furnish
the answers.

Hon. Mr. GRIESBACH: I am quite willing
to do so if the honourable leader of the House
will give me some idea as to when the infor-
mation will be forthcoming.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I will answer
my honourable friend to-morrow. In the
meantime I would ask that the inquiry stand.

Hon. Mr. GRIESBACH: Very well.
The inquiry stands.

WAR CO-OPERATION
APPOINTMENT OF SPECIAL COMMITTEE

Hon. C. P. BEAUBIEN rose to move:

That a committee selected by the leaders of
the Senate be constituted for the purpose of
advising how best the members of this House
can help the country in its war effort.

He said: Honourable members, this motion
requires little explanation on my part, but I
should like to say a word or two as to the
motive which prompted me to lay it before
you.

Undoubtedly the Senate contains a con-
siderable number of competent and experienced
members. Undoubtedly, too, the Govern-
ment at the present time have a very heavy
burden to carry. In view of these facts it
would seem to me worth while that a com-
mittee selected by the leaders of this House
should canvass the situation and ascertain
whether some of this burden could not be
shouldered, either within or without Parlia-
ment, by senators on both sides. Some mem-
bers I have met are eager to help in the
work that dominates everything before us
to-day—the work of winning the war—but,
not knowing exactly what to do, they are
diffident about taking the initiative. They
would gladly help if asked to do so. My
proposal, therefore, is that a committee be
selected by the two leaders for the purpose
of surveying the situation and ascertaining
what the members of this House can do, either

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND.

individually or as a body, towards helping in
war work, so that in the performance of their
duties they may play a larger part.

Hon. RAOUL DANDURAND: Honour-
able senators, my honourable friend from
Montarville (Hon. Mr. Beaubien) has for a
number of weeks been much concerned about
what he and other members of the House
could do to help in the various activities con-
ducive to the winning of the war. I am quite
sure that a certain number of senators are
already, in their respective provinces, taking
an active part in the various organizations
that have been set up. My honourable friend,
however, thinks it would be a good idea that
the two leaders should select a small commit-
tee to examine into suggestions that might
be made to members to co-operate individually
with various organizations now functioning or
to be set up. He meets senators who say,
“T should like to do more than I am called
upon to do as a senator in attending the
sittings of this House.” Nobody can gainsay
that that is a laudable sentiment, and I have
no objection to the motion of my honourable
friend.

I suppose, as the two leaders are men-
tioned in the motion, my right honourable
friend is of the same opinion.

Right Hon. ARTHUR MEIGHEN: I can
see some value that may come from this
committee, although I know that in the con-
duct of the affairs of a nation constituted as
ours is, any work done outside of Govern-
ment ranks must be the work of private citi-
zens. No matter what public office one may
hold, whether as a parliamentarian or in any
other capacity, the Government must organize
such work and must lead and be in the fore-
front of the whole struggle. Nevertheless there
is now a task which, though under Govern-
ment direction, will have to be very largely
performed by the citizens themselves; and I
fear the need for this work will increase. I
am one of those who do not share the confi-
dence expressed by the Minister of Justice
as to the thoroughness of the control being
exercised in respect of subversive elements in
this Dominion, elements which, though now
perhaps believed to be understood, assume
a wholly different character and course of
conduct as danger to the State draws mearer;
and it does seem to me that leadership
towards assisting the Government in this
respect may well be given by members of
this House, by members of the other House,
and by public-minded citizens generally, and
that our example and possibly our inspira-
tion may be of advantage.

The motion was agreed to.
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NAVAL SERVICE BILL
FIRST READING

A message was received from the House
of Commons with Bill 2, an Act to amend the
Naval Service Act.

The Bill was read the first time.

MOTION FOR SECOND READING

Hon. RAOUL DANDURAND: Honour-
able senators, everyone who is familiar with
our procedure knows that under our rules it
is necessary to give two days’ notice of motion
for the second reading of a Bill. Should I
do so now, this Bill would have to be put
over until Thursday. As there is very little
on the Order Paper for to-morrow, and there
are, I suppose, eight or ten bills to come, I
was wondering whether, by unanimous con-
sent of the House, we might not put the second
readings down for to-morrow, at which time
we could take up such of the measures as the
Senate was ready to consider. A number of
them are obviously non-contentious; others
may require some explanations, I am in the
hands of the House as to moving that second
reading of these bills be considered to-morrow,
and I should like to have the view of my
right honourable friend opposite.

Right Hon. ARTHUR MEIGHEN: I am
thoroughly in favour of our abandoning, so
far as permitted by honourable members—
and we all have the same right in this respect
—the rigidity of the rules, and of our seeking
to advance legislation as rapidly as we can
consistently with knowing what we are doing.
I suggest that we go ahead to-night and pass
such bills as we can, reserving for to-morrow
those which we think require twenty-four
hours’ notice.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Then I shall
explain the Bill which is before us.

The purpose of this Bill is to make subject
to naval discipline persons who have agreed
to serve as civilians in a particular ship or
in such ships as may be determined by the
Minister. These are persons who are not
members of the Canadian naval forces and
not eligible for all the benefits, such as
pension and so forth, applicable to such forces.
The Bill is identical in form with one passed
by the Parliament of the United Kingdom
to meet a similar situation arising in the
Royal Navy. It will avoid the emergence
of questions which arose at the end of the
last war with respect to persons employed in
the Canadian naval forces in a similar
capacity.

The Bill itself contains this explanatory
note:

The Naval Service Act, chapter 139 of the
Revised Statutes of Canada, 1927, makes no
provision by which civilians serving with the
naval forces of Canada can be made subject to
naval discipline.

During the last war the situation was met
by enrolling such persons in the Royal Naval
Canadian Volunteer Reserve “for discipline
only.” This procedure was not satisfactory, for
administrative reasons; it was open to certain
legal objections, and it gave rise to many claims
for war service compensation which, though not
legally admissible, were extremely difficult to
reject. In the interests of discipline, and to
remove the administrative and other difficulties
mentioned, it is essential that statutory provi-
sion be made in the Naval Service Act in
respect of the civilian employees mentioned,
and this is the purpose of this Bill.

I think these are all the explanations I have
to offer the Senate in justification of the

Bill. I move the second reading.

Right Hon. ARTHUR MEIGHEN: Hon-
ourable members, so far as the Bill endeavours
to bring within the discipline of the Naval
Service Act volunteers who are serving under
naval officers for temporary purposes, it is
obviously all right. But I call attention to
the other side of the shield. Those who come
in may do so for a very temporary objective.
It is right that they should be under discipline,
but is it not pretty dangerous to give them all
the rights of a rating under the Naval Service
Act? I have in mind a corresponding situa-
tion in the Militia. There are a great many
veterans of the last war who are no longer
in the permanent force, but would make
excellent instructors. They are very eager
to help in a field where there is a real demand
for services such as they could give. My
information is that the department is loath
to take them on if they are not in category A
in respect of health, the reason being that
in the event of death or illness all these men
and their families would have certain very
important pension rights. It is very likely
that men of this character, in any but excep-
tional cases, would be willing to surrender
such pension rights. One can understand the
attitude of the department in not wishing to
place a heavy obligation upon the country
just for the sake of services which are really
such that pension rights should not arise.

With that in mind, let us transfer our
attention to the present Bill. I understand
that in our Naval Service to-day there are
quite a number of boats of all sorts and des-
criptions, private yachts, large and small, and
what not. I do not know what all these
auxiliary craft, as described in our returns,
really are, but I have information as to the
kind of boats being acquired, and I am going
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to presume—I have no reason to do other-
wise— that they will serve some useful pur-
pose. There will have to be a supply of
officers and ratings to man these vessels
temporarily. Men will volunteer, and while it
is quite right that they should be under dis-
cipline, and also on pay, one would think
there should be some restriction in respect of
pension rights that might arise. By careful
reading of the Bill it will be seen that not
only are these men under the discipline pro-
vided for in the Naval Service Act, but they
are entitled to all the rights therein provided.
It may be they should get all these rights,
but I am disposed to think they should not.
I should like, if I can, to obtain a full
explanation on that point. It runs in my mind
that perhaps the reason why the men were
dealt with as volunteer naval reserves in the
last war was to avoid that obligation. If
this Bill passes we shall be right under the
whole thing. I can see a very distinct dif-
ference between pension rights accruing to a
man who throws his life into a State service,
or indeed into private service, and
such rights being given to a man not so
highly trained, and therefore not so careful,
who comes in temporarily. It would seem to
me it might be well to have these rights deter-
mined by Government officers after a thorough
review. There is a possibility that I am on
the wrong track, but as I read the Bill it
occurs to me that we may be assuming an
obligation which we shall be talking about and
regretting in years to come.

Hon. A. C. HARDY : I think the right hon-
ourable leader on the other side has raised a
point which is not only a good one, but a
very important one. To my own knowledge
many of the vessels put into commission and
under Canadian naval direction are merely
patrol boats. They run all the way from Lake
Superior clean down to Halifax. Many of them
will never be subject to the slightest risk of
any naval warfare or be in any danger beyond
what may arise in the ordinary course of
navigation on our inland waters, and, in some
cases, in patrolling our harbours. While the
men on these boats, especially if on patrol
duty, may be amenable to full naval dis-
cipline, I believe the Bill should contain a
distinct clause with respect to what the
country’s responsibility to them and their
dependents is now and will be in the distant
future. We have seen from our pensions
records that hundreds, if not thousands, of
men who came back from overseas in fairly
good health have in the course of years
developed some physical trouble or other and
thereby, under our laws as amended from time

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN.

to time, are entitled to make claims on the
ground that their disability has arisen directly
or indirectly from war service.

There is no doubt that a large number of
boats will be employed in Canada, and a
great many men will be required to operate
them. I have been looking into this question
a little, and have seen a considerable number
of boats coming up from the south—yachts
they are called—for patrol duty. Perhaps
these are very valuable. I do not know about
that, but I know they carry big crews, and
every man on board them is liable to become
a pensioner, or to ask for bounties or gratuities
at the end of the war. I believe the Bill should
be closely scrutinized and should be amended
to cover the point raised by the right hon-
ourable leader on the other side.

Hon. C. C. BALLANTYNE: Honourable
senators, I find myself in complete accord with
the views expressed by my right honourable
leader (Right Hon. Mr. Meighen) and the
honourable gentleman from Leeds (Hon. Mr.
Hardy). Thousands of our best young men
throughout Canada are offering their services,
some of them to the Royal Canadian Volun-
teer Reserve and others for patrol duties, and
so forth, on smaller craft. I do not think I
am misjudging these young men when I say
that at the time of enlistment they did not
expect, and they do not now expect, to get
any pensions from the Canadian Government.
Of course, I do feel that those who join the
Royal Canadian Volunteer Reserve and go
across to England—as large mnumbers are
doing—and there perform arduous and dan-
gerous work, should be entitled to pension.
I noticed the other day an advertisement in
the leading papers of my own city calling for
four thousand men—stokers, carpenters and
so on. I do not believe men of that type are
required to go overseas. As the honourable
gentleman from Leeds (Hon. Mr, Hardy)
has so clearly stated, they are no doubt
required for patrol work in Canada.

To the men who remain here and serve in
home waters we give all due credit and
thanks for offering themselves at this time.
Thousands of them are doing patrol work,
which is, no doubt, absolutely necessary, but,
as we all admit, not dangerous. So I think
this Bill ought to be amended to confine
pensions exclusively to those men who join
the Royal Canadian Volunteer Reserve and
go overseas.

Hon. W. A. GRIESBACH: Honourable
senators, I find myself in disagreement with
the right honourable leader on this side
(Right Hon. Mr. Meighen) and the two
honourable gentlemen who have preceded me
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(Hon. Mr. Hardy and Hon. Mr. Ballantyne).
My first observation would be that when you
come to drafting the amendment which these
gentlemen have in mind, you will find it
simply cannot be done unless you establish
two distinet types of services. If you want
to have a coast-guard service, let us say, and
to make it entirely separate and distinct
from your naval service, with different uni-
forms and so on, you can go ahead and deal
with it as a separate body; but if all the
men are in one service, with promotion run-
ning through the whole of it, you are bound
to run into difficulty. If the boiler on a
patrol vessel in the St. Clair river blows up
and the stoker is badly scalded, his injuries
will be just as painful to him and have as
far-reaching consequences on ‘his life and
health as if the accident had happened to him
in the North Sea or elsewhere in Europe.
Should a man serving in home waters fall
and break a leg, he will be just as lame and
suffer just as much pain as if he had been
injured overseas.

If you desire two different services, you can
legislate accordingly. Then you must not ask
the men in this inferior Canadian service to
perform any of the duties of the front-line
service, If you are going to have a scparate
naval service and a separate coast-guard ser-
vice, you must not ask the coast-guard men
to go to sea or take any risks such as the
naval men take.

On matters such as this you must consult
with and be guided by the officers who have
to handle these men wherever their ships go.
The officers are responsible for the mainten-
ance of discipline, and they may have to be
responsible for leadership of these men in
battle. I gravely doubt whether you can
have two different kinds of sailors in the same
ship, or in the same waters, or in the same
service. I know you cannot have two different
types of men in the army. While I entirely
sympathize with those who think we should
be constantly on the watch to safeguard the
public treasury against the consequences of
foolish and thoughtless enlistment of men
who are not physically fit, it seems to me
that our adoption of the proposed amendment
would lead to serious difficulties.

Hon. Mr. BALLANTYNE: Honourable
senators, if I may rise once more, I
should like to say that I cannot agree with
my honourable and gallant friend who has
just spoken. Men of the Royal Canadian
Volunteer Reserve who go overseas on mine-
sweepers—and large numbers of these vessels
will be going over—or on submarine chasers,
or other vessels, should certainly be entitled

to pensions; but I cannot see why any pen-
sions should be available to the thousands of
men who will be called upon simply to do
patrol work around the shores of Canada.
In answer to the argument of my honourable
and gallant friend, I would point out that we
are now organizing a volunteer home guard,
and surely if any member of this home guard
were to fall and break his leg, or sustain any
other injury, he would not be entitled to a
pension in the same way as would a man
who joined the Canadian Active Service Corps
and went overseas. The men who volunteer
to serve on patrol boats are willing to do
their bit, and they certainly do not expect
this country, which is already saddled with a
tremendous debt, to pay them pensions.
Thousands upon thousands of men are volun-
teering for this work. A man may be serving
to-day as an engineer on a patrol boat, and
next week he may be out of the service.

I thoroughly agree that all men serving in
home waters should come under naval dis-
cipline, but I think this House would be
wrong in providing that they should come
under the Pension Act. I have watched many
of these gallant young volunteers in my own
city, and I know they are a very fine type.
They undergo drills, attend lectures and in
every possible way prepare themselves to be
of service. Why are they doing this? Simply
because they want to help defend their coun-
try. I am sure that if anyone asked them
whether they thought the Government should
pay them a pension, they would answer in
the negative. Therefore I stand by the
remarks I previously made on this Bill.

Hon. L. McMEANS: In the Western Prov-
inces there are hundreds of instances where
elderly farmers and their wives are drawing
pensions from this Government at the rate
of $40 a month. Although they could be
supported off their farms, they have turned
the farms over to their sons, and draw pen-
sions from the Government.

Hon. Mr. BALLANTYNE: These are old~
age pensions.

Hon. Mr. McMEANS: That is what I am
speaking about. I have personal knowledge
of what is going on. A man owns a farm,
and when he and his wife become seventy
years of age the farm is transferred to their
son. Now, the parents and the whole family
could be supported off the farm. But the
daughters get employment in cities, the farm
is transferred to a son, and the elderly man
and his wife draw pensions from the Govern-
ment at the rate of $40 a month. I know
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what I am talking about, as I am aware of
many instances of this kind. There is some-
thing wrong about the whole pension business.

Hon. G. LACASSE: Honourable senators,
may I interject a brief observation at this
time? I think the point taken by the hon-
ourable senator from Edmonton (Hon. Mr.
Griesbach) is somewhat justified, but I do not
think it answers the argument raised by
honourable members who spoke before him.
It seems to me there is a happy medium by
which the problem could be solved. There
are in various provinces organizations known
as Workmen’s Compensation Boards. Now, I
believe that concerns which operate through-
out Canada at large, such as, say, the Canada
Steamship Lines, and their employees, are
subject to and protected by the Workmen’s
Compensation Acts. In my opinion some
such scheme could be developed for taking
care of the men who volunteer for naval
service in Canada and are injured in the dis-
charge of their duties. Perhaps, for that pur-
pose, it might be necessary to enact federal
legislation along the line of the provincial
Workmen’s Compensation Acts. That is just
a suggestion. I throw out at this time. I
attach considerable importance to the issue
which has been raised in this discussion. It
is because of my professional experience as a
doctor in dealing with cases of industrial
accidents under the provincial Acts that I am
suggesting some federal scheme of compensa-
tion for men whose health becomes impaired
or who are permanently disabled while serv-
ing their country—a scheme which would not
bind the Government as in the case of soldiers
or sailors serving in the army or navy, at home
as well as abroad. Compensation of one kind

or another should be substituted here for
pensions.
Hon. Mr. GRIESBACH: I think the

difficulty will be to draft a workable amend-
ment even if you have clearly in mind what
you want to do. The honourable gentleman
from Alma (Hon. Mr. Ballantyne) almost
talked himself to a logical conclusion a
moment ago. He was prepared to allow the
sailor who goes across to Europe and engages
in naval warfare there to become entitled to
a pension if injured, but he did not think the
Canadian sailor engaged in patrol work on
our own coast should come within the same
class. Well, if a ship is patrolling our coast
and meets an enemy cruiser, which proceeds
to hammer the daylights out of her, what is
to be the position of the crew? Are they
to haul down the flag and say: “ Hold onl!
We are not fighting sailors; we are in a
Hon. Mr. McMEANS.

different category from those men overseas”?
That must be considered. The fact that the
men go across to England does not mean
anything, since the enemy may come over
here and bring the whole of that particular
class provided for by this legislation under
the conditions envisaged by the honourable
gentleman from Alma. I am not worrying
much about this matter, as I am perfectly
satisfied that when you try to draft an amend-
ment you will find it will not work.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Honourable
senators, I am not violating the rule, for,
having made the motion, I have the right to
reply. The discussion has led me to the
conclusion that we might well adopt here a
certain rule of the House of Commons.
There, when a bill has been given second
reading it is referred to Committee of the
Whole in order that it may be discussed in
detail. It is a violation of our rules for a
member to rise two or three times, but I do
not object to it except—

Hon. Mr. BALLANTYNE: May I say to
my honourable friend that in the other House
when a bill comes up for second reading it is
fully discussed.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Yes, the principle
is discussed, but after the bill is given second
reading it is moved into Committee of the
Whole, where there is free discussion of every
section.

I desire to draw the attention of the Senate
to what the gentleman who had the Bill in
hand in the other House said in explanation
of the measure:

First, I want to make it quite clear that this
applies to persons who are not actually enlisted
in the Navy, but are serving with it. Pilots,
I suppose, would be one category while they
are serving with the Navy; perhaps fisher-
men; and other trades serving in connection
with or attached to the Navy. Apparently
during the last war that was not made quite
clear, and trouble arose with regard to dis-
cipline. I have no recollection of that, I do
not remember any instances of it, but I do
remember cases with respect to compensation
in the shape of pensions. I take it that this
Bill will apply to those men who are not
actually enlisted in the Navy, that it will give
them rights with respect to pension similar
to the rxghts of those who are in the Navy.
Perhaps I may read section 1; I am skipping
“ords which may be redundant:

“(1) If any person who, not belonging to
the Naval Service, enters into an engagement
with the Minister to serve His Majesty . .
and agrees to become subject to this Act upon
enterlnﬂ' into the engagement, that person shall,
S0 lon" as the engagement remains in force

be subject to this Act, and the provisions
of this Act shall apply in relation to that person
as if, while subject to this Act, he belonged
to the Naval Service and were borne on the
books of one of His MaJestys Canadian ships
in commission.”
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I take it that this would entitle him to the
pension rights to which members of our naval
forces are entitled. I remember, although I
cannot recall the details, that certain pension
claims were rejected on the ground that men
who served in such capacity in the last war
were not, properly speaking, members of the
forces as laid down in the Pension Act; and
I believe that this Bill is intended to cover
them.

It is clearly a question of granting pen-
sions, as was suggested by the right honour-
able leader on the other side and by those
who followed him.

I move adjournment of the debate in order
that I may obtain a memorandum bearing
on the rights of these persons to get pensions.

Hon. Mr. GRIESBACH: The honourable
leader might at the same time ascertain what
is the class of persons who come into the
Navy in this peculiar fashion. A soldier is
either in the Army or out; but here appar-
ently a man may enter into an engagement
to serve in a ship and yet not be a member
of the Navy. I should like to know who
these persons are, how many of them there
are likely to be, and why they are not brought
into the Navy.

Hon. L. McMEANS: With the indulgence
of the House, I should like to make one or
two remarks on the point of order. The
honourable leader of the House has, I suppose,
been indulged to a greater extent than any
other member, except one, in what I might
term violations of the rules. We all listen
to him with the greatest of pleasure, for he
is a man of exceptional ability and remark-
ably well informed. I should like, with the
greatest humility, to remind you, sir, that
this is one of the most powerful legislative
bodies, if not the most powerful, in the British
Empire, and I would suggest that in order
that it may maintain its high standing you
should enforce our rules rigidly. In disregard
of our procedure my honourable friend from
Parkdale (Hon. Mr. Murdock) has been
indulged more than any other member. What
is the use of these rules unless they are ob-
served? What right has any member to move
second reading of a bill immediately after it
has been read a first time? I am sure, sir,
that you will prove a worthy successor of the
able men who have presided over the dis-
cussions of this House, and therefore I appeal
to you to insist on a proper observance of
our procedure. With the greatest deference to
the honourable leader opposite, I must say
that, with the exception of my honourable
friend from Parkdale, he is perhaps the most
frequent transgressor.

Hon. Mr. MURDOCK: Would my honour-
able friend some time point out one or two

of my violations of the rules?
95832—7

Hon. Mr. McMEANS: With the greatest
of pleasure. I have seen the honourable gen-
tleman rise and heard him make lengthy
speeches, brilliant—

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: T should like to
point out that my honourable friend is not in
order.

Hon. Mr, McMEANS: The honourable gen-
tleman has talked about everything except the
question before the House.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: As the motion
to adjourn the debate is debatable, I shall
not commit any offence against the rules in
what I am about to say. I quite agree that
anyone In the theatre of war who suffers
because of an act of war, though he may have
entered the service but temporarily, has cer-
tain rights, perhaps the full and complete
rights of one regularly engaged in the Naval
Service; but I never could agree that some-
one who is on a boat and whose purpose is
not to take part in any war activity at all—
who is, for example, on a gentleman’s yacht,
which could not attack anything but a fish,
and who happens to die—

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND:
covered?

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Oh, yes. So
far as I am informed, we have about fifty-four
auxiliary boats, many of them of that kind.
I presume there is something for them to do.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I draw the atten-
tion of my right honourable friend to the
fact that thousands of fishermen from Nova
Scotia, Prince Edward Island and Quebec are
serving on boats engaged in watching the
enemy and so protecting Halifax.

Right Hon., Mr. MEIGHEN: They may
be watching, but they could not fight anything.
If they were attacked, there might be stat-
utory grounds for consideration. If a man
dies in actual naval service, his family has
certain rights, but I think that if he dies in
service where he is not engaged to come
within reach of the enemy, those rights should
not accrue. It is no picayune matter; it may
run into hundreds of thousands of dollars.
It seems to me to be not at all difficult so to
frame an amendment that the country would
certainly be relieved of ordinary pension
rights in cases of this kind. True, if a man
dies outside a theatre of war his family
suffers the same as if he died anywhere else,
or happened to be drowned at sea, but the
loss of his life does not give his family any
richts against the country. There is a great
difference between the pension rights of a
man who engages to serve in the Navy for
a long period of years and is subject to com-

Is that -case

REVISED EDITION
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mands of the State to enter into any enter-
prise, however perilous, and the rights of him
who does not engage for that kind of perilous
service at all. The latter person might, if he
came into a theatre of war by accident, have
certain pension rights, but if he dies in the
ordinary performance of duty it is an imposi-
tion on the State that his family should be
entitled to such rights as are specified in this
Bill.

Hon, Mr. BLACK: I think that when the
Bill is before us for second reading an official
of the department in which it originated
should be here to give such detailed informa-
tion as may be required.

Some Hon, SENATORS: Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: We are on the
motion for second reading now. The honour-
able member’s suggestion might be considered
when we are about to take the committee
stage.

Hon. Mr. BLACK: He might be present at
the committee stage.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: In the Senate?

Hon. Mr. BLACK: I should like someone
to be present to answer our questions.

On motion of Hon. Mr. Dandurand, the
debate on the motion for second reading was
adjourned.

MILITTIA PENSION BILL
FIRST READING

A message was received from the House of
Commons with Bill 3, an Act to amend the
Militia Pension Act.

The Bill was read the first time.

SECOND READING

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I move that the
second reading be taken to-morrow.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: I see no
objection to this Bill at all. So far as I am
concerned, it may be proceeded with now.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: The purpose of
this Bill is to enable officers of the permanent
naval forces to reckon for purposes of pension
one-half of any former time served in the
non-permanent naval forces. Thereby these
naval officers are placed on the same basis
as officers of the permanent military and air
forces with respect to the inclusion of one-half
of the period of previous service in the non-
permanent military and air forces.

I move the second reading of the Bill.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill was
read the second time.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN.

THIRD READING

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: With the leave
of the Senate, I would now move the third
reading of the Bill.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Does the
leader of the House think it is worth while at
this stage to adopt the amendment suggested
by the Parliamentary Counsel? It is merely
a clerical amendment. He changes “ half ” to
“half of” to balance the wording. It would
take only a second, and it is better wording.

Hon. Mr. EULER: Honourable senators,
I move that the Bill be not now read a third
time, but be amended as follows:

Section 1, line 8, strike out “half” and sub-
stitute “half of.”

The proposed amendment was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I now move the
third reading of the Bill as amended.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill was
read the third time, and passed.

DEPARTMENT OF NATIONAL DEFENCE
BILL

FIRST READING

A message was received from the House of
Commons with Bill 4, an Act to amend the
Department of National Defence Act.

The Bill was read the first time.

SECOND READING

Hon. RAOUL DANDURAND moved the
second reading of the Bill.

He said: Honourable senators, this Bill is
a very simple one. Its purpose is to enable
the administration of service estates to be
effected under regulations made by the
Governor in Council. Regulations in this
regard have already been made under the
War Measures Act, and as long as that Act
is capable of being invoked such regulations
have the force of law. Of necessity these
regulations may have to be continued in force
and effect for some time after the War
Measures Act is capable of being invoked;
consequently some other statutory authority
is required to enable the Governor in Council
to make such regulations.

This concerns the personal effects of the
soldier who dies in the war area or in hospital,
and who has personal property that must be
taken care of. It does not affect his actual
estate. That falls under our regular law.
I believe this Bill will commend itself to the
Senate. As a matter of fact, under the War
Measures Act, what is herein provided is
already the law.

I move the second reading of the Bill.
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Right Hon. ARTHUR MEIGHEN: Can
the leader of the House tell us just what
provision is now made by Order in Council
under the War Measures Act? The explana-
tion in the Bill makes very plain how this
matter was handled in the last war, but there
is no disclosure at all as to the present plan.
I presume an officer of the department is
made administrator or trustee of all these
service estates, but I think the House should
be told what the plan is.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I may find it in
the explanatory note.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN : It is not there.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: We might take
the second reading now, and before the third
reading I shall secure the information.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Yes.

Perhaps I should explain that I was a little
hasty. There is a short reference to this in
the explanatory note. It says an administrator
is appointed. But I am wondering what law
he will follow in the administration. Does
the Order in Council provide how he shall
deal with the estate? Is it the same law for
every soldier, or is it one law for the soldier
who dies in Ontario, and another for the
soldier who dies in Nova Scotia?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I take it for
granted that the regulation has been made for
all those who are serving abroad and are
under the direction of their own commander.
If they die there is a personal estate that
must be attended to. I should think it was
not intended to go beyond that. My right
honourable friend says, “But if he dies in
Nova Scotia or Ontario ”—

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: No. If a
Nova Scotian dies over there, does the Order
in Council go so far as to say how the
administrator shall take care of the estate and
hand it over to the person entitled to it under
the law of Nova Scotia, or does it say that
the administrator shall hand it over to who-
every might administer the estate in that
province?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I think we shall
find that the regulations bear on the contact
between the soldier and his commander or
officer, who has a mandate to receive the
personal estate and hand it over to some per-
son. Who that person may be, I do not know.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: That is the
point.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I shall get the
information.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill was
read the second time.
95832—74%

ROYAL CANADIAN AIR FORCE BILL
FIRST READING

A message was received from the House
of Commons with Bill 5, an Act respecting
the Royal Canadian Air Force.

The Bill was read the first time.

SECOND READING

Hon. RAOUL DANDURAND moved the
second reading of the Bill.

He said: Has my right honourable friend
seen this Bill?

Right Hon. ARTHUR MEIGHEN: Yes, I
have studied it. I certainly think the Bill
should go through. It simply puts the Royal
Canadian Air Force on a statutory basis cor-
responding to that of the military and naval
forces. TUntil now the Air Force has been
under the Aeronautics Act, which also covers
many other things. The only thing I did
not fully understand as I studied the debate
in the other House was this. It occurred to
me that “the Minister,” who is defined as
the Minister of National Defence, should be
defined as the Minister of National Defence
for Air. An explanation was given, but I
could not follow it.

Before we come to the third reading, will
the honourable gentleman opposite get an
explanation that is clear to an ordinary intel-
lect?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I know what is
to be the relationship between the Air Minister
and the Minister of Defence, but I cannot
answer my right honourable friend’s question.
However, if we may take the second reading
now, I shall try to have an answer on the
third reading.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was read the second time.

NATIONAL RAILWAYS AUDITORS BILL
FIRST READING

A message was received from the House of
Commons with Bill 8, an Act respecting the
appointment of auditors for National Rail-
ways.

The Bill was read the first time.

SECOND READING

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND moved the second
reading of the Bill.

He said: Honourable senators, this is a Bill
that comes to us every year, because the Act
requires that auditors for the National Rail-
ways be appointed annually. TUnder the
measure, George A. Touche and Company,



92 SENATE

chartered accountants, of Toronto and Mont-
real, are appointed as independent auditors
for the year 1940. I suppose there is no
objection to this Bill.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: No, I have
no objection. Of course, the Act does not say
what the honourable leader informs us it
says. The Act says that auditors shall be
appointed by joint resolution of both Houses.
However, we have always, or at least in late
years, proceeded by passing a Bill. Of course
the Bill is effective; there is no doubt about
that.

I have the highest opinion of George A.
Touche and Company. I am just wondering
if the idea is to make them permanent
auditors. If it is, why not do so?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: We should have
to amend the Act.

Hon. Mr. EULER: The law requires a
yearly appointment.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: A change was
made—I never knew why. I have no objec-
tion to George A. Touche and Company, nor
any desire to substitute anyone in particular.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: A change was
made in what?

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: In auditors.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: For a year or
two. George A. Touche and Company were
replaced and then reappointed.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: The appoint-
ment is running on down the stream of time,
with every appearance of permanency, so far
as I can see.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I suppose they
know more about the whole organization than
anybody else does.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill was
read the second time.

THIRD READING

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND moved the third
reading of the Bill.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill was
read the third time, and passed.

BEAUHARNOIS LIGHT, HEAT AND
POWER COMPANY BILL

FIRST READING
A message was received from the House of

Commons with Bill 9, an Act respecting the
Beauharnois Light, Heat and Power Company.

The Bill was read the first time.
Hon. Mr. DANDURAND.

Hon. Mr. EULER: Honourable senators,
with consent of the House, I move that second
reading take place to-morrow.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN : I accept that
in the spirit in which it is intended, namely,
that we try to have second reading take place
to-morrow.

Hon. Mr. EULER: Does that mean it will
not take place to-morrow?

Ordered that second reading of the Bill
be placed on the Order Paper for to-morrow.

CANADIAN NATIONAL RAILWAYS BILL
FIRST READING

A message was received from the House of
Commons with Bill 10, an Act to ratify and
confirm a certain agreement respecting the
joint use by Canadian National Railways of
certain tracks and premises of the Vancouver,
Victoria and Eastern Railway and Navigation
Company, at Vancouver, in the Province of
British Columbia.

The Bill was read the first time.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: May we take
second reading now?

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Yes. I have
read the Bill. It is somewhat technical and
legal, but there is no exception to it.

SECOND READING

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND moved the second
reading of the Bill.

He said: Honourable senators, perhaps the
explanatory notes accompanying the Bill will
be found sufficient. They are as follows:

Under agreement dated November 6, 1915,
the Vancouver, Victoria and Eastern Railway
and Navigation Company granted to the Cana-
dian Northern Pacific Railway Company the
right to run over the former company’s tracks
between New Westminster and Vancouv er, and
this agreement became effective in perpetuity
upon ratification by Parliament under Chapter
59 of the Statutes of 1917.

Owing to the construction by the City of
Vancouver of a bridge over the tracks of the
Vancouver, Victoria and Eastern Railway and
N’avwatlon Company at First avenue connect-
ing with Terminal avenue and the removal of
the tracks of the Canadian Northern Pacific
Railway Company from Terminal avenue in
order to avoid a level crossing, it has been
found mnecessary for the Canadian Northern
Pacific Railway Company to make an arrange-
ment with the Vancouver, Victoria and Eastern
Railway and Navigation Company for a new
entrance to its station in Vancouver, and an
agreement, dated March 30, 1939, has been
made between the two companies and approved
by the Board of Transport Commissioners for
Canada and by the Governor in Council pur-
suant to the provisions of the Railway Act. .
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Under clause 6 of the new agreement it is
provided that the agreement, upon approval
by the Board of Transport Commissioners and
the Governor in Council, shall be effective for
a period of twenty years (21 years is the maxi-
mum period permitted under the Railway Act),
but that upon ratification by Parliament the
agreement shall be effective in perpetuity.

As the original 1915 agreement between the
said companies covering the line between New
Westminster and Vancouver is in perpetuity,
it is considered mnecessary that the direct
approach to the station be also secured in
perpetuity, and the purpose of the Bill is to
make the new agreement dated March 30, 1939,
effective in perpetuity.

I may add that this has the concurrence
of the City of Vancouver.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: I have no
objection to passage of the motion, but I do
want to call attention to the fact that the
second paragraph of the explanatory notes
is not clear at all. Nor is the cloud in any
degree dispelled by discussion which occurred
in the other House. This terminal company
in Vancouver appears to be a subsidiary of
the Great Northern. Back in 1917 the Cana-
dian National made with it an agreement to
use its tracks, and that agreement was to
become an agreement in perpetuity upon
ratification in Parliament, which ratification
took place. That is quite clear. Then we
come to a later date—I presume a com-
paratively recent date, although it is not
given. Because a bridge is constructed over
the terminal company’s line, there has to be
a removal of some tracks in order to avoid a
level crossing, and an agreement has been
found necessary. I do not know what that
means. I can understand that if the terminal
company’s line is diverted from its old loca-
tion and a bridge is used, it may be necessary
to make a new agreement to give a right to
the Canadian National. But these explana-
tory notes are intended to make it plain
that there had to be a new agreement for
some other reason. Personally, I should like
to know what it is. I do not like just reading
words. I have no doubt that there is a
perfectly valid reason.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I will read the
statement of the Minister, which may be
clearer than the notes I have just read.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: I have read
the Minister’s statement, and it is not clearer
at all.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Has the right
honourable gentleman read the statement
made by Hon. Mr. Howe to the other House?

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Yes. I should
like to hear a statement which makes clear
what change arises in the relationship between

the Canadian National and the terminal rail-
way just because the City of Vancouver builds
a bridge over the terminal company’s tracks.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I could see that
the right honourable gentleman’s point is
answered to-morrow, of course, but perhaps
I may read now the statement made by the
Minister in the other House. It is as follows:

This Bill ratifies an agreement that has been
made between the Canadian National Railways
and the Vancouver, Victoria and Eastern Rail-
way and NaVIgatlon Company, for the use of
about fourteen miles of track between the city
of New Westminster and the city of Vancouver.
The Bill provides for the use of this trackage
as an entry for the Canadian National Railways
into their terminal station at Vancouver. The
matter is in evolution. Formerly the Canadian
National Railways had its own track running
down one of the streets of Vancouver. By
agreement with the city a number of years ago,
the city undertook to remove the tracks, provide
a grade separation, and thereafter to enter into
an agreement for the use of this particular
tlackage as an entrance for the Canadian
National Railways. The grade separation has
now been completed and the terms of the agree-
ment have been approved by the Board of
Transport Commissioners; but as this is a
permanent arrangement, representlno' as it does
the only entrance for the Canadian National
Railways into Vancouver when their own track
is lifted, it is desired to make this a perpetual
agreement, which requires the approval of Par-
liament. If it were an agreement for twenty
years only, the approval of the Board of Trans-
port Commissioners would be sufficient, but for
a perpetual agreement the approval of Parlia-
ment is necessary. This Bill is simply to ratify
the agreement which has already received the
approval of the Board of Transport Commis-
sioners and all interested parties.

I really think that statement is much clearer
than the explanatory notes.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: It is abso-
lutely clear in every respect in which the
explanatory notes are clear, but in respect of
the one point where the notes are obscure, it
too is obscure. Certainly if there is a diversion
from an old to a new track, an agreement is
necessary, and it must be in perpetuity.

Hon, Mr. DANDURAND: Is not the pur-
pose of this Bill exclusively to grant per-
petuity?

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: That was
granted before. What I do not understand
is why there had to be a change because of
construction of a bridge. The Minister does
not touch on that. The second paragraph of
the explanatory notes does touch on it, but
I am just as much in the dark after reading
it as I was before.

Hon. Mr. McRAE: Honourable senators,
perhaps I can throw a little light on this
matter. There are fourteen miles of track
between the cities of New Westminster and
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Vancouver, and with respect to this the rail-
ways have an agreement in perpetuity. That
track runs into Falls Creek through a deep
cut, over which there are bridges. I should
take it that the construction of one of these
bridges made it necessary to change the right-
of-way a little, and a short section of Great
Northern track is being added to the four-
teen-mile section. The railways want that
short section covered by an agreement in per-
petuity, just as the fourteen-mile section is.
It seems to me there is nothing difficult at all
about this. .

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill was
read the second time.

THIRD READING POSTPONED

Hon. Mr, DANDURAND: If my right
honourable friend has received more light
from the honourable gentleman from Van-
couver (Hon. Mr. McRae), I would move
that the Bill be given third reading now; if
not, I shall make the motion to-morrow.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN : I would rather
have third reading taken to-morrow. I am
still in semi-darkness.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I hope the query
of my right honourable friend will carry suf-
ficient light to get an answer.

YUKON BILL
FIRST READING

A message was received from the House of
Commons with Bill 11, an Act to amend the
Yukon Act.

The Bill was read the first time.

SECOND READING

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND moved the second
reading of the Bill.

He said: The explanatory note reads:

On the 20th May, 1919, the Yukon Territorial
Council passed an ordinance entitled “an Ordin-
ance to provide for a tax on raw furs exported
from the Yukon Territory.”

Doubt has arisen as to whether the Yukon
Territorial Council had the authority under the
Yukon Act to enact such an ordinance. This
proposed amendment to the Yukon Act is
designed to give such authority and to validate
the Yukon Fur Export Tax Ordinance assented
to on the 20th May, 1919.

Right Hon. ARTHUR MEIGHEN: Hon-
ourable members, this Bill, in essence, is an
enactment in statutory form of—

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: A regulation.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: —of a regula-
tion of the Yukon Territorial Council, whereby
that Couneil back in 1919 put a sort of excise

Hon. Mr. McRAE.

tax on raw furs exported out of the Yukon.
I am not rising to complain particularly of
the Bill as a Bill. I should be in a very weak
position if I did, because apparently what was
done in 1919 was done by myself, and at the
time I was Minister of the Interior. What I
would call attention to is that this Bill would
give statutory authority to the Yukon Council
to put a tax on the export of raw furs—mno
doubt as a means of revenue for the Yukon
administration. A study of the situation dis-
closes that similar taxes are imposed by our
provinces on furs exported from those prov-
inces, and I presume on certain other of their
productions.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I think there is
a similar regulation concerning the Northwest
Territories.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: I presume so.
This Bill and similar Acts under which these
taxes are collected in the provinces are all a
restraint on trade within the four corners of
our Dominion. I am one of those who feel it
was the intention of the British North America
Act that no such restraints should be imposed.
However, the British North America Act has
been interpreted otherwise and our powers in
respect of trade and commerce have been so
abbreviated that the Dominion is very much
hampered in the exercise of that governmental
authority which necessarily appertains to a
nation. All over the country, particularly in
one province, attempts are now being made
to establish a sort of semi-nationhood within
this nation and get taxes that really restrict
trade among our provinces. Not so long ago
we nearly put through a law which distinctly
encouraged imposition of such taxes in the
province of New Brunswick, but fortunately
it was stopped in time. I do not doubt that
a province now can do much to paralyse
Confederation by taxing, not the importation
of goods from another province, but the sale
of those goods after importation, and thereby
do all the damage that could be done by a
separate tariff.

This Bill, it is true, only does for the Yukon
what other provinces now are doing for them-
selves, but I should like to see the practice
discontinued, so that no province would have
the right to put export taxes on any of its
products going to other provinces.

Some Hon. SENATORS: Hear, hear.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: This kind of
thing is eating into the fabric of our Con-
federation. In Ontario one stands amazed
at the ingenuity of officials seeking some way
by which they can tax the energies and enter-
prise of an Ontario company exercised outside
the borders of Ontario, or of someone outside
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of Ontario doing business in Ontario, as
distinguished from someone in Ontario doing
business there. Every step you take you are
simply hamstrung by regulations you have to
live up to, and taxes you have to submit to,
in attempting to exercise your function as a
citizen of the Dominion in its widest applica-
tion. All over the Dominion people are already
tied hand and foot by regulations and taxes
which perhaps would stand the test of review
by the Privy Council. I presume they would.
I have not read the Sirois report, but I do
hope there is something in it that will enable
us to get away from these provincial efforts
which would disintegrate Confederation; for,
though that is not in the minds of the
legislators, yet it is the effect of their enact-
ments. We in our province keep struggling
to get something out of the other provinces,
and they establish a big, top-heavy ecivil
service in order to get back at us. It is a
waste of effort: one thing just balances and
destroys the other. This Bill is much along
the same lines. I do not think we can deny
it to the Yukon Territorial Council, since
our provinces recognize the same principle;
but I do think we should, if we can, take
steps by way of constitutional amendment to
get rid of provincial taxes which are based on
a distinction between the rights of a man
trading in his own province and the rights of
the same man trading in another province.

Hon. L. COTE: Section 2 contains a
vicious principle, for it provides that civil or
criminal liabilities incurred before this enact-
ment shall be excepted. In other words, it
makes this legislation retroactive in order to
preserve the rights of the Crown regarding
civil or criminal liability. I do not know
what induced the Government to bring down
this legislation. The explanatory note states
that a doubt has arisen as to whether the
Yukon Territorial Council had authority in
the first place to pass the original enactment
in 1919. I suppose that doubt must have
arisen in some litigation, but I have not the
facts. It is quite within the bounds of
possibility that someone has resisted a crim-
inal action on the ground that prior legisla-
tion was void, and now we are going to make
its effect retroactive. I do not think any
more vicious principle could be incorporated
in a Bill.

My second objection to clause 2 is this. The
clause goes a long way, as I have just stated,
to protect the rights of the Crown with respect
to the liability of a subject, but it does not
protect the litigant who now has a case in
court. I do not know whether it is really the
intention of the promoter of the Bill te
achieve those results. Though I have been

a member of this Chamber for seven years,
I have never yet seen retroactive legislation
go to such a wicked extent as this does.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: The question
was raised in another place and the Minister
said:

We have no record in the department of any
litigation under the Act. It is possible that
there is some litigation under a game ordinance
of the Yukon Territory. However, in order to
make certain beyond any question of doubt, I
wish to present an amendment which my col-
league the Minister of Finance will propose.
Then clause 2 was introduced as a substitute.
Perhaps my honourable friend has the Bill
in its first reading form. Clause 2 now reads:

The provisions of section one of this Act

shall be deemed to have come into operation
on the nineteenth day of May, 1919, but so as
not to defeat, disturb, invalidate, or affect any
penalty, forfeiture or liability, civil or criminal,
incurred before the time of its enactment or any
proceedings for enforcing the same had, done,
completed or pending at the time of such
enactment.
So if my honourable friend’s objection is based
on the Bill as first printed, it is met by the
amendment made in committee in the other
House.

Hon. Mr. COTE: Would the amendment
which the honourable gentleman has just read
preserve the rights of a litigant?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND:
in the affirmative.

Hon. Mr. COTE: It preserves liabilities
and penalties. But does it preserve the right
of a good defence?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I think the
amendment was made for that purpose.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: The Bill as
drawn simply provided for power to levy the
tax and declared that that power should be
held to have existed since the 19th of
May, 1919. Certain members raised the point
that they knew about litigation already entered
into, and pending, whereby somebody charged
with an offence resisted and said the Act
of the Yukon Council in imposing the tax
was illegal and he was not liable to the penalty
which the Act provided. It was argued: “Very
well, make your Act retroactive, but do not
allow it to affect pending litigation. If a
man’s defence is good without this Act, do
not destroy that defence by the Act.” The
discussion proceeded, and the Minister said
he did not know of any pending litigation.
The next day the Minister of Finance offered
an amendment to cover the point. I have
read it, and interpret it just as the honour-
able senator from Ottawa East (Hon. Mr.
Cote) does. It seems to make it very clear

I would answer
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that the fellow cannot escape. I am not saying
that is really the meaning, becausz I have a
great respect for the law of the Minister of
Finance; but I should like the question referred
to the Department of Justice. I think the
amendment has the opposite effect from that
desired, and that, clearly, is the interpretation
of the honourable gentleman from Ottawa
East.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Then I shall ask
that the Bill be given second reading now,
and that third reading be put down for

to-morrow. But I would read again the
amended clause as it comes from the
Commons:

The provisions of section one of this Act
shall be deemed to have come into operation on
the nineteenth day of May, 1919—

That is when the ordinance was enacted.

—but so as not to defeat, disturb, invalidate
or affect any penalty, forfeiture or liability,
civil or criminal, incurred before the time of its
enactment, or any proceedings for enforcing the
same had, done, completed or pending at the
time of such enactment.

It seems to me quite complete.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: It is complete
enough, but I do not know whether it has the
effect intended or the opposite effect.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: My right hon-
ourable friend says he would like to have the
opinion of the Minister of Justice?

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Yes.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Of course, the
matter does not appertain to the Law Clerk.
We may take the second reading now and
put the third reading down for to-morrow.
In the meantime I shall draw the attention of
the Minister of Mines to the request that
the Department of Justice pass upon the extent
and value of this clause.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was read the second time.

NORTHWEST TERRITORIES BILL
FIRST READING
A message was received from the House

of Commons with Bill 12, an Act to amend
the Northwest Territories Act,

The Bill was read the first time.

MOTION FOR SECOND READING
POSTPONED

Hon. W. M. ASELTINE: Honourable sena-
tors, this is a very important Bill so far as
the courts and the lawyers of Alberta, Sas-
katchewan, Manitoba and British Columbia

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN,

are concerned, and, as I should like to make
some remarks on it, I would suggest that the
second reading be postponed until to-morrow.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: The honourable
gentleman desires that second reading be put
down for to-morrow?

Hon. Mr. ASELTINE: Yes.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: There is one
point the leader of the House may not have
in mind. I do not see the reason for the
preference given to the courts of Ontario under
subclause 2 on page 1.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I thought
Ontario was being put on an equal plane with
the other provinces.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: No. The Bill
gives Manitoba, Saskatchewan, Alberta and
British Columbia surrogate powers in that
portion of the Territories west of the eightieth
meridian, whereas the courts of Ontario have
surrogate powers “throughout the Territories,”
both west and east. There may be some
reason for this. I should like to know what
it is.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Is that the same
point raised by the honourable senator?

Hon. Mr. ASELTINE: I do not raise any
particular point.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: The honour-
able gentleman said he wished to speak on
the Bill to-morrow.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND:
if he raised a certain point—

Hon. Mr. ASELTINE: I object to the
whole Bill.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Then we shall
discuss it to-morrow.

I thought that

The motion for second reading was post-
poned.

SEEDS BILL
FIRST READING
A message was received from the House of

Commons with Bill 19, an Act to amend the
Seeds Act, 1937.

The Bill was read the first time.
SECOND READING

Hon. DUNCAN McL. MARSHALL moved
the second reading of the Bill.

He said: Honourable senators, this is a
very simple measure, and somewhat unim-
portant, except that it brings a little revenue
into the treasury and probably will do away
with a good deal of work on the part of the
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Experimental Farm employees. For a number
of years people throughout the country have
been invited to send in seeds and have them
tested for germination. This is something
which is very easily done at home, but some
find it easier to mail the seed in and have the
department make the test and mail the seed
back. There is no charge to cover the cost
of this public service, and this Bill proposes
a nominal fee to reimburse the department.
The fee is not fixed, but it will be very small.
The majority of farmers to-day know much
better than they did thirty or forty years ago
how to test seeds for germination, and they
do this quite successfully.

I move the second reading of the Bill.

Right Hon. ARTHUR MEIGHEN: After
reading the Bill and the discussion on it,
I was left with some questions unanswered.
It is true that under the Seeds Act anyone
may send in seeds for testing. The test may
have two purposes, not just one: it may be
for purity and also for germination. I am
quite certain that in many instances the test is
for germination only, and in others for purity
only. Under this measure a charge can be
made on both; under the old Act no charge
could be made on either.

The purity tests are to establish standards
for retail sale, and so on; and I gather it is
not intended to make charges for this kind
of test. But of that I am not certain. The
object, I think, is to make charges in respect
of germination tests, the reason being that
these cun very easily be made by the farmer
himself. If he does not know how to do this,
he can write in and find out, and do it himself
in the future. I understand that you have
only to put the seeds between two blotters
and put them in the sun, and if germination
is there the seeds will germinate.

The idea of the Bill is to get rid of this
onus on the department, but the revenue
provisions can be applied to both tests, and
I do not know whether that is the intention
or not.

Hon. Mr. MARSHALL: I may say to my
right honourable friend that it is. As a matter
of fact, the test for purity results in the
marking of the bags. For instance, if you
have a lot of clover seed for sale you can
have a man from the Experimental Farm
come and make tests. If the seed is up to
standard, he will mark the sacks and they
will go out for sale as standard. So far no
charge has been made for that service, but
it is considered reasonable that a charge
should be made to a man engaged in the
grading and selling of seeds. If he is in

business commercially he ought to pay some-
thing for the tests made and the certificates
granted, because the certificates enable him
to get a higher price for his seed.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: I am not
rising to object to the application of the
charge even in respect of the purity tests. I
rather wonder why there has not been a
charge before.

Hon. Mr. MARSHALL: The reason is just
this. The Government starts services to the
public and continues them until they become
large enough for someone to notice the expen-
diture on them.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN : I do not think
the Minister made clear the intention to
charge in respect of purity tests, because he
based his whole argument on the fact that
the farmers themselves can make the germina-
tion tests. The merchant cannot make the
purity tests, but they have to be made in
order that a standard may be established for
sale purposes.

Hon. Mr. MARSHALL: The Bill provides

for a charge.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Oh, yes, but
the Minister did not say he intended to apply
it in that way. He defended the Bill on
another principle altogether. Also, he was
asked repeatedly, “What is the cost of the
Seed Branch?” and “Do you intend to cover
the cost of the operation by these charges?”
but, so far as I have read, I do not think he
answered. Twice he said he could not give
the information.

Hon. Mr. MARSHALL: It would be a diffi-
cult figure to reach.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Is it the
intention to have the charges cover the cost of
the Seed Branch?

Hon. Mr. MARSHALL: I understood the
Minister to say the charge would be nominal.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: But he in-
tends to get a revenue from it, and I think
he is right.

Hon. Mr. MARSHALL: I think the charge
should cover the cost of the service, which
helps a man to produce a superior article. If
he gets a service from the Government he
ought to pay for it.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: I would con-
sent to the second reading, but if the honour-
able gentleman finds he is not right, I should
be glad if he would advise us on the third
reading.
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Hon. Mr. ASELTINE: It seems to me this
would take away from many farmers in the
West the right to send in seed grain in the
spring to find out the percentage of germina-
tion of the seed, and whether it is pure enough
to sow. The free service which we have
received in that respect in the past has been
for the purpose of developing production of
better wheat and better grain of all kinds. If
this service is taken away from us and we
have to pay for inspection of every sample
we send in, you will find, I think, that very
few samples will be sent in, because the full
cost of that service would be more than most
farmers could afford to pay.

Hon. Mr. MARSHALL: For a germination
test only one sample need be sent in, a sample
that is an average of the lot, and the cost
of doing this will probably be small. But to
have a germination test made is simple. One
way of going about it is to have the children
on the farm sow seeds in a match box, for
instance, or in a rag doll. Most farm children
know of numerous methods of getting seeds
to sprout, and usually like to help out in this
kind of work.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill was
read the second time.

WHEAT CO-OPERATIVE MARKETING
BILL

FIRST READING

A message was received from the House of
Commons with Bill 20, an Act to amend The
Wheat Co-operative Marketing Act, 1939.

The Bill was read the first time.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: I suggest
that second reading be postponed until to-
morrow, principally because a number of
amendments—about six, I think—have been
suggested by our Parliamentary Counsel.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: If the principle
is agreeable, could we not have second reading
now and consider the Bill in committee
to-morrow?

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: I would
suggest we take up second reading to-morrow.
The Bill was not on my desk to-day; so I
was not able to study it. I have no reason
to think it is objectionable at all, but I would
prefer second reading to-morrow.

Hon. Mr. MARSHALL: At the bottom of
section 3 there is a clause which is wonder-
fully and fearfully made. It was probably
drafted by a lawyer. I do not know whether
I shall be able to figure out by to-morrow
exactly what it means.

Ordered that second reading of the Bill be
placed on the Order Paper for to-morrow.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN.

LOAN BILL
FIRST READING

A message was received from the House
of Commons with Bill 22, an Act to authorize
the raising, by way of loan, of certain sums
of money for the Public Service.

The Bill was read the first time.

The Hon. the SPEAKER: When shall this
Bill be read a second time?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: To-morrow.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Would the

Minister (Hon. Mr. Dandurand) please have
information as to the purposes of this Bill
when it comes up to-morrow? From a reading
of section 2 I should think that the money
is not for war purposes. It is said here to be:
for paying or redeeming the whole or any por-
tion of loans or obligations of Canada, and also
for purchasing from time to time unmatured
securities of Canada to be withdrawn from
circulation or resold, and for public works and
general purposes.
I should think that if the money were required
for war purposes, that would be specified; so I
presume it is for other than war purposes. The
sum seems immense at this time.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: As my right
honourable friend knows, every two or three
years Parliament authorizes the Government
to issue loans, and the amount is always in
hundreds of millions.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN : Is this for war
purposes?
Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: No.

Hon. Mr. EULER: Largely refunding, I
should think.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: For refunding
and meeting maturities. There is a possibility
that there may be purchasing of British
securities, by way of furnishing credit to
Great Britain during the war. I am not sure
about this, though, but I shall find out.

Ordered that second reading of the Bill be
placed on the Order Paper for to-morrow.

FARMERS’' CREDITORS ARRANGEMENT
BILL

FIRST READING

A message was received from the House of
Commons with Bill 25, an Act to amend
The Farmers’ Creditors Arrangement Act,
1934.

The Bill was read the first time.

The Hon. the SPEAKER: When shall this
Bill be read a second time?
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Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: When this Act
was amended in the 1938 session the Bill was
explained by the honourable senator from
Vancouver South (Hon. Mr. Farris). I do
not remember now what the object of that
amendment was. The purpose of the present
amendment is to restore operation of the Act
in Manitoba. My right honourable friend
(Right Hon. Mr. Meighen) had the interests
of the Western Provinces chiefly in mind
when the Act was passed. The Act is no
longer operative in the Eastern Provinces,
but it was kept in force in Saskatchewan and
Alberta, and now the desire is to resurrect
it for the benefit of farmers in Manitoba.

Hon. Mr. ASELTINE: We do not want

it in our province.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: They are
close to an election in Manitoba.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Is there to be
an election in Manitoba?

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Yes.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: It is extra-
ordinary, but my right honourable friend is
better posted on these matters than I am.

I would suggest that second reading be
taken up to-morrow.

Hon. Mr. McMEANS: Would the honour-
able leader give us a fuller explanation of the
Bill?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I shall give it
to my honourable friend to-morrow.

Hon. Mr. McMEANS: I do not under-
stand the measure. It seems to me that this
Bill is of great importance to my province,
and I should like a fuller explanation than the
honourable leader has given.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I can give one
explanation right away. The Legislature of
Manitoba is unanimously in favour of having
the Act restored to effect in Manitoba.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: When this
Bill comes up to-morrow I shall suggest that
it stand over till next week. The honourable
junior senator from Winnipeg (Hon. Mr.
Haig) has taken a very close interest in
previous efforts to extend operation of this
Act. I do not know anyone who is more
familiar with the actual working out of the
law than he is, and I am sure he would want
to be present before second reading is given
to the Bill. He cannot be here, though,
until Monday next. I need not add that two
honourable senators from Prince Edward
Island would also very much like to be here
when second reading is under discussion, and
I do not see them in their seats now.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Prince Edward
Island is not mentioned in this Bill.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: The two
honourable senators will be interested, never-
theless.

Ordered that second reading of the Bill be
placed on the Order Paper for to-morrow.

PRIVATE BILLS
FIRST READINGS

Bill D, an Act respecting the Ottawa Electric
Company and the Ottawa Gas Company.—
Hon. Mr, Coté.

Bill E, an Act respecting the Detroit and
Windsor Subway Company—Hon. Sir Allen
Aylesworth.

Hon. Mr. HORSEY: Honourable senators,
the honourable senator from North York (Hon.
Sir Allen Aylesworth), in whose name this Bill
stands, is unable to be present this evening
because of bereavement. Therefore I have
presented Bill E on his behalf.

CANADA GRAIN BILL
SECOND READING

Hon. W. D. EULER moved the second read-
ing of Bill 7, an Act to amend the Canada
Grain Act.

He said: Honourable members, in moving
the second reading of this Bill, I feel that
probably it is unnecessary for me to go into
any extended explanation, in view of the fact
that there is no variation of principle and that
it is obvious the amendments are justified.

At the last session of Parliament there was
a rather full revision of the Canada Grain Act.
During the year’s operation the Grain Board
found there were certain errors and inaccuracies
in the revised legislation, and these amend-
ments are intended to correct them. For
example, in clause 1 mention is made of dual
numbering of two subsections. These are re-
numbered. 3

Section 2 deals with overages as discovered
by the Grain Board, and substitutes “herein-
after” for “hereinbefore”. The disposition of
the overages is provided for in later subsections,
and this amendment corrects an obvious error.

Section 3 deals with the improvement of a
certain class of oats by reducing the maximum
of foreign materials which may be included.

The amendments are introduced on the
recommendation of the Grain Board.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill was
read the second time.
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THIRD READING

Hon. Mr. EULER moved the third reading
of the Bill,

Right Hon. ARTHUR MEIGHEN: Hon-
ourable members, these amendments, except
the last, are purely clerical in every respect.
Was there any objection at all to this amend-
ment in respect of No. Extra 3 Canada West-
ern Oats? Of course, no one can remember
just what the composition was under the old
law. How far that is altered by this amend-
ment is of some importance.

Hon. Mr. EULER: I can give the informa-
tion to my right honourable friend. The pur-
pose, of course, is to improve the quality of
that particular class. For example, under the
old arrangement, in Extra 3 Canada Western
Oats there was allowed for seeds a maximum
of about one per cent foreign material; under
this amendment the seeds have to be “prac-
tically free”. The quality will in that respect
be improved. For wild oats, where the limit
of foreign material was four per cent, it now
becomes two per cent. For other grains it
was four per cent and it now becomes two
per cent. The total is not to exceed three
per cent, whereas heretofore it was six per
cent.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: It is a very

strange use of the word “about”.
Hon. Mr. EULER: “About one per cent.”

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Now it will
read “about two per cent”.

Hon. Mr. EULER: No. Before it was
“about one”; now it is “practically free”.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: That is where
it was formerly one per cent; but now for
wild oats the maximum limit of foreign mater-
ial is “about two per cent”, and for other
grains “about two per cent”. That is strange
language for a statute.

Hon. Mr. EULER: It is the same as it was
before. I am not very familiar with the grain
business, but I presume it is practically im-
possible to get the percentage absolutely
accurate.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN : The change is
considerable. Was there any objection?

Hon. Mr. EULER: I cannot say as to that.

The amendments were recommended by the
Grain Board.

Hon. Mr. McMEANS: I would suggest to
you again, sir, that these Bills should not be
rushed through first, second and third readings
in one night. The rules should be observed.
I have no objection to the Bill, but during

Hon. Mr. EULER.

the years I have had the honour of a seat in
this Chamber I have felt that we have not
followed the parliamentary practice as ob-
served in the Imperial Parliament. I would
ask you, sir, to insist on a more rigid obser-
vance of the rules.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill was
read the third time, and passed.

DAIRY INDUSTRY BILL
SECOND READING

Hon. DUNCAN MARSHALL moved the
second reading of Bill 13, an Act to amend
the Dairy Industry Act.

He said: Honourable members, this is merely
a small change in the Act for dealers’ pur-
poses. The Act enables dealers to cut up
Cheddar cheese, but not package cheese. They
find that package cheese in one-pound and
two-pound boxes is rather expensive, because
the package for one pound costs almost as
much as that for five pounds. There is a
considerable demand for five-pound package
loaves cut up and sold in smaller quantities,
and the dealers have asked for this change.
As a matter of fact they are now cutting
cheese in violation of the law. The amend-
ment also provides that farmers’ cheese may
be of different weight. There is not a great
deal of it sold, but in the cities cottage cheese
is sold by dealers who also distribute milk.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill was
read the second time.

THIRD READING

Hon. Mr. MARSHALL moved the third
reading of the Bill.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill was
read the third time, and passed.

PRIVATE BILLS
SECOND READING

Hon. C. B. HOWARD moved the second
reading of Bill C, an Act to incorporate the
Stanstead and Sherbrooke Insurance Company.

He said: Honourable senators, this is one of
those companies which have been in business
for a goodymany years under a provincial
charter. It has now extended its operations
from coast to coast and desires to come under
federal jurisdiction. The Bill has been
examined by the Superintendent of Insurance
and is satisfactory to him.

An Hon. SENATOR: Is
charter?

it a standard
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Hon. Mr. HOWARD: It is in the same form
as the charters enacted in 1937 incorporating
the Canadian Mercantile Insurance Company,
the Wellington Fire Insurance Company and
other insurance companies.

Hon. Mr. McMEANS: Has the provincial
Government any objection to it?

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was read the second time.

SECOND READING
On the Order:

Second reading of Bill B, an Aect to incor-
porate Pool Insurance-—Hon. Mr. Haig.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: When this Bill
was before the House last week, I was speaking,
I think, with the concurrence of the Senate
when I told the honourable senator from Win-
nipeg South-Centre (Hon. Mr. Haig) that in his
absence, I had no doubt, one of his colleagues
would move the second reading to-day. Unless
this is done, the Bill will have to stand until
to-morrow.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN : If the Banking
and Commerce Committee is to meet to-mor-
row, it might be wise to give this Bill second
reading now and refer it to that committee.

Hon. G. V. WHITE: I move the second
reading of the BIill.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was read the second time.

The Senate adjourned until to-morrow at
3 pm,

THE SENATE

Wednesday, June 5, 1940.

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

Prayers and routine proceedings.

EMERGENCY SITTINGS

CALLING OF SENATORS DURING
ADJOURNMENT—MOTION

Hon. RAOUL DANDURAND: As honour-
able members will recall, it was suggested last
week by the right honourable leader on the
other side (Right Hon. Mr. Meighen) that
some procedure should be instituted whereby,
in the event of an emergency occurring while
the Senate was adjourned, His Honour the
Speaker could call a sitting on short notice.
I suggested then that the Clerk of the Senate
and the Law Clerk should study the matter
and report on what could be done. They have

now submitted to me a motion, which has
been approved by my right honourable friend.
With leave of the Senate I will move this
motion now, seconded by my right honourable
friend.

That for the duration of the present session
of Parliament, should an emergency arise during
any ad]ournment of the Senate which would
warrant that the Senate meet prior to the time
set forth in the motion for such adjournment,
the Honourable the Speaker be authorized to
notify honourable senators at their addresses
as registered with the Clerk of the Senate to
meet at a time earlier than that set out in the
motion for such adjournment.

After a consultation between my right honour-
able friend and myself, it was deemed oppor-
tune to add these words:

and non-receipt by any one or more honourable
senators of such call shall not have any effect
upon the sufficiency and validity thereof.

If this motion is agreed to, I would point
out to honourable members that it is
important during this session—and the motion
applies only to the present session—to inform
the Clerk of the House where they can be
reached either by telephone or telegraph
during an adjournment. This applies to all
honourable members, including those whose
homes are in Ottawa.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Honourable
senators, while listening to reading of the
motion I was struck by a thought which
should have occurred to me before. The first
part of the motion is worded this way:

That for the duration of the present session
of Parliament, should an emergency arise during
any adjournment of the Senate which would
warrant that the Senate meet prior to the
time set forth in the motion for such adjourn-
ment, -

In the event that honourable members were
called back at any time during an adjourn-
ment, it would be open to someone, under
that wording, to question whether there was
an emergency which warranted curtailment
of the adjournment. Some honourable senator
might say, “ There is no such emergency.”
I would suggest inserting after the word
“would,” in the fourth line, the words “ in the
opinion of the Speaker.”

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I will insert
those words in the motion. It will now read:

That for the duration of the present session
of Parliament, should an emergency arise during
any adjournment of the Senate which would in
the opinion of the Speaker warrant that the
Senate meet prior to the time set forth in the
motion for such adjournment, the Honourable
the Speaker be authorized to notify honourable
senators at their addresses as registered with
the Clerk of the Senate to meet at a time
earlier than that set out in the motion for such
adjournment, and non-receipt by any one or
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more honourable senators of such call shall
not have any effect upon the sufficiency and
validity thereof.

Hon. Mr. MORAUD: How are senators
to be notified? By telegram or telephone or
letter?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: They would be
notified in the quickest way, either by tele-
" phone or telegram.

The motion was agreed to.

CANADA EVIDENCE BILL
FIRST READING

A message was received from the House of
Commons with Bill 6, an Act to amend the
Canada Evidence Act.

The Bill was read the first time.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: This Bill is of
minor importance, but there is necessity for
its enactment. I would move second reading
to-morrow.

Ordered that second reading of the Bill be
placed on the Order Paper for to-morrow.

THE TRANS-CANADA AIR LINES BILL
FIRST READING

A message was received from the House of
Commons with Bill 23, an Act to amend The
Trans-Canada Air Lines Act, 1937.

The Bill was read the first time.

Ordered that second reading of the Bill be
placed on the Order Paper for to-morrow.

DEPARTMENT OF NATIONAL
REVENUE BILL

FIRST READING

A message was received from the House of
Commons with Bill 27, an Act to amend the
Department of National Revenue Act.

The Bill was read the first time.

Ordered that second reading of the Bill be
placed on the Order Paper for to-morrow.

BREN GUN MANUFACTURE
INQUIRY

On the notice by Hon. Mr. Griesbach:

That he will inquire of the Government as
follows:

1. How many completed Bren guns have been
turned out by the Inglis Company’s factory in
Toronto?

2. Where are they now, and to what use are
they being put?

3. Have fair quantities of the guns so pro-
gucgd been subjected to the test of continuous

re?

4. If so, what is the report as to the tests
as to continuous fire and interruptions thereof?

5. What are the name, rank and unit of the
competent and responsible military officer

Hon. Mr, DANDURAND.

charged with the supervision of the above-
mentioned tests?

6. Do these tests, if any, disclose faulty tem-
pering of component parts or the necessity of
tempering component parts at varying tempera-
tures to provide uniform reaction to heat when
firing continuous practice?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I may say that
the information asked for by my honourable
friend has not reached the department from
Toronto, but is expected shortly. My honour-
able friend will have to wait.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: I could give
it now, I think.

The inquiry stands.

MANUFACTURE OF MILITARY
EQUIPMENT

INQUIRY

On the notice by Hon. Mr. Griesbach:

That he will draw the attention of the Senate
to the manufacture of military equipment in
Canada and will inquire of the Government as
follows:

1. Has the Government of Canada, either on
its own behalf or for the British Government,
let contracts in Canada for the manufacture

in Canada of: (a) machine guns; (b) three-
inch mortars; (c¢) smaller mortars; (d)
revolvers; (e) npistols; (f) rifles; (g) 25-

pounder gun howitzers; (h) other calibres of
guns; (i) anti-aircraft guns; (j) anti-tank guns?

2. If so, will the Government identify said
contracts in the books recording the activities
of the Defence Purchasing Board and the War
Supply Board?

3. In what quantities or numbers have such
contracts been let, and how many of such
articles above enumerated have been completed
and issued?

4. Has the Government of Canada, either on
its own behalf or for the British Government,
let contracts in Canada for the manufacture in
Canada of: (a) heavy tanks; (b) medium
tanks; (e) light tanks; (d) Bren gun carriers;
(e) tractors or dragons; (f) lorries or trucks
of patterns standardized with those in use in
the British Army?

5. What is being done in the manufacture of
ammunition: (a) -303 calibre; (b) revolver
ammunition; (¢) <50 calibre ammunition; (d)
ammunition for field guns of various calibres?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I am expecting
the answer for my honourable friend before
the end of to-day’s sitting. As soon as I receive
it I shall hand it over to him.

The inquiry stands.

COMMONWEALTH AIR  TRAINING
SCHEME—CANADA’S PART IN THE
WAR SITUATION

DISCUSSION
On the Orders of the Day:

Hon. C. E. TANNER: Honourable mem-
bers, there is a matter which, before the
Orders of the Day are proceeded with, I should
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like to mention to the honourable leader of
the House, in the hope that he will take it
into consideration. As we are all aware,
the Commonwealth Air Training Plan has
been represented to the country and to Parlia-
ment as one of the chief pieces of work which
this country intends to do in the war. Un-
doubtedly it is a most important undertaking.
In the earlier days of the session the honour-
able leader of the House, on one occasion at
least, in referring to that plan, incorporated
in his remarks a very interesting and infor-
mative statement made over the signature of
the Deputy Minister for Air. I am sure
honourable members of the House were glad
to see that in our records, and were pleased
to be able to consult it.

Now it is reported that the Deputy Min-
ister for Air has made another important
statement with reference to that matter. It
would seem that in the very great emergency
which has occurred some matters in connec-
tion with that air training plan will have to
be postponed or modified. Unfortunately the
Deputy Minister for Air did not have the
opportunity of making this very important
statement before this House or before the
House of Commons; nor did the Minister for
Air make any such statement; and we all
know that our honourable friend the leader
of the House was not put into possession of
the facts as stated by the Deputy Minister.
The report is that the Deputy Minister made
his statement at a luncheon meeting of a
club or clubs in the city of Ottawa. I am
not making any criticism of that, although,
personally I have very definite opinions as
to why such statements should be made before
Parliament.

However, that is not the point I am referring
to the honourable leader of the Government.
What I should like to suggest is that either
this address be incorporated in our records as
an appendix to our debates, or that the
Deputy Minister for Air be brought to the
Senate and given an opportunity—not while
the Senate is sitting, but while it is adjourned
during pleasure—to make a statement before
us, the statement to be taken down by our
reporters and incorporated in our records. My
reason for this request is that in the argu-
ments which have taken place between my
honourable friend opposite (Hon. Mr. Dan-
durand) and the right honourable leader on
this side (Right Hon. Mr. Meighen) respect-
ing certain phases of this Commonwealth Air
Training Scheme during this session, there
has been considerable difference of opinion in
regard to the facts; though, after perusing
these debates I have concluded that these
arguments have done much to clarify the

situation. We do not know what may happen,
and at some time in the future it may become
necessary to refer to this statement by the
Deputy Minister. In that event, all that
anyone could get would be a newspaper report.
My honourable friend knows very well that
however correct newspaper reports in general
may be, they cannot be taken as officially
correct. What I should like to see in our
records is a report of the Deputy Minister’s
statement that can be treated any time here-
after as an official report.

Hon. RAOUL DANDURAND: This state-
ment by the Deputy Minister for Air was
drawn to my attention yesterday by my hon-
ourable friend from Edmorton (Hon. Mr.
Griesbach), who wanted to ask if it embodied
the policy of the Government. I intend to
inquire into this matter and to place the
Government’s exact policy before the House,
and in the event that it does not agree with
the Deputy Minister’s statement I shall draw
the attention of the Senate to that fact.

Perhaps my honourable friend will find
something referring to our air training situa-
tion in the statement I am about to read.
It is a statement on the international situa-
tion made to the other House yesterday by
the Prime Minister. I should have read it
here yesterday, because, as I believe, a state-
ment being made in the other House by the
Prime Minister should be given in the Senate
at the same time, but I confess I received it
too late to present it yesterday. This is the
Prime Minister’s statement:

During recent weeks, the world has witnessed
lightning war in all its fury and frightfulness.
It is difficult to believe it was only twenty-five
days ago that Holland and Belgium were
invaded. We vividly recall the immediate
heroic resistance of those two nations to the
terrific onslaught of the Germans. We know
how magnificently Britain and France responded
to their appeal for aid. We have seen the
German forces employing the full might of
concentrated warfare. and, with incredible losses
to their own man-power and equipment, crush
Holland and Belgium and invade a portion of
France.

The unexpected rapidity with which Nazi
Germany wrought her work of destruction was
due to the most carefully prepared plans for
invasion, to sudden action at an hour of her
own choosing, and to the volume and power
of her armaments. It was due as well to
inability to co-ordinate in advance adequate
plans of defence with the neutral countries,
because of the over-scrupulous and excessive
care with which they sought to safeguard their
neutrality.

We would perhaps do well to keep in mind
that in addition to all this the quick success
of the invasion was due less to the unforeseen
suddenness of the attack itself than to wholly
unexpected incidents in meeting the situation.
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The all but incredible means whereby the
enemy effected a breach in the Allied lines
was announced to the world by Premier
Reynaud, of France, on May 21. Its conse-
quences were being met by the most determined
resistance when, on May 28, to the consternation
of the forces in the field, and equally the
people of Belgium themselves, the King of the
Belgians capitulated, and obliged his troops to
lay down their arms. The already vulnerable

position of the Allied armies was thereby
rendered even more perilous.
Seldom, if ever, and certainly never in

modern times, has a military force been so
beset by its enemies. Open to long-sustained
mass attack from three sides, and from above,
with the enemy employing in fiendish fashion
the most powerful weapons of modern mechan-
ized warfare, the situation for a day or two
appeared more desperate than any with which
either Britain or France had, at any time,
been faced.

The restoration of the morale of forces thus
threatened with annihilation, and the evacua-
tion of the armies thus entrapped and sur-
rounded, has been the outstanding feature of
the past week. We now have before us a
full account of how these results have been
achieved. The story is one of the great epics
of history. If there was cause for grave alarm
in the rapidity and rapacity with which the
Nazi forces made the headway they did, there
is, in what has been subsequently witnessed of
the combined actions of the Allied armies,
navies and air forces, even greater cause for
belief in the ultimate victory of the Allied
arms. If there is one thing above another
which the battle of Flanders has demonstrated,
it is that in what the Allied powers have dis-
played of effective co-operation, of initiative
and resource, valour and tenacity, in these most
critical of all days, we have grounds for believ-
ing that, as time goes on, they will be found
more than equal to any set of circumstances
and conditions that may hereinafter arise.

During the period of time to which I have
been referring, it is obvious that for military
reasons it was not possible for the Government
to make any statement with respect to the
disposition of Canadian military, naval and
air forces brought about as a means of afford-
ing more effective co-operation with those of
the Allied forces overseas. I am now in position
to make a statement, which of necessity must
be general in its terms, but which will, I am
gure, be welcomed by this House and by our
country as evidencing the carefully planned
co-operation there has been, at every stage,
between the Canadian and Allied Governments.

First of all, a word with regard to the
Canadian troops overseas. The Minister of
National Defence (Mr. Rogers) has already
given to Parliament a statement with respect
to the use it was intended to make of the
Canadian troops in Norway, of their being in
readiness for embarkation from Scotland, and
of the circumstances which occasioned a change
in the original plan. One reason for the change
of plans has since become apparent in what
has taken place on the Continent.

Since the invasion of Holland and Belgium,
our Canadian troops on more than one occasion
have been at embarkation ports, under orders
to join the British Expeditionary Force and
the French armies in their desperate struggle
in northern France and Belgium. On the most
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recent occasion, General McNaughton, accom-
panied by selected officers of his staff, carried
out a personal reconnaissance of the battle
area, and on his return rendered a most valu-
able report to the Chief of the Imperial General
Staff and to the War Cabinet. That the
Canadians were not dispatched was due entirely
to the conclusion reached by the chiefs of staff.

As the possibility of the invasion of the
United Kingdom itself has become more
apparent, Canadian military forces in England
are being employed in the way which it is
believed will best serve in the defence of
England’s shores, or in the reconstitution of
a fresh field force in France.

The invasion of Holland, Belgium and France
and the possible invasion of the United Kingdom
have necessitated other means and methods
for co-operation between our own and the
British military forces. To mention only one,
by way of example: We were asked by the
British Government if we could arrange to
have some of our troops sent to the West Indies
area, in order to free for service elsewhere
some of the British regular forces stationed in
that area. The request was immediately met.
A contingent of Canadian troops was sent to
the West Indies, convoyed part of the way
by the Royal Canadian Navy. This Canadian
contingent is now on active service there. Of
other dispositions requested and being met, I
am not free to speak at present.

The House has already been informed of
the assistance given in the present emergency
by the Royal Canadian Air Force to the Royal
Air Force in Britain, through the dispatch and
safe arrival of the advance party of a second
army co-operation squadron. In order to speed
up the supply of air personnel for active service,
arrangements are in hand to dispatch overseas
a fighter squadron, equipped with aircraft. A
number of pilots recently graduated from Camp
Borden, who were intended as instructors for
the training plan, are also proceeding overseas.

To help meet the urgent requirement of
planes, the Government made available to the
Royal Air Force part of the equipment which
was in use, or on order, for our own air force,
or in connection with the British Government
air training plan. This equipment included
fighter planes now being used for home defence.
Further fighters being manufactured in Canada
for the Canadian Government were diverted to
the use of the United Kingdom Government,
also certain engines immediately available for
dispatch overseas, and, as well, some Blenheim
bombers which were in KEngland ready to be
shipped to Canada, and additional bombers
which were on the sea en route to Canada,
and which were sent back to the United
Kingdom.

As the House is well aware, the filling of
orders for aircraft of the types mentioned takes
a long time. Some of the orders which are
being filled at the present moment were placed
a year or more ago. They have served to
increase the number available in the United
Kingdom in the present emergency. I have in
my hand a communication recently recgn{ed
from the Secretary of State for Dominion
Affairs in which he makes mention of the fact
that a number of aircraft—I shall not specify
the particular craft or the number—due for
delivery in Canada were en route at the time.
I quote:
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“Our urgent need for all operational air-
craft was made known to the Canadian Govern-
ment. We learn that the Canadian authorities
have turned around the ship containing these
aircraft, and I wish to express the thanks of
the United Kingdom Government for this very
helpful action. May we assume the Canadian
Government will be prepared also to forego for
the time being the delivery”

—of a certain number of alrcraft‘

“Such decisions would be gratefully appre-
ciated.”

I may say to the House that the Government
ordered the ship containing the aircraft to be
turned back without waiting for a request
from the British Government, and the com-
munication which I have Just read is one
expressing the warm appreciation of the British
Government of that voluntary action on our
part.

I come now to the special assistance which
the Royal Canadian Navy has been able to
give and is giving at the moment, not off the
coasts of Canada, but in British waters. As
a result of co-operatlon with the Royal Navy
a rearrangement of forces has been put into
effect whereby certain Canadian destroyers are
now serving with the Royal Navy in United
Kingdom waters. Their place has been taken
by certain units of the Royal Navy assigned
to service protecting our Atlantic seaboard.
This rearrangement will, it is believed, have
the advantage of making certain operations
more effective. The House will readily under-
stand the reasons why no further particulars
can be disclosed at the present time.

I should like to read to the House the
message which I sent to the senior officer
commanding the Canadian destroyers shortly
after they had left our shores:

“In this hour when the skill, the strength,
and the will-power of the combined Allied forces
are so greatly needed to cope with the diabolical
warfare of a wholly unscrupulous and brutal
foe, Canada will be proud indeed when she
learns that, as the enemy pursues his endeavours
to invade the British Isles, destroyers of the
Royal Canadian Navy have crossed the Atlantic
to be in immediate association with the Royal
Navy in the United Kingdom waters.

“T send to you and to the men under your
command the proud assurance that the Govern-
ment has every confidence that, in your resolute
hands, the honour of the Royal Canadian Navy,
and the traditions which it has inherited, and
which it has created, are safe and sure. This
confidence will be shared with equal pride by all
of Canada once the Canadian people become
aware of the presence of Canadian destroyers
in British waters.

“You will be supported in your noble mission
by the continued and utmost co-operation of all
branches of the defence forces of Canada and
by the single purpose of the Canadian people
in this war. Whenever duty may call you,
our thoughts and prayers will be with you all.

W. L. Mackenzie King.”

In conclusion, may I say that what I have
to-day set forth does not represent the extent
of commitments which, during the present emer-
gency, Canada has sought to meet in compliance
with special requests from the British Govern-
ment. With respect to all three defence ser-
vices there are other commitments concerning
which it is not yet possible to make announce-
ment, but which have been, or are, in process
of being carried out.

Right Hon. ARTHUR MEIGHEN: Hon-
ourable members, I take occasion, arising from
the remarks of the honourable senator from
Pictou (Hon. Mr. Tanner), to register my
protest against Government proposals and
announcements of Government policy or
change of policy being made by Deputy Min-
isters outside of either House. The function
of a Deputy Minister everybody understands:
whether the Deputy is either temporarily or
permanently in his position, he is a ecivil
servant and an executive officer of the Ministry.
The proper custodian to receive first announce-
ments of Government policy is the Parliament
of Canada, and the man to make such
announcements in this Parliament is the
appropriate Minister or the Prime Minister.
That someone selected from the ranks of
business should be made the promulgator of
Government policy to the public is to me an
evidence of contempt of Parliament, and in
this case, I fear I must say, studied contempt.
That the address was an announcement of
Government policy nobody can possibly dis-
pute. It was accepted as such by the Govern-
ment in Parliament very shortly after. I
presume the announcement, in the manner in
which it is made, has this advantage, that
it reaches the public without criticism; there
are no holes bored in it before it gets to
the public. I have never known of a similar
instance before.

I am offering mo criticism of the announce-
ment save as to the way in which and the
medium through which it was made. The
policy declared amounts in very great degree
to an abandonment of the air training scheme.
I am not criticizing the abandonment. That
is not the reason why I rise. Emergencies
demand action. It means that much that
we were to do has to be done overseas; that
the training must be completed there. These
features, of course, were not emphasized in
the announcement and could not be brought
out by criticism at the moment or by further
discussion., I am glad to see the men go
overseas after we have done the best we can
for them here in the circumstances, and they
will, let us hope and pray, render some ser-
vice in this dire time in the catastrophe which
is already great, and which the might of two
nations is seeking now to prevent from be-
coming greater. But I hope we have heard
the last of so-called “conscripted” deputies
becoming propagandists for the Administra-
tion. I hope we have seen the last of the
subordination of Parliament to Rotary clubs.

An Hon. SENATOR: Hear, hear.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: I am in full
accord with the statement of the honourable
leader of the House that important announce-
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ments, particularly at a time when the world
trembles, should be made simultaneously in
both Houses. We are just as interested in
them as others anywhere can be, and we ought
to be acquainted with the facts, so that if we
have anything to say or to do about them we
shall then have at least equal opportunities
with others of saying or doing it. It would
have been much better had the statement
read yesterday in the Commons been read
here at the same time.

Hon. W. A. GRIESBACH: The statement
just read by the honourable leader of the
House covers the subject-matter of the news-
paper article which T handed to him some
days ago, and which he put into his pocket.
So long as he keeps it there I shall never be
able to proceed.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: The honourable
gentleman had left the Chamber before I was
able to hand it back to him. I have it in my
room now.

Hon. Mr. GRIESBACH: We shall not
need it now, after all that has been said by
the honourable gentleman from Pictou (Hon.
Mr. Tanner) and the right honourable leader
on this side (Right Hon. Mr. Meighen).

What surprises me, however, is the lack of
discussion in Canada as to the real meaning
of the statement. The first part of it informed
us that pilots whom we had trained in
Canada, and who were to be instructors under
the Empire Air Training Scheme, have been
sent to England to man fighter planes. That
is a most outstanding fact. It immediately
raises a question as to where instructors are
to be obtained for the training of the men
who are to be turned out in thousands within
the next few months. Nobody seems to have
mentioned that at all.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: But those having
responsibility are thinking about it.

Hon. Mr. GRIESBACH: I see no comment
or discussion about it at all. The scheme was
to gather from all over the country a number
of selected young men within certain age
limits and with certain qualifications and to
give them training in training schools through-
out Canada; then, after so many weeks, they
were to be assembled at other points and put
through various courses. Finally, on a cer-
tain day not very long ago, they had com-
pleted their training and were ready to pro-
ceed with the instruction of thousands of
other young men who were on the point of
being taken into the service. But we find
to-day all those instructors have been shipped
to England.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Is my honour-
able friend objecting?

Hon. Mr. GRIESBACH: I am not object-
ing to that, for I am not in a position to
express an opinion as to where the greater
emergency lies. I am only pointing out that
at one fell swoop you more or less put an
end to the establishment of your Empire
training scheme. I should now like to be
told how the scheme is to proceed without
instructors.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: There will be
instructors.

Hon. Mr. GRIESBACH: Where are we to
get them?

Hon. Mr. KING: Never mind.
Hon. Mr. GRIESBACH: Ah!

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: It is none
of our business.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: My honourable
friend should say, “I hope so.”

Hon. Mr. GRIESBACH: I hope so. Now
I come to the planes. It will be remembered
that under the Empire Air Training Scheme
the contribution of Great Britain was to be
in kind. It was assumed by most of us who
read the agreement that “in kind” meant
planes of various types.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Aircraft.

Hon. Mr. GRIESBACH: Yes, of various
types. According to the statement of the
Prime Minister and that of the Deputy Min-
ister for Air, we are confronted with the
notification from Great Britain that the British
authorities cannot send us any more training
planes. Meanwhile we have already sent
them all our bombing and fighting planes fit
for front-line service. The statement is
discreetly silent as to the number sent, and
I do not know whether it was large or small.
I suspect the number was comparatively small.
In these two factors, namely, the disappear-
ance of the instructors and the failure to
receive training planes, one sees—I will not
say an end, but at all events a slowing up of
the Commonwealth Training Scheme. I
wonder whether the Government has up its
sleeve something that it will produce some
day as a conjuror draws a rabbit out of his
hat. Will it provide a large number of
competent instructors and of training ma-
chines, so that the promise made of what
this scheme would develop into will ultimately
eventuate? The honourable leader of the
House has suggested that something of the
sort may happen. I hope it will, though I
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am not so sure that the record of the Govern-
ment justifies my being very sanguine, but if
I receive any encouragement at all I shall
continue to hope as long as I possibly can.

Those are the two aspects of the matter:
disappearance of instructors and disappearance
of training planes. We have young men
coming to join, we have aerodromes and
barracks being completed, but this essential
function of training and the wherewithal to
train have suddenly disappeared. I should like
the Government to find some way of reassuring
us on these two points.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I recall the
brilliant record of my honourable and gallant
friend on the battle-fields of Flanders. I
should prefer to have had from such a dis-
tinguished soldier this robust statement to the
Germans who are listening to us: “Canada
will have the instructors, and the planes as
well.”

Hon. Mr. TANNER: I hope my honourable
friend the leader of the House is impressed
with the desirability of having this matter
cleared up, and that he will arrange to have
the Deputy Minister attend, so that members
of the Senate may see and hear him and ask
any questions they may think advisable. We
are entitled to the information. I do not
want to sit here to be just a “yes” man,
nor do I think any other member of the
Senate desires to be inactive. We want to do
something. But how can we do anything if
you will not tell us anything?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: My honourable
friend will appreciate that although the
privileges of Parliament are important, the
work of winning the war is of supreme
importance, and that what he now discusses
will have nothing to do with winning the war.

Hon. Mr. TANNER: This war will not be
won by the waving of your hand. It will be
won by hard fighting and sacrifice.

I understood that my honourable friend
would to-day answer the inquiry I have on the
Order Paper.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I am expecting
to receive a statement from the Department
of National Defence. The reply to my
honourable friend’s question is being revised
because it covers, I think, two departménts.
I may receive the answer this afternoon.

DEPARTMENT OF NATIONAL DEFENCE
BILL—ROYAL CANADIAN AIR
FORCE BILL

THIRD READINGS POSTPONED

On the orders for the third readings of Bill 4,
an Act to amend the Department of National
Defence Act, and Bill 5, an Act respecting
the Royal Canadian Air Force:

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: The third read-
ings of five bills were deferred until to-day,
so that I might give some information which
was sought in respect to these measures.
Hansard of the Senate did not reach me or
other members until after noon to-day. As
the desired information has not yet been
received, I will move that these orders be
discharged and placed on the Order Paper
for to-morrow. At that time I shall have
the answers direct from the departments,

Hon. Mr. MARSHALL: Just discharge the
first four orders, but leave in Order No. 5.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: I think the
honourable leader’s statement applies, not to
all, but just to a few. It does apply to the
first order.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: It applies also
to the second order, “An Act respecting the
Royal Canadian Air Force.”

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN:
take each one in turn.

Hon. Mr. GRIESBACH: How does the
honourable gentleman intend to handle this
Bill? Will he refer it to Committee of the
Whole or just push it through without a
committee?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: What Bill is
that?

Hon. Mr. GRIESBACH: Bill No. 5.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: The questions
and objections raised by honourable senators
will be answered, so far as the department can
answer them, by a memorandum which I shall
receive, and which, I think, may satisfy hon-
ourable senators and clarify the situation.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: I think we
might take up each order separately, and
perhaps we could proceed with some of the
bills to-day. The first order can be set down
for to-morrow if the honourable gentleman is
not ready to go on to-day; and so can the
second. 4

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Then I would
move that the first and second orders be
discharged, and be placed on the Orders of
the Day for to-morrow.

The Orders were discharged.

We might
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CANADIAN NATIONAL RAILWAYS
BILL
THIRD READING

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND moved the third
reading of Bill 10, an Act to ratify and confirm
a certain agreement respecting the joint use
by Canadian National Railways of certain
tracks and premises of the Vancouver, Victoria
and Eastern Railway and Navigation Com-
pany, at Vancouver, in the Province of
British Columbia.

He said: My right honourable friend did
not intend to oppose this Bill yesterday, but
he was not quite sure that he understood the
topography of the land concerned in this
operation. I intended when Hansard was
distributed to secure a statement which would
satisfy the curiosity of my right honourable
friend. I can do that even after the passage
of the Bill.

Right Hon. Mr., MEIGHEN: That would
be all right.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was read the third time, and passed.

YUKON BILL
THIRD READING POSTPONED
On the Order for the third reading of Bill 11,
an Act to amend the Yukon Act:

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I do not remem-
ber whether there were any objections to
this Bill or not.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Yes, there
was one raised by the honourable senator from
Ottawa East (Hon. Mr. C6té). He thought,
and I thought, too,—and I still think—the
saving clause respecting pending litigation
accomplishes the opposite of what is intended.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Then I will
move that this Order be discharged, and be
placed on the Orders of the Day for to-morrow.

The Order was discharged.

SEEDS BILL
THIRD READING
Hon. DUNCAN McL. MARSHALL moved
the third reading of Bill 19, an Act to amend
the Seeds Act, 1937.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: I thought
the honourable senator was going to state the
cost of this branch and tell us how much he
expects will be raised under the Bill.

Hon. Mr. MARSHALL: This Bill came up
a little unexpectedly last night, and I was
not fully informed about it at that time.
Since 1909 I have known more about provin-
cial departments of agriculture and their
administration than I have about the federal
department. The fact is, as I found upon
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inquiry this morning, that since 1913 certain
charges have been made. At that time Hon.
Mr. Burrell, the then Minister of Agriculture,
instituted a charge for the testing of seed
for germination and purity, and a little later
for the inspection and certification of seed,
which could be sold in sealed bags. The first
three germination tests were made without
charge, but after those there was a charge of
50 cents per test. It appears that it had
become the practice of some people to have
every bin in the barn tested, with the result
that the limitation was imposed.

The purpose of this Bill is to fix a charge
of 50 cents for any test that is made, either
for purity or for germination, and to continue
the charge that has been in vogue for the
sealing of grain and the issuing of certificates.
This, I believe, amounts to half a cent a
bushel for cereals, and to one cent a bushel
for small seeds, such as grass or clover.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: A test for
what?

Hon. Mr. MARSHALL: That is a complete
test. The seed is certified both for germina-
tion and purity, and is then sealed by an
official of the department, and it must be
sold in the sealed bag. In this way the
purveyor is able to get a better price for the
seed.

Last year about $37,000 was collected from
these tests for germination and purity. The
cost of the laboratories amounted to about
$127,000. It will be seen, therefore, that there
is still a large deficiency. The idea now is to
levy a tax of 50 cents for every sample
tested, and to legalize, so to speak, the charges
that have been in effect. It appears that
there was no legislation passed authorizing
these charges which have been collected since
1913, and the officials of the department seem
to think there ought to be something in the
law to cover this point. It may seem a bit
late to do this, but if the Bill becomes law
the charge will be strictly legal. Really the
only change in the charge is that there will
now be a fifty-cent fee for each of the first
three tests. If a man wants three tests
made he will pay 50 cents for each of them
instead of getting them free, and for the
extra ones he will continue to pay the same
amount as formerly.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: I am very
grateful for the information the honourable
gentleman has given us. I think he should
not apologize for lack of knowledge, because
he knew as much about the matter as the
Minister of the department.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was read the third time, and passed.
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BEAUHARNOIS LIGHT, HEAT AND
POWER COMPANY BILL

SECOND READING

Hon. W. D. EULER moved the second
reading of Bill 9, an Act respecting the
Beauharnois Light, Heat and Power Company.

He said: Honourable senators, in moving
the second reading of this Bill I am assuming
that honourable members are well acquainted
with its contents, since the Bill is a short one
and the principle involved is very easily under-
stood. Briefly, the Bill provides for extending
authority to the Beauharnois Company for the
taking of 30,000 cubic second feet of water from
the St. Lawrence in addition to the 53,000
already authorized, in order to enlarge its
power capacity and generation of power. This
makes provision, I believe, for a total of about
750,000 horse-power, and will absorb about
one-third of the total flow of the river. The
application for additional power was made,
I think, about a year and a half ago, but it
was not acted upon at that time, there being
no particular urgency indicated. Of Ilate,
however, according to the statement of the
Minister of Munitions, there is an urgency,
because there is not sufficient power in the
district, the reserve is very small, and more
power is needed for the purpose of conducting
war industries. In addition, it is understood
that the Ontario Hydro Power Commission
also desires more power. It is thought that
the Beauharnois Company is in a better posi-
tion than any other organization to produce
this power quickly, and that it can be pro-
duced at Beauharnois more quickly ‘than in
any other locality.

The Bill was rather fully discussed in the
House of Commons the other day. Probably
honourable members have read the discussion,
which was very informative. The chief objec-
tion, which came from some of the Western
members, I believe, was to the effect that
there should be no further alienation of this
great natural resource, but that it should be
maintained more or less as a public-ownership
enterprise for the benefit of the whole people
of Canada. Frankly, I am rather in sym-
pathy with that thought. I have always felt,
and I have stated repeatedly, that govern-
ments should retain the ownership or at least
maintain control of great natural resources
like water-powers, which lend themselves
rather readily to monopoly, and the use of
which is important for the prosperity of the
people at large.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Is that why
the honourable gentleman resigned from the
Government?

Hon. Mr. EULER: Usually my right
honourable friend’s remarks are quite appro-
priate to what is under discussion, but I fail
to see any connection whatever between his
last remark and what I am discussing at the
moment.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN : Is the honour-
able gentleman supporting the Bill?

Hon, Mr, EULER: I may say, by the way,
that I see a tremendous change in my right
honourable friend since the happy days when
we sat together in another place. If he will
bear his soul in patience, which he finds it
very difficult to do these days, he will find
out that I am supporting the Bill. I have
moved second reading. I am usually consist-
ent in what I say, and my right honourable
friend will see the consistency in my remarks
if he will just wait a moment.

Right Hon, Mr. MEIGHEN: Perhaps.

Hon. Mr. EULER: As I said before I was
interrupted, I am in accord with the principle
of public ownership in its limited form. But
that principle is in my view overridden by
another one which is involved in this Bill.
As is well known, the ownership of water-
powers in Canadian streams, whether navig-
able or not, rests in the provinces concerned.
This Beauharnois development is entirely
within the province of Quebec. If, as is the
case, the province of Quebec in its wisdom
sees fit to give certain powers to a private
corporation, it is the province’s right to do
so, and this Parliament should not interfere.
The present Bill would not be before us at all
but for provisions of the Navigable Waters’
Protection Act. I am not a lawyer, but T think
that Act makes it the duty of the Federal
Parliament, in any case where water is diverted
from a navigable stream, to see that navigation
is not prejudiced or interfered with.

Hon. Mr. GRIESBACH: Navigation pro-
ceeds now through the canal which has been
cut by the company.

Hon. Mr. HOWARD: No.
Hon. Mr. EULER: Not yet.

Hon. Mr. GRIESBACH: A -canal, six
hundred feet wide and twenty-seven feet deep,
has been cut through there and is to be used
for navigation purposes.

Hon. Mr. EULER: The canal that was
built by the Beauharnois Company is not
being used for navigation purposes, but in time
it may be so used, as part of the St. Lawrence
waterways development scheme. If that comes
about—and I do not know whether it will or
not—the Dominion will have been saved a
good deal of money, because the work now
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being done on construction of the canal is at
the company’s expense, and the only outlays
which would then have to be made by the
Dominion would be for construction of the
necessary locks.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: My honour-
able friend from Edmonton (Hon. Mr. Gries-
bach) has, I think, forgotten the Soulanges
canal.

Hon. Mr. EULER: We are assured by
engineers of the Department of Transport, I
believe, that navigation will not be interfered
with. If, as I understand, our only duty is to
protect navigation, then it is my view, and
I think the view of the Government also, that
we should not be justified in placing any
obstacle in the way of exercise by the prov-
ince of Quebec of its legal powers.

I understand the Law Clerk of the Senate
is proposing certain amendments to the Bill.
I do not quite understand their significance,
but I take it they could probably be con-
sidered and discussed more readily in com-
mittee,

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: Honourable
members, I am not rising to oppose the Bill.
I did not have much success when I rose in
the middle of the speech by the honourable
sponsor (Hon. Mr. Euler).

Hon. Mr. EULER: That
result of an interruption.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: My honour-
able friend and I sat opposite each other for
many years in another place, and I think he
will accept a promise which I now make to
him in all sincerity and with the intention
that it shall never be broken. In so doing
I have in mind a few instances which have
occurred in the present session. I will make
it a point always to give my honourable friend
a less interrupted hearing than he gives me.

Hon. Mr. EULER: May I interrupt? I
think it will be quite impossible for my right
honourable friend to <carry that out, because
I give him a similar promise. That puts us
on an equality.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: But I am in
the position of having already lived up to
the course of conduct which I promise to
pursue in the future. The honourable member
is not in such a position.

Hon. Mr. EULER: My right honourable
friend broke the rule to-day.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: If he wishes
to verify my statement, let him read Hansard
for last Wednesday. And I think that after
I listened to him to-day with so much
patience, he might exhibit a little more
himself while I am on my feet.

Hon. Mr. EULER.

is the wusual

Hon. Mr. EULER: Would the right honour-
able gentleman permit me to violate the rule
just once more? Does he really think that
the reference he made to my resignation from
the Government was in good form?

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: I think that
as the honourable member gets on in years
he should not be quite so sensitive. I am not
a humorist, but sometimes I attempt a little
humour.

Hon. Mr. EULER: We will forget it.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: I am sorry
he sees such a deterioration in me since the
time of our former contests. I did not think
I satisfied him in those days—

Hon. Mr. EULER: I said I saw a change.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGHEN: —so to-day
he must be very disappointed in me.

This measure is an important one. In
dealing with it I am not at all trammelled
by any predilections for government owner-
ship. If I were, I should consider what the
honourable sponsor (Hon. Mr. Euler) has said
as a complete answer. In so far as the
Parliament of Canada is concerned there is
no question of government ownership to be
considered. The only government which can
develop the scheme initially is the trustee,
and that is not the Government of Canada.
From the Dominion standpoint, though, there
are certain phases on which I am desirous of
being clear before finally consenting to the
measure, if indeed I am able finally to
consent to it. I am not content to take a
certificate of someone in the Department of
Transport, in respect of navigation rights, as
all-sufficient for parliamentary purposes. On
the subject of navigation itself—and it has
many phases—I am advised by persons who
have a wide practical connection with this
subject that they take exception to the
meas