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CANADA

Housge of Commons Debates

OFFICIAL REPORT

Thursday, January 25, 1940.

SIXTH SESSION—EIGHTEENTH PAR-
LIAMENT—OPENING

The parliament which had been prorogued
from time to time to the twenty-fifth day of
January, 1940, met this day at Ottawa, for the
dispatch of business.

The house met at three o’clock, the Speaker
in the chair.

Mr. Speaker read a communication from the
Governor General’s secretary, announcing that
His Excellency the Governor General would
proceed to the Senate chamber at three p.m. on
this day, for the purpose of formally opening
the session of the dominion parliament.

A message was delivered by Major A. R.
Thompson, Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod,
as follows:

Mr. Speaker, His Excellency the Governor
General desires the immediate attendance of
this honourable house in the chamber of the
honourable the Senate.

Accordingly the house went up to the Senate
chamber.

And the house being returned to the Com-
mons chamber:

VACANCIES

Mr. SPEAKER: I have the honour to inform
the house that during the recess I received
communications from several members, notify-
ing me that the following vacancies had
occurred in the representation, viz:

Of Wilfrid Girouard, Esquire, member for
the electoral district of Drummond-Arthabaska,
by resignation;

Of Pierre Emile Cote, Esquire, member for
the electoral district of Bonaventure, by resig-
nation;

Of Otto Buchanan Elliott, Esquire, member
for the electoral district of Kindersley, by
resignation;

Of James Warren Rutherford, Esquire, mem-
ber for the electoral district of Kent, Ontario,
by decease;
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Of Joseph Leon Vital Mallette, Esquire,
member for the electoral district of Jacques-
Cartier, by decease;

Of Alexander MacGillivray Young, Esquire,
member for the electoral district of Saskatoon
City, by decease;

Of Hon. Fernand Rinfret, member for the
electoral district of St. James, by decease;

Of Alfred Edgar MacLean, Esquire, member
for the electoral district of Prince, by decease.

I accordingly issued my several warrants to
the chief electoral officer to make out new writs
of election for the said electoral districts,
respectively.

NEW MEMBERS

Mr. SPEAKER: I have the honour to
inform the house that during the recess the
clerk of the house has received from the chief
electoral officer certificates of the election and
return of the following members, viz:

Of Douglas George Leopold Cunnington,
Esquire, for the electoral district of Calgary
West;

Of Arthur Lisle Thompson, Esquire, for
the electoral district of Kent, Ontario;

Of Eugene Durocher, Esquire, for the elec-
toral district of St. James;

Of Elphége Marier, Esquire, for the elec-
toral district of Jacques-Cartier;

Of Hon. James Layton Ralston, for the
electoral district of Prince;

Of Walter George Brown, Esquire, for the
electoral district of Saskatoon City.

NEW MEMBERS INTRODUCED

Hon. James Layton Ralston, member for
the electoral district of Prince, introduced by
Right Hon. W. L. Mackenzie King and Right
Hon. Ernest Lapointe.

Arthur Lisle Thompson, Esquire, member
for the electoral district of Kent, Ontario,
introduced by Right Hon. W. L. Mackenzie
King and Hon. N. A. McLarty.
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Eugene Durocher, Esquire, member for the
electoral district of St. James, introduced by
Right Hon. W. L. Mackenzie King and Right
Hon. Ernest Lapointe.

Elphége Marier, Esquire, member for the
electoral district of Jacques Cartier, introduced
by Right Hon. W. L. Mackenzie King and
Right Hon. Ernest Lapointe.

Douglas George Leopold Cunnington,
Esquire, member for the electoral district of
Calgary West, introduced by Hon. Robert J.
Manion and Mr. E. E. Perley.

Walter George Brown, Esquire, member for
the electoral district of Saskatoon City,
introduced by Miss Agnes C. Macphail and
Mr. Joseph Needham.

OATHS OF OFFICE

Right Hon. W. L. MACKENZIE KING
(Prime Minister) moved for leave to introduce
Bill No. 1, respecting the administration of
oaths of office. :

Motion agreed to and bill read the first time.

GOVERNOR GENERAL’S SPEECH

Mr. SPEAKER: I have the honour to
inform the house that when the house did
attend His Excellency the Governor General
this day in the Senate chamber, His Excellency
was pleased to make a speech to both houses
of parliament. To prevent mistakes, I have
obtained a copy, which is as follows. Shall
I dispense?

Mr. MANION: No; I should like to have
it read.

Mr. SPEAKER: I will have it read by the
clerk assistant.

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 coordinated. The production and
marketing of agricultural and other primary
products have been given constructive direction;
and safeguards have been provided against
undue enhancement, under war conditions, of
tlflel.;f)rices of food, fuel and other necessaries
of life.

[Mr, Speaker.]

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 indepen-
dence and democratic ideals is menaced by enemy
forces of ruthless agyression which aim to
dominate mankind by terror and violence. The
Canadian people have shown their determination
to share with Britain and France to the utmosé
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.

WAR MEASURES ACT

ORDERS IN COUNCIL RESPECTING WAR EMERGENCY
MATTERS TABLED

Right Hon. W. L. MACKENZIE KING
(Prime Minister): Mr. Speaker, I wish to
table certain orders in council respecting war
emergency matters. These are the various
orders that have been passed under the War
Measures Act. There are typewritten copies of
all measures that have been passed since the
close of the special session and up to and
including January 17, 1940. All orders in
council passed under the authority of the War
Measures Act having the character of legisla-
tion are being printed and I have every
reason to believe that they will be ready
to table in printed form, both in French and
in English, by the middle of next week.

ACTING DEPUTY SERGEANT AT ARMS

Mr. SPEAKER: I have the honour to in-
form the house that I have appointed John
Laundy to be acting deputy sergeant at arms
during the present session.

DISSOLUTION OF PARLIAMENT

STATEMENT OF THE PRIME MINISTER AS TO
PROPOSED GENERAL ELECTION

Right Hon. W. L. MACKENZIE KING
(Prime Minister): Mr. Speaker, I rise to
move that the house do now adjourn, but if
the house would permit me so to do I should
like to make a statement to hon. members
with respect to the paragraph in the speech
from the throne which refers to an immediate
dissolution. Hon. members will be inter-
ested in knowing the circumstances which
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have actuated the ministry in advising his
excellency that no time should be lost in
having an appeal to the country.

The paragraph to which I have particular
reference is the following:

My ministers are of the opinion that the
effective prosecution of the war makes it
imperative that those who are charged Wlth‘ 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.

The house will recall that at the special
session my hon. friend the leader of the
opposition (Mr. Manion) asked me if I was
prepared to give an undertaking that an elec-
tion would not be called by the present gov-
ernment before parliament had again been
summoned. I gave him that assurance and I
should like to read to the house the words
used in that connection. They will be found
at page 157 of Hansard. They are as follows:

As to the question of a general election before
another session, my hon. friend has been kind
enough to say that I told him some time ago
that I would not think of anything of the kind
or countenance it. Nor have I had a suggestion
from any member of parliament that a general
election should be thought of between now and
another session.

I wish to direct particular attention to these
words: “before another session” and “a gen-
eral election should be thought of between
now”’—that is the time at which I was speak-
ing last September—“and another session.”

I then gave to the house my own views
with respect to the undesirability of parlia-
ment extending its own term. Perhaps I had
better give that paragraph, as it follows in
natural sequence. I said:

The term of parliament is five years; and as
time runs on there may be in the minds of
some a temptation to follow the course which
was adopted during the last war and have
parliament perpetuate its term, provided the
war is not over at that time. Personally, I
never liked the extension which was made
during the time of the last war. In my
opinion, the people of the country have the
right to say whom they wish to have adminis-
tering the affairs of Canada, and they should
exercise that right periodically at the time
provided for in the constitution. I do not
think any parliament should take it upon itself
to deprive the people of that right. That is
my feeling, very strongly, at the moment.
There may be conditions between now and the
end of this parliament which may necessitate
a reconsideration of this question, but I should
hope that everyone would expect that the people
of Canada should have a chance to express their
minds freely with regard to the administration,
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the opposition, third parties and generally with
their representation in parliament within the
period of time which the constitution provides.

I returned to the question of calling the
next session of parliament, and said:

It is my intention to have parliament called
again in January. It may possibly be necessar
to have parliament called before that, but
should expect that we would follow the usual
procedure and bring hon. members together
some time in the month of January. At that
time, we will be in a position to consider what
steps may be most necessary with regard to
developments that may ensue meanwhile. I
hope I have made perfectly clear the position
of my colleagues and myself.

Then my hon. friend the leader of the
opposition was kind enough to say:

May I be allowed, Mr. Speaker, to break the
rules and speak again merely to express my
thanks to the Prime Minister for his straight-
forward answer to my question.

I think it is quite clear from what I have
read what was in my mind at the time as to
the different circumstances that might arise
in a period of war; and that my intention
was that before there should be a dissolution
of this parliament, parliament itself should be
summoned and given that information; in
other words, that there would be no election
between the last special session and the
calling of the present session.

May I say, Mr. Speaker, that at that time I
had hoped that circumstances might be such as
would permit of another session of this parlia-
ment being held before a general election. But
as I have said, no one can foresee what is likely
to take place in a time of war, and none can
foretell the degree to which a government may
continue to enjoy the confidence of the people
in carrying on the affairs of the nation at so
critical a time. I was careful therefore to say
that it would be desirable when parliament next
assembled to have had a careful review in the
interval of all circumstances which would bear
on the question of whether it would be advis-
able to proceed in a period of war with a pre=-
election session, or to have on the hustings
such discussion as must necessarily take place—
in other words, to avoid two political battles,
one in parliament and one on the hustings as
well.

I had felt, I must say, up until a very short
time ago that it was going to be possible, at
a session called in the month of January, to
present to this parliament the measures which
the government felt it would be necessary,
before an appeal to the people, to carry through
for the effective prosecution of the war. I had
always been very much concerned, as I think
the house is well aware, about the long period
of time required by our elections act for a
general election. Under the act and its ad-
ministration I think something like eight weeks
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is required to elapse between the date of dis-
solution and the day of election. I had felt
that possibly we might get over the difficulty
of having such a long interval while war was
on and parliament was not in session, by
shortening the time in which there would be
no parliament through an amendment to our
elections act to reduce the period in which
the country would be without a parliament to
something like four weeks. I spoke to my hon.
friend the leader of the opposition about that
prior to the special session of last year. I should
have liked to introduce such a measure at that
time, but I gathered from what he said to me
and from what others have said, that the intro-
duction of any measure to amend the elections
act would be certain to create some suspicion
in the minds of some hon. members and to
provoke a kind of discussion that would not
be advisable.

Mr. MANION: If the right hon. gentleman
will permit me to interject, I should like him
to take his own responsibility for his acts and
not try to put it on other people.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: I am going to
take full responsibility, Mr. Speaker—

Mr. MANION: Then take it.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: I thought I
had done my hon. friend a courtesy in men-
tioning that I had talked the matter over
with him before the last session and that
he had given me his view that it would be
unwise to attempt a measure of that kind.

Mr. MANION: The right hon. gentleman
told me that he was going to bring it in at
this session of parliament. I pointed out that
such a period would not give a leader time
to cross this country, and my right hon.
friend’s reply was, “Why should a leader
cross this country?” So far as bringing in
such a measure last session is concerned,
there was no discussion.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: Possibly there
may be some misunderstanding in the mind
of my hon. friend as to just what our con-
versation was. At any rate he is quite right
when he says that he had mentioned to me,
as one of the reasons why it would not be
advisable to try to shorten the period for
the election, that the leader would wish to
take seven weeks, at least, in discussing issues
before the electorate in the country. How-
ever, my hon. friend has made quite clear
his own point of view, which is that he should
have a period of something like eight weeks,
because that is about the time required under
the act, to address the electorate in a period of
a general election.

[Mr. Mackenzie King.]

If that is the case, it demands consideration
at once of just when a dissolution should take
place which will involve a campaign of some-
thing like eight weeks, and controversy on
electoral matters throughout that period of
time, at a time when the country is in a state
of war and Europe is in the condition which
we all know it to be in to-day.

But I am getting away from what I had
wished to make clear to the house, which
was that I had hoped there would be a feel-
ing of sufficient confidence in the present ad-
ministration, and an evidence of sufficient
unity between all parts of this country to have
enabled us, at a session at this time, to
introduce a number of measures and then to
go to the country a little later on. Until a
week or two ago—indeed, until a week ago—
it was my intention that this should be the
procedure. But, as hon. members know, just
a week ago to-day, or yesterday, the premier
of the largest province in this country—

Miss MACPHAIL: A Liberal.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: —introduced in
the Ontario legislature a resolution which was
directed in no uncertain terms at the govern-
ment of Canada now administering its affairs.
That resolution was seconded by the leader of
the Conservative opposition in thé Ontario
legislature; and when it came to a vote, the
resolution was supported by all of the ministers
of the Ontario government who were present
in the house at the time, by some of the
members of the, Liberal party in Ontario, and
by all of the Conservative members in the
legislature. The resolution had been preceded
by some discussion in the legislature—a discus-
sion which had taken place, I think, for a
couple of days—attacking the manner in which
this government has sought to administer the
affairs of the country during this period of war.
I think I would have paid little or no atten-
tion to that discussion had it been confined
to the leader of the government of Ontario
and to the leader of the opposition of On-
tario; I would have allowed it to pass, and not
made further mention of the matter other than
to discuss the merits of any points which might
have been raised in the discussion. However,
when the Ontario legislature adopted the
resolution and it was given a permanent place
on the records of the legislature, quite a dif-
ferent situation presented itself to this govern-
ment. May I read the resolution?

* That this house has heard with interest the
reports made by the prime minister and the
leader of the opposition of the result of their
visit to Ottawa, to discuss war measures with
the national government and this house hereby
endorses the statements made by the two mem-
bers in question and joins with them in regret-
ting that the federal government at Ottawa
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has made so little effort to prosecute Canada’s
duty in the war in the vigorous manner the
people of Canada desire to see.

I ask hon. members to notice the extent
of the charge which is made there. It is a
charge against the federal government. It
is not against myself alone personally but
against the entire administration. There have
been, as no doubt hon. members are aware,
many other attacks upon me personally as
leader of the government; but this is against
the government at Ottawa, and the charge is
that we have made so little effort to prosecute
the war. It is further suggested that this
criticism, or censure, or whatever it is, is
being made in the name of the people of
Canada, because it reads: “to prosecute Can-
ada’s duty in the war in the vigorous manner
the people of Canada desire to see.”

I do not think I need say to hon. members
that, since war was declared, and this parlia-
ment decided that Canada would participate
in the war—decided in the unanimous manner
in which it did—my colleagues and myself
have given every ounce of our strength and
every hour of our time in the most devoted
manner possible endeavouring to further
Canada’s war effort, and the interests of the
nation. We have not tried to do so in a
dramatic or spectacular way. We are too
conscious of the gravity of the responsibility
which is ours. But we have steadily, day in,
day out, given the most careful and thoughtful
consideration to every step that should be
taken to see that that step would be taken
in a manner which would meet with the
approval of the people of Canada, and which,
so far as the war is concerned, would best
serve to further Canada’s war effort in the
most effective possible way. I had thought,
and I believe, that the Canadian people
approve both the manner in which the govern-
ment has undertaken its duties, and the way
in which it has discharged them. The very
fact that we have to-day throughout the
country a chorus, one might almost say, of the
press expressing the hope that this administra-
tion will continue to carry on, is the best
evidence that at least the press of the
country, which have to do with the moulding
of public opinion, and know something about
current opinion, believe that this government
has solidly behind it the support of the people.

However, that is not the only thing. Even
that resolution might have been put to one
side were it not for the evident purpose which
lies back of it. That resolution was passed
to start a political campaign while this parlia-
ment was in session, to have advantage taken
of the fact that my colleagues and myself
would be obliged to give our attention and
our whole attention while parliament was

sitting to the work of parliament as well as
to the problems of the war and the carrying
on of Canada’s war effort, while other gentle-
men were to be free to criticize our effort,
to misrepresent everything that was done,
and everything that to them might seem to
be left undone. In other words, we were to
continue to carry the grave responsibility of
doing our duty in the matter of Canada’s war
effort, and at the same time assume a very
great responsibility—not as great as the other,
but a very great responsibility—of meeting
parliament day in and day out and to try so
to conduct debates here as to have due
regard for what is taking place in Europe and
the care to be exercised with respect to
whatever is said and whatever is done, and
to have at the same time an electoral cam-
paign carried on against us by those who are
political opponents of the administration.

What is the cry already? Already, after
this resolution is passed, the leader of the
Conservative party of Ontario, at a political
meeting, tells the meeting, and through the
meeting the province, and through the prov-
ince the country, that the election must start
at once; and he gives them the slogan, “King
must go.” That is to be the slogan. I am
quite prepared to accept that slogan if he will
add the words, “to the country.” But I ask
hor. members: How can I be expected to do
what is expected of me by this country in a
time of war as leader of the government of
Canada if all of my time and thought is to be
surrounded by the animosities of political
opponents who are seeking to undermine every
effort that is being put forward in the leader-
ship of the administration?

I should have thought that, at least until
this house had met and expressed its views,
those who have any sense of public duty
would have been content to allow their poli-
tical animosity not to be given too much
expression, However, it is now evident that
a political campaign has begun. That being
so, I ask hon. members whether it is wise to
try to carry on a political campaign in the
country and a political campaign in this par-
liament—two campaigns at one and the same
time—while war is going on at the front.

People the world over will understand, I
believe, what may be said on the hustings,
and they will be prepared to make some
allowance for extreme statements made in the
course of a political campaign. They can
understand political opponents speaking differ-
ently on the hustings from the way in which
they speak in this chamber where they have
the responsibility which rests upon members
in this house. It is a very different thing to
have such, discussions introduced into the
debates in this house as is inevitable once a
campaign has started in the country.
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Apart from that, however, may I say there
are very strong reasons—and they are set
forth in the speech from the throne—why it
is in the public interest, in the interest of the
country, and in the interest of the allied
powers, if we are to have an election, as it
is now perfectly evident that we must have,
we should have it just as soon as possible,
and have it over at the earliest moment.

In the first place, as indicated by the speech
from the throne, this is the sixth session of the
present parliament, one session having been
a special one. This parliament was returned
in 1935 and this is 1940. That in itself, in my
opinion, is the strongest reason why there
should be an election at this time. Some may
say that this was not the case with Sir
Robert Borden; that this was not the view that
he took. Sir Robert Borden’s government
was returned to power in 1911 and war came
on in 1914. Sir Robert had been in office for
only three years, and there were the most
cogent of reasons why he should carry on. He
had still another two years before his term
would be completed. Our situation, however,
is quite different. As everyone knows, this
is the last session of this parliament. When
the time came for dissolution as fixed by the
constitution, Sir Robert Borden found diffi-
culties in the way, because of the stage to
which the war had advanced, of giving to the
people the right to which they are periodic-
ally entitled of declaring to whom they wish
to entrust the management of their affairs,
and this at a very critical time. There is,
therefore, the strongest constitutional reason
why we should meet the country just as soon
as we possibly can.

But I would mention another circumstance.
Had I thought that it would have been in the
interests of the country so to do, I would
have gone to the people immediately after
the last special session in order that those
charged with the great responsibility of gov-
ernment in war time might have a direct and
unquestionable mandate from the electorate.
I realized at that time, however, that it was
necessary that Canada’s war effort should be
gotten under way as expeditiously as pos-
sible, that the country should be changed as
speedily as possible from a peace-time to a
war-time orgamization, that all necessary mili-
tary and economic measures should be taken
without delay. Once those measures were
under way it was clear the situation would be
entirely different. Fortunately, in the months
that have elapsed since the special session,
the government has been able to organize
Canada’s war effort and to do so very effec-
tively. We have brought into the public ser-
vice, irrespective of the parties to which they

[Mr. Mackenzie King.]

belong, key men who, I believe, enjoy the
confidence of the people generally. We have
formed the necessary boards to deal with
the different war activities. All the work of
organization with respect to the army, the
navy and the air force has been admirably
initiated and developed. The first Canadian
division is now in Great Britain and the
British commonwealth air training scheme is
under way. We have just carried through, in
the course of a day or two, our Canadian war
loan, so that provision is made from that
source for the financial needs of the country
for the next considerable period of time. In
connection with economic, financial and mili-
tary affairs the basic work has been success-
fully planned and accomplished and the
officials of the permanent service are at this
moment in the best position—a better posi-
tion than they are ever likely to be in at any
other time—to carry out further development
while a political campaign is in progress.

May I again ask hon. members this ques-
tion: If an election is to take place, is it not
wise to have it just as soon as we possibly
can?

Miss MACPHAIL: In the winter?

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: I will answer
my hon. friend’s question in that regard. What
about the men who are fighting overseas?
What about the military forces everywhere?
They have to face the winter

Miss MACPHAIL: I should like to see
them drive over the roads.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: I have con-
sidered that question carefully and I think my
answer will appeal to my hon. friend as well
as to others. I am told by the chief electoral
officer that an election will take nearly eight
weeks. Provided we have a dissolution in the
very near future, we might have the election
over before the end of March. Before the
end of March the roads will not have been
broken up.

Miss MACPHAIL: They will be piled up,
fence-high.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: I do not care
what time of year an election is held, there will
always be some objections to consider. If
you have not an election before the roads
begin to break up in the month of March,
and if you are considering in the matter the
physical condition of the country, April will
not be a month for an election, nor will May
—May, more particularly, for the reason that
if you start the election before May you will
have to have the lists prepared before that
month; and as everyone knows, the first of
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May is the time when a large percentage of
the people in the cities move from one loca-
tion to another, so that if proper lists were
to be in existence, there would have to be a
further revision of lists at that time. If you
go past that time, it takes you into the month
of June. For many reasons, I do not think
it is advisable that we should wait until June
for a general election.

May I give what I regard as the strongest
reason for having an immediate election. The
one thing that has caused me more anxiety
than anything else, with regard to the question
of having a general election, is what may
happen at the front while an election is taking
place. I have had to face, and my colleagues
have had to face, the probability of a great
offensive on the western front taking place
in the spring. I say that if it is possible for
this country to have its general elections over
before a great offensive takes place, or before
the worst of the fighting in Europe takes
place, then it is entirely in the public interest
that this should be done. There will be very
heavy problems to consider at that time.
Once the war “begins in earnest”, as people
are saying, there will be tremendous problems
to consider, and the government that has to
deal with those problems must have to no
uncertain degree the confidence and the back-
ing of the people of this country.

Now I hope hon. members will realize that
what I am proposing at the moment is not to
extend my time of office, or that of my
colleagues, but solely to allow the people of
this country to say, as they are entitled to say,
whom they wish to carry on their government
during this very critical time. If I were
seeking to extend the time of the present
administration or to extend my own time as
leader of the government of this dominion,
then I might be open to criticism from hon.
gentlemen opposite and from opponents in
different parts of the country. But when I
am prepared to entrust my political future
and the political future of this administration
—not merely prepared but anxious that it
should be entrusted—to the voice of the
people of this country, no criticism can be
raised against an intent of that kind.

One other point. The taking of the military
vote is an important matter in connection
with an election in war time. I think this
country still has vivid recollections of how
that vote was taken in the last war. We do
not want any more occurrences of the kind.
We want a perfectly straightforward and
honest expression of opinion from the military
forces; they are, if anything, more entitled
to it than any other class in this country.
May I draw attention to this: That vote
can, I believe, be taken while the first

division is still in England, before its members
may go to Europe, if an election is brought on
before May. Though as to this I cannot, of
course, say. If delayed, the soldiers’ vote will
certainly have to be taken while they are
fighting on the continent of Europe, which
would present a very different situation. This
government intends, as all hon. members
know, if it is returned, to see that this first
division is reinforced in strength from month
to month and week to week, but it also
intends to see that a second division is sent
overseas as soon as may be possible. Now
that second division, the men who are likely
to go in it and form part of it, are in this
country at the present time; they can still
be in the country during a political campaign
if the latter is held immediately. I ask if it
is not fairer to them, if it is not better for
everyone, that while they are still in a
position to exercise the franchise in their own
Jand, they should have their right to record
their vote with respect to the government
that is to carry on when their lives are at
stake?

Mr. CAHAN: Does my right hon. friend
intend to introduce legislation to that effect?

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: My hon. friend
will himself see just how advisable that would
be. I may say to him at once that the
government intends to make provision for
the military vote being taken overseas, and
will do that under the War Measures Act
as a most necessary war measure.

Mr. MANION: That is the way Hitler
would do it.

Mr. LAPOINTE (Quebec East):
does not take any vote.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: One word fur-
ther in regard to the holding of an election at
this time. My colleagues and I have realized,
as perhaps no others could possibly begin to
realize, how important it is that we should
begin immediately to prepare for post-war
problems. Parliament should be in a position
to deal not merely with the immediate prob-
lems of war, but also with those problems
which will arise as soon as the war is over
and even before. Measures such as the un-
employment insurance legislation should be
passed as speedily as possible. I ask hon.
members: Do they believe it will be possible
for these measures to be put through except
by a parliament that comes fresh from the
people with a mandate to carry on the govern-
ment and enact such necessary measures?

May I conclude what I have to say as to
the significance of an election in time of war
by quoting a passage, the value of which I
think will be appreciated by all those who are

Hitler
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lovers of liberty and freedom. I have before
me a statement made by President Abraham
Lincoln concerning the question of having an
election in war time. President Lincoln in
the time of his administration was faced with
a problem much more critical than any prob-
lem with which we in Canada are faced at this
moment; it was ‘that of having an election
at a time when his whole country was divided
by civil war. Lincoln had to ask himself the
question whether he should take advantage of
some means whereby he could extend his term
and the term of his government, or whether
the people should be given the right which is
always theirs of saying periodically who should
carry on their government. I should like to
read what President Lincoln had to say with
respect to the election which took place under
his administration during the period of the
civil war. I read from a volume entitled,
“Abraham Lincoln, Complete Works,” com-
prising his speeches, letters, state papers, and
miscellaneous writings; edited by John G.
Nicolay and John Hay. The volume I have
in my hand s one which was given to me by
Lady Laurier. It was taken from Sir Wilfrid
Laurier’s library after Sir Wilfrid’s death.
These are the words Lincoln used in responding
to a serenade which took place on November
10, 1864. They will be found at page 595 of
volume 2:

If the loyal people united were put to the
utmost of their strength by the rebellion, must
they not fail when divided and partially
paralyzed by a political war among themselves?
But the election was a mnecessity. We cannot
have free government without elections; and
if the rebellion could force us to forego or
postpone a national election, it might fairly
claim to have already conquered and ruined
us. The strife of the election is but human
nature practically applied to the facts of the
case. What has occurred in this case must ever
recur in similar cases. Human nature will not
change. In any future great national trial,
compared with the men of this, we shall have
as weak and as strong, as silly and as wise, as
bad and as good.” Let us, therefore, study the
incidents of this as philosophy to learn wisdom
from, and none of them as wrongs to be
revenged. But the election, along with its
incidental and undesirable strife, has done good
too. It has demonstrated that a people’s
governmeént can sustain a national election in
the midst of a great civil war. Until now, it
has not been known to the world that this was
a possibility. It shows, also, how sound and
how strong we still are. It shows that, even
among candidates of the same party, he who is
most devoted to the Union and most opposed
to treason can receive most of the people’s votes.

Mr. Speaker, when at previous sessions we
were considering the possibility of this country
having to decide the part it would take
should a great war come in Europe, as the

[Mr. Mackenzia King.1

leader of the Liberal party and the leader
of the present administration I took the posi-
tion very strongly, time and time again, that
parliament would decide that question. I
was told from many sides that it was ridicu-
lous to think of allowing parliament to decide
the question of peace or war, that the war
would speedily assume proportions which would
make impossible anything in the way of par-
liamentary discussion. I gave my word to the
people of this country that parliament would
decide, and that the extent to which Canada
would participate in the war would depend
upon the decision of our own parliament and
the provision that parliament might make. I
kept my word in that regard. Parliament did
decide—it gave its decision in no uncertain
terms, and gave this government the means
wherewith to carry on Canada’s war effort. Now
we are confronted with a situation in which
our strength is being impaired by those who
seek to create in the public mind distrust
concerning both our ability and our patriotic
efforts. There is only one national authority
higher than parliament; that is the people
themselves whose servants as members of
parliament we all are. Just as I was pre-
pared to trust parliament to make the decision
as to Canada’s participation in war, so I am
prepared to trust the people with respect to
the all-important decision as to what govern-
ment is to administer their affairs during the
years in which this war may be waged and
probably be concerned with the terms of
peace.

It is not an easy or light responsibility, Mr.
Speaker, which my colleagues and I have at
this time and have had during the past four
or five months—yes, and I might well say
during the last few years. We are in the
midst of the worst situation this world has
ever known, and T am afraid that the situa-
tion is going to get worse and worse. No
one can say how long this war will last. Those
who seem to be best informed tell us it is not
going to be one year or two years; it may
be three years; it may be longer than that.
As respects the countries that may be drawn
into the conflict, there appears to be a dan-
ger of the war spreading over vaster areas
than were ever thought of before it began.

So may I say that if we have to carry the
grave responsibility of office in war and at a
time of war such as the present, then we
must be fortified by the voice of this country,
expressed in no uncertain terms. If there is
any group of men more capable of carrying
on Canada’s war effort and likely to do so
more effectively, then the people should have
the right to entrust them with that great
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obligation. We propose to leave it to the
people of Canada to say whom they wish
to carry on the government of Canada in this
period of world war.

I move, Mr. Speaker, that the house do
now adjourn.

Hon. R. J. MANION (Leader of the Oppo-
sition) : Mr. Speaker—

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: The motion is
not before the house.

Mr. MANION: Do I understand that no
one is to be allowed to say anything in reply
to the Prime Minister’s prepared speech? Is
it the intention to gag this house, in addition
to everything else? Is the Prime Minister to
come before this house and make a prepared
speech, of which no hint was given to anyone,
and then attempt to close the mouths of the
rest of us? I ask him if he dares do that.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: The parliament-
ary procedure of this house is for the Speaker
to put a motion first. Then, if hon. gentlemen
wish to speak, they may do so.

Some hon. MEMBERS: The motion is not
debatable.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: The motion is
not debatable, but the Speaker can put the
motion just the same. If my hon. friend wishes
to speak, I should be quite pleased to have him
do so.

Mr. MANION: I certainly wish to speak.

In the first place, Mr. Speaker, I should like
it distinctly pointed out that there is no par-
ticular courtesy in permitting me to speak, any
more than there was courtesy in permitting
the Prime Minister to speak on a motion
which is not debatable. I should like that dis-
tinctly understood. I should like to point out
also that the custom in the parliament of
Canada has always been for the government
to give a copy of the speech from the throne
‘to the leader of the opposition an hour or so
in advance, and up to the present session that
has always been done by this government. No
such courtesy was extended to-day, not even
up to the time when you, Mr. Speaker, had
the copy of the speech in your hands. So far
as I know, no copy has been in the hands of
anyone in this house except the Prime Min-
ister and the Speaker. I merely point this
out, sir, because it is a discourtesy which not
only offends all the parliamentary traditions of
this and the British house, but also shows an
unfair decision on the part of the Prime
Minister to try to catch everyone in this
house without preparation, by the unprece-
dented step he has taken to-day. Until I went
into the senate chamber I had absolutely no

hint that there was any thought of anything
like this. The Prime Minister called the par-
liament of Canada together to-day in the
usual way. He brought members here from
the four corners of Canada apparently, so far
as one can judge—we do not yet know the
intention—to dissolve the house to-night.
That is what I understand; that is the only
conclusion I can draw, although in one part
of his speech the right hon. gentleman said we
understood what was in his mind. Well, I
doubt if when he spoke last session he thor-
oughly understood what was in his mind, be-
cause usually when the right hon. gentleman
speaks as he did at that time he leaves him-
self an opportunity to back out one of the
rear doors or slip out a window. That was
what he did then.

The only reason why I mention this par-
ticularly, sir, is that it is so unprecedented to
treat an opposition in this manner. Not only
does the right hon. gentleman suggest, in the
speech from the throne at a supposedly regular
session of parliament, that he is going to have
an immediate election, but he prepares a polit-
ical speech to be delivered here this afternoon
and gives no one else any opportunity of pre-
paring any remarks in advance. As the Prime
Minister was speaking I had to sit here and
try to outline a few points I desired to make
as a result of this unprecedented act. For that
reason, Mr. Speaker, I ask you and hon. mem-
bers of the house to bear with me if my
remarks are rather disjointed.

It would have been so easy, once the right
hon. gentleman and his government decided
on a step like this, to follow the usual
courteous practice of a prime minister and
a government. However, I must say this is
not the first time that the right hon. gentleman
has shown this type of discourtesy towards
me since I became leader of the opposition.
I regret that very much, because many times
in the past I have said that whatever faults
the right hon. gentleman might have—and I
suppose I have pointed out his faults as often
as anyone—that was one fault he did not
have; he was usually courteous in social life
and elsewhere. But he has not shown any of
that courtesy in this instance. What he has
done from a political point of view is to
carry on what I consider unserupulous politics
at this time, by calling for an immediate
election without any hint to the people, in
order to gag discussion in this house and
throughout the country—at all events any
prepared discussion—and to attempt to get a
snap decision of the people of Canada on
this great question.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: Will my hon.
friend allow me to say one word in regard to
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what he suggested was discourtesy on my
part in not giving him a copy of the speech
from the throne? He will realize that a
speech from the throne containing a declara-
tion of an immediate appeal to the country
was a document which had to be kept very
secret. Otherwise, as my hon. friend knows,
the information would have been on the
streets of this country before it was announced
in parliament. That is the sole reason why
copies of the speech were not given out before
his excellency read the speech.

Mr. MANION: The right hon. gentleman
merely adds insult to injury. He suggests
that if he had given me a copy of the speech
I would have blathered it all over the streets.
As a matter of fact I have no doubt at all
that the press had copies of the speech before
it was read in the senate.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: I will say that
no one had a copy of the speech except His
Excellency the Governor General.

Mr. MANION: I have no doubt at all that
the press have copies of it now, while I
have not.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: Then instruc-
tions have not been carried out, which were
that copies of the speech were not to be
handed out until after it had been read by
his excellency.

Mr. MANION: Yes, read by His Excellency
the Governor General about three-quarters
of an hour ago. I had not seen a copy, and
that is why I had to ask Mr. Speaker to read
the speech. However, that is a small matter,
but it is just in line with all the other acts
of the Prime Minister in this unprecedented
action of his. He says, in his remarks, that
the Canadian people have approved—accord-
ing to his idea—the acts of this government.
If the Canadian people have approved the
acts of this government, why then this hurry
for an election at this time? Why call a
snap election on this group of two hundred
and forty-five members, or thereabouts, who
have come here from all parts of Canada,
at great expense in many instances? Why
snap an election in that manner? This is
simply an attempt to take unawares not only
this opposition but other opposition groups
in the house.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: I will tell my
hon. friend the reason why I did not do so
prior to the calling of the house was that
I had given a promise it would not be done
until the house had been called. I would have
asked for a dissolution the night the Ontario
resolution was put through had it not been
for that.

[Mr. Mackenzie King.]

Mr. MANION: Is the right hon. gentleman
telling me that he meant to put over a trick
of this kind, and that he intended to do that
at this time? Does he mean he would not call
an election until the next session of the house
or until another session of the house when he
could put over a trick such as this? That
makes it that much worse. The understanding
was that the House of Commons would be
called in regular session and that we would dis-
cuss the activities of the government, the
effort of the government in the conduct of the
war, and so on. If we had come here, as we
have, and gone on for a few weeks, the Prime
Minister might have decided that an election
should be called; but to put over a political
trick of this kind I say is disgraceful and is
sneering at the political traditions of Canada
and the British Empire.

If the Prime Minister had wished to do
what he has done this afternoon, why did
he not discuss the matter in confidence with
me and with the leaders of the other parties
in this house? That would have been the
better course. I should like to ask the right
hon. gentleman and the right hon. gentleman
the Minister of Justice (Mr. Lapointe), who
sits beside him, both of whom have over and
over again held themselves out as the great
supporters of democracy, the great believers
in democracy—I would like to ask these right
hon. gentlemen this question: Where is the
democracy in the present act?

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: I will answer
the question; my hon. friend has asked it.

Mr. MANION: My right hon. friend has
had long enough.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: Let me answer
it. Democracy does not mean I am respon-
sible to the leader of the Conservative party
or to the leader of the Cooperative Common-
wealth Federation or to the leader of the
Social Credit group, but it does mean that I
am answerable to the people of this country.

Mr. MANION: Through the House of
Commons. The right hon. gentleman is answer-
able to the people of this country through
the House of Commons,

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: No, by direct
approach to the people themselves, face to
face with the problem.

Mr. MANION: Yes, in something like a
fair manner, not by a piece of hoodwinking
such as has been done to-day by calling the
members of the House of Commons together,
calling them from right across this country,
having them here for a few hours, and then
having them go back to meet their electors.

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

Some hon. MEMBERS: Oh, oh.

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

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

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

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

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

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

Then, he has said that a mew parliament
would take up post-war problems. Well, this
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government has never solved any of the pre-
war problems; I do not know how it is going
to solve post-war problems.

Mr. ROGERS: Oh, oh.

Mr. MANION: Let me say to the Minister
of National Defence (Mr. Rogers), who is
laughing now, that for years he was Minister
of Labour. He was the man who was sup-
posed to handle unemployment in this country.
I say that no minister of labour in the
history of Canada has ever made such a
complete failure of the handling of such a
problem as did the hon. gentleman. His
reward for handling the Department of Labour
in such a weak manner was to be made Min-
ister of National Defence, at the present time,
the most important department in the govern-
ment. How can the people of Canada expect
that a minister of labour who made a
failure of running the labour department
should make a success of the administration
of the Department of National Defence? This
is one of the reasons why the Department of
National Defence has been such a farce under
the present Minister of National Defence, as
was the Department of Labour under the
same minister.

The mirister who preceded the present Min-
ister of National Defence has many faults, as
I expect many of us have. That hon. gentle-
man was shown up in this parliament as
having acted, to say the least, not advisedly
in regard to the Bren gun. But he was
defended by the Prime Minister. He was
defended by the Minister of Transport (Mr.
Howe). He was defended by the then min-
ister of labour, the present Minister of Na-
tional Defence. He was defended also by one
or two others, but I have forgotten which ones.
These hon. gentlemen stood by him. Why
then has he been demoted? If he was right,
why has he been demoted? If he was wrong,
why has he been kept in the government?
What I meant really to say was that with all
his faults I think the former minister of na-
tional defence (Mr. Mackenzie) was a more
capable minister of national defence than is
the present minister.

I have a few words to say with regard to the
government’s present war effort which has
been referred to in the speech from the
throne, as well as by the Prime Minister in
his remarks on the floor of the house this
afternoon. In view of the fact that long
before the war this government was nicknamed
the “do-nothing government,” the people of
Canada should not have expected that this
government would be able to handle the war
effort at all well. The people have not been

[Mr. Manion.]

disappointed in that. Not only did this gov-
ernment not prepare for war, but to my mind
they have handled the war effort of Canada
in a most disgraceful manner. After more
than a year’s warning we have called up one
division to go overseas. There were not enough
clothes for these men; there were not enough
boots, not enough blankets and not enough
machine guns. These men went overseas un-
equipped to a large extent. What equipment
they had was obtained by gathering in what
clothes and equipment could be found scattered
here, there and everywhere throughout all sec-
tions of Canada. I know of one battalion from
British Columbia which was dressed in cotton
underwear and cotton clothing. These men
crossed this north country in the middle of
December and continued across the north
Atlantic in the same kind of weather.

I say, again without fear of contradiction—
this information comes to me from doctors in
charge of these militia regiments—that many
of these men are sick and large numbers have
been sent to the hospital because of lack of
preparation and because of lack of vision on
the part of this government.

If it were true that no one had foreseen
the danger of war then perhaps I could not
criticize. But I find that the Prime Min-
ister, in his remarks on the address in reply
to the speech from the throne during last
session—I refer particularly to pages 24, 25,
26 and 27 of Hansard—said repeatedly that
for as long as five years he had thought of
nothing except the necessity of preparing for
war. Yet no preparation of any kind was
made. If it were not for the fact that this
is a tragedy, some of the stories which we hear
about the lack of preparation would be quite
funny. For example, when the war began
a general wrote me—I wonder if I can remem-
ber the phrase he used?—stating that the
anti-aircraft units had no anti-aircraft guns,
and that the searchlight units had no search-
lights. That is what has happened all across
this country. There has been a complete lack
of preparation, and as a result the war effort
so far is deplorable.

I intended to deal with this quite fully
when I was speaking on the address in reply
to the speech from the throne. Whatever has
been achieved in the way of preparation has
been obtained only by kicking this govern-
ment into action, The matter of mothers’
allowances was settled only the other day.
There are thousands of widowed mothers and
other dependants of men who have enlisted to
whom this government has failed to give the
proper allowance. One man told me that he
had been in the army for four months and had
had to sell an old car which he had so that



JANUARY 25, 1940 13

Dissolution of Parliament

he could carry on. His wife had not received
her separation allowance. Along toward Christ-
mas we heard that these separation allow-
ances were being paid, but the mothers are
still without their allowances.

Many of the boys who enlisted were on
relief, and they owed no gratitude to this
government for anything which had been
done to relieve their distress or to give them
work and wages. These boys had the guts
to join the army to fight for Canada; they
had the decency to come forward and offer
their lives for democracy; yet in many in-
stances the mothers of these boys who were
on relief, partly on account of the inactivity
of the former minister of labour and the
government generally in not solving this
problem, are being faced with hunger. I have
in my office scores, perhaps hundreds, of
pitiful and pathetic letters from mothers of
boys who are now in the army. Many of
these mothers have pleaded with me not to
let it be known publicly that they are not
being treated decently by this government.
They did not want their boys overseas to
know of the suffering they are going through
because their sons offered their lives. This
matter was cleared up only a few days ago.
Rather, it is not all cleared up, but a state-
ment was issued by the Department of
National Defence containing the promise to
straighten out this disgraceful condition. This
government never does anything without be-
ing kicked into doing it.

The wheat sale to Russia was another ex-
ample. Wheat was sold to Russia, and it was
only after protests were made across Canada
from the Atlantic to the Pacific that this
government acted. As usual, it had to be
kicked into doing it.

There was no defence for this country.
What is even worse, there were no plans for
defence or for equipment. Yet as far back
as 1936, if not earlier, the defence association
of Canada was pleading with this govern-
ment to get ready for the inevitable war.
They asked the government not only to pre-
pare defence plans but to prepare defences. Yet
practically nothing was done in regard to that.
That is why the record of this government
has been so deplorable, indeed so disgraceful.

I have one other matter to touch upon and
then I shall have concluded for the present.
The right hon. gentleman through the mouth
of his excellency has made reference to the
British commonwealth air-training plan. On
December 17 the right hon. gentleman boasted
over the radio that this plan was the result
of an original proposal by the British to
establish air-training schools in Canada for
British pilots. The fact is that by July 1, 1938

—personally I think it goes back to 1937—the
British had been over here pleading with the
Prime Minister to give them the right as one
of the partners in the empire to establish air-
training schools in Canada to train British
pilots. It was pointed out that Great Britain
was in distress. It was pointed out that the
fog in that country cut down the number of
possible flying hours and caused innumerable
accidents. It was pointed out that in case of
war with Germany that country would be
able to send across the hordes of aeroplanes
with which she was so well equipped to bomb
the aeroplane manufacturing plants and the
aerodromes of the British.

All this was pointed out to the Prime Min-
ister in 1937. The then Minister of National
Defence referred to the fact that the Van-
couver Sun, a Liberal organ, in the issue of
July 7, 1937, I think it was, made the state-
ment that this government had fumbled the
issue—that is the word they used—of helping
the British to establish air-training schools in
this country.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: I just wish to
say, in reply to my hon. friend that what I
said in this house on July 1 and which is
on Hansard is literally and absolutely the
truth, the whole truth and nothing but the
truth; and what I said in my broadeast is
based on my statement, and I stand by it as
absolutely correct.

Mr. MANION: I am not going to question
that; but if the right hon. gentleman had
wanted to be fair he should have been fair
this afternoon and permitted me to bring
down to this chamber my papers, and I would
have shown the facts out of his own mouth.
He admitted himself—he admitted it over the
radio on December 17—that the British had
made exploratory proposals to the govern-
ment—verbal, of course, nothing written,
because there was great play on the word
“request.” Senator Dandurand in the other
chamber in 1938, in a speech occupying half
a page of Hansard, used the word “request”
nine or ten times to emphasize the point
that the British had not made any request.
But the fact remains, and the Prime Minister
admits it in his own words, that the British,
in informal exploratory conversations, pro-
posed establishing schools for the training of
British air pilots in Canada.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: We said that
we would provide the facilities ourselves and
give them the opportunities here, but that the
administration must be under the govern-
ment of Canada, not under the government of
the United Kingdom.
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Some hon. MEMBERS: Hear, hear.

Mr. MANION: My hon. friends had better
not applaud too soon. He said that we would,
in our establishments here, give them the right
to train. Where were our establishments?
Where were our personnel? Where were our
machines? We did not have any establish-
ments or machines. Look up the speech of the
ex-Minister of National Defence (Mr. Mac-
kenzie) in the House of Commons last year
and see how many fighting planes we had. We
did not have any. We did not have any facili-
ties at all to train the British.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: Then we would
have been no further ahead.

Mr. MANION: Well, I will deal with that
too. The ex-minister of national defence, in
a speech in this house which I would quote
if I had had time to look up Hansard, said
that the government were so anxious to co-
operate with the British—reinforcing what the
Prime Minister said—that we were going to
train 126—I think that was the number—of
pilots here a year, and all we were going to
permit the British to send across were fifty a
year. Those were his words as reported in
Hansard—fifty a year. Yet Sir Kingsley Wood,
the head of the air defence force in Britain,
made the statement in October—I believe it
was on October 9, because I had been study-
ing this matter, and getting thoroughly shocked
as I studied it—that what the British had
hoped was that there would be 25,000 pilots
trained a year. And we were going to train
fifty. That is what the ex-minister of national
defence stated. At that rate it would have
taken us five hundred years to provide them
with one year’s supply of pilots. That is the
proposal; those figures are taken from the
actual record. Tifty years, is it? Well, it
does not matter, but I think if you divide fifty
into 25,000 you have, not fifty but five
hundred. Some of my hon. friends laughed
a little too soon. Sometimes the loud laugh
speaks the vacant mind.

When the British were facing an unscrupulous
man like Hitler; when it was known that
Hitler had at least twice as many planes as
the British and the French combined; when
the British appealed to the right hon. gentle-
man, in the face of that emergency, with war
ir. the offing, to permit the establishment of
air-training schools in Canada to train pilots
for Britain and the empire, and the right hon.
gentleman refused, he did something which
made him unfit to remain Prime Minister of
this country.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: T just wish to
make perfectly clear that I refused nothing
IMr. Mackenzie King.]

except the matter of who was to administer the
schools and by whom they were to be pro-
vided.

Mr. MANION: I will go on with that.
The right hon. gentleman says he refused
nothing. But on December 17 he said that
the proposal which he now brings forward,
and which he calls the British commonwealth
air-training plan, is in effect merely a continua-
tion of the original proposal. But this is
not a British commonwealth air-training plan
at all. It is largely a Canadian air-training
plan. The British proposed to come over
here and establish schools for their flying
pilots, to be maintained at their own expense.
Let us see what would have happened if the
right hon. gentleman had said “yes” to them
at that time, as I say he should have done.
They would have come over here and estab-
lished their air-training schools. They would
have brought over their British young men
to train at the rate of 25,000 a year. If that
figure is an exaggeration, it is Sir Kingsley
Wood’s exaggeration, not mine. If the right
hon. gentleman cares to look up his speech
of December 17, he will see that he himself
said that we were going to train many
thousands a year. So apparently many
thousands a year are needed: Sir Kingsley
Wood said 25,000.

Mr. MACKENZIE (Vancouver Centre):
My hon. friend evidently has not learned
what the suggestion related to. It did not
relate to the training of pilots generally;
it related to an advanced stage of develop-
ment. That advanced stage we promised
that we would provide in accordance with
the wishes of the British government.

Mr. MANION: Yes; and we have provided
a lot of it! We have not even got started
providing it yet. The British would have
come over here in their thousands to train.
Then, when we wanted our young men—

Mr. MACKENZIE (Vancouver Centre):
May I inform my hon. friend that last year,
when the $6,000000 vote was passed by this
house, the British themselves only asked us
to train fifty pilots.

Mr. MANION: I remember the minister
saying that, but I remember also that Sir
Kingsley Wood had said that 25,000 must be
trained annually, and I pointed out last
March that fifty was merely a fleabite. It
was not a very elegant term, but I used it.
I say that the British would have sent over
thousands to train here, and then, when we
wanted our men trained, we could have sent
them to the same schools to have them
properly trained at little cost to us. On top
of that, it would have meant the building up
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in Canada of a great industry for the produc-
tion of planes, which industry is now being
built up in the United States and in Great
Britain itself. Here we are, a country with
hundreds of thousands of unemployed looking
for opportunities of work. The Prime Minister
has this proposal put up to him by the British
to come to their aid in a time of distress. He
refused; and the British then started to do
what they did not wish to do; they built up
manufacturing plants for their planes in their
own country—manufacturing plants which
they came over here with the intention of
establishing in Canada. I learned when I was
in England not long ago that on one occasion
they came over here with a hundred million
dollars’ worth of orders for Canadian plants.
but they received from the Prime Minister of
Canada such a cold reception to this request
that they refused to give any of those
contracts at that time.

That is another reason why this government,
I contend, has shown itself, in its preparation
for and its carrying on of Canada’s war effort,
unfit to govern.

Mr. LAPOINTE (Quebec East): That is a
strong case for a general election.

Mr. MANION: Yes—at the proper time. I
am not objecting particularly to a general
election. I am objecting to the tricky manner
in which it is being called. I am objecting to
the House of Commons being called together
and then laughed at by the Prime Minister
and—if you like—by the Minister of Justice
(Mr. Lapointe), in the face of all their talk
across this country of the supremacy of this
parliament. They are laughing at the House
of Commons and at the supremacy of parlia-
ment. They tell parliament in session that
they are going to pass under the War Measures
Act regulations for the overseas soldiers’ vote.
What sense of fairness can we expect in a
government which has done what it has done
to-day with regard to this overseas vote?

However, I wish to close. I merely wanted
to point out a few of the things which came
into my head when the Prime Minister was
speaking. All of them are mentioned in the
speech from the throne. I say that the Prime
Minister, in refusing the British the oppor-
tunity to train their pilots here, did what was
unfair to the people of Canada.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: I absolutely
deny that there was any refusal to train pilots
here. My hon. friend, by endless repetition
of a statement of that kind, cannot give it any
veracity.

Mr. MANION: Well, I can give it veracity
by the right hon. gentleman’s own words, and

before this election is over I will quote them
over and over again. His words distinctly state
that these proposals came from the British
informally. He said that they came here;
they were not requests, they were “proposals”,
or some such word as that, which anyway
meant that; that they had carried on informal
conversations with this government in Canada;
and he said that he refused, on the ground
of constitutional practice.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: May I say to
my hon. friend that these informal conversa-
tions were within two or three weeks of the
time I spoke here on the first of July.

Mr. MANION: He says that, Mr. Speaker,
but where did the Vancouver Sun get its in-
formation a year before that?

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: Probably from
my hon. friend.

Mr. MANION: No, I was not even in
politics then. I was not in the house and
I knew nothing about it. They may have
got it from the former minister of national
defence, who sits near him, and who was
out there about that time, and I have rather
wondered if he did not give them the informa-
tion in disgust at the refusal of this govern-
ment to give the British government a decent
break.

I repeat what I said at the beginning, that
this is a most unfair procedure, unfair not
only to the parliament of Canada but to the
people of Canada, and I suggest to the Prime
Minister that even now—he has not definitely
said that he is going to dissolve the house
to-night but I take it that he is—

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: I think after
my hon. friend’s speech it would be advis-
able to.

Mr. MANION: I do not mind but if the
right hon. gentleman will give a chance for
the discussion to go on I will make a speech
that will make him think it is even more
advisable. If he wants something to hang
his hat on I will give him something.

I say that it is the duty of the Prime
Minister and his government to come before
parliament and give an account of their
stewardship.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: No, it 1s to go
before the people of Canada.

Mr. MANION: The Prime Minister could
have gone before the people without making
a joke of the members of this house, without
calling them together from Vancouver in the
west and from Halifax in the east.
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Mr. MACKENZIE KING: And he would
have done that if he had not promised my
hon. friend that he would not have an elec-
tion before another session.

Mr. MANION: He promised that he would
not have an election until another session
of the house. Did he mean by that to hood-
wink the members of this parliament? Was
that his trickery? I say that if the Prime
Minister meant to do what he is doing to-
day he meant to hoodwink us and he was
guilty of a despicable political trick.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: My words were
very clear and were made clear because of
my responsibility in the matter. I pointed
out that parliament would be called. What
it was advisable to do when parliament was
called would depend upon what had happened
in the interval. It is because of what has
happened in the interval—

Mr. MANION: What has happened in the
interval? The right hon. gentleman has been
violently attacked by the premier of Ontario.
Is there anything new about that? So far as
T am concerned I think Mr. Hepburn is right.
I think he has been right all along, and never
was I so sure that he is right as I am now
made sure by this piece of political trickery
of the Prime Minister to-day. It is running
away from parliament; it is not facing the
people.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. leader of the
opposition has repeatedly used the word
“trickery”. I do mot think that is parlia-
mentary.

Mr. LAPOINTE (Quebec East): It would
be all right in the legislature of Ontario.

Mr. MANION: I will withdraw the word,
but I do not quite know what other word to
substitute that will express my opinion. Per-
haps your honour will help me out. I do not
wish to be unparliamentary and will withdraw
the word. I will say this, that never in the
history of our country was there a more un-
parliamentary act than what the Prime Min-
ister is doing here this afternoon.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: Never was
there a more responsible act.

Mr. MANION: Than what the right hon.
gentleman is doing?

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: Yes.

Mr. MANION: If the right hon. gentle-
man will change the first syllable and make
the word “irresponsible”, I will agree.

I shall not take up any more of the time
of the house. I am willing to let the people

[Mr. Manion.]

decide. But I still think that in decency—I
do not say that offensively—and as a matter
of fair dealing with the House of Commons
and the parliamentary system in Great
Britain and Canada the Prime Minister and his
government should come back here, carry on
the session and bring in legislation for taking
the soldiers’ votes overseas. Of course I shall
be told: What did the other party do about
the soldiers’ votes? Because it is already im-
plied that something unfair was done. I was
not a member of any government prior to
1921, and had nothing to do with what was
done at that time, but even if I had been a
member of that government, is it any justi-
fication for doing something wrong now to
say that something was done wrongly then?
The whole defence of this government in
nearly everything has been: But you people
from 1914 to 1918 did worse—the old tu
quoque argument. Have we not gone ahead
at all; have we made no progress in democracy
and decency in this country in the last twenty-
five years? If there were mistakes or crooked-
ness in those days—I am not denying that
there may have been because I do not know
much about it—surely that is all the more
reason that such things should not be repeated
now. That is my argument. This is a
time to fight for democracy here at home.
What is it going to profit us if we fight for
democracy in Europe and lose it here in Can-
ada? And that is what we are doing by such
an act as the Prime Minister is pulling off to-
day. He is endangering the whole democratic
principle for which we are fighting along with
Britain and France. The whole difference be-
tween Hitlerian dictatorship and our system
is the difference between free speech and no
free speech. The place for free speech is in
the parliament of Canada.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: It is in the
country.

Mr. MANION: It is in parliament since
parliament has been called. We shall have
it on the hustings too. But the place to have
questions answered is here in parliament.
With the parliament of Canada dissolved how
can I get information, without any returns,
without any questions being answered? I do
not expect that any of the ministers will give
me much help. The place to give that infor-
mation is here in the House of Commons.
The place to discuss these matters is here in
the House of Commons. I submit that this
government has been extravagant; it has been
careless; not only has it been unprepared but
it has been deplorably weak in carrying on the
war activities of this country. I say that;
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and this is the place for me to get the informa-
tion I want to prove my case, not out on the
hustings where the ministers will simply deny
that the facts are there.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: Then my hon.
friend is making his assertions without any
proof?

Mr. MANION: I have plenty of proof.
If the right hon. gentleman will allow the
session to go over until next week; if he will
go back to his early affirmations of fair deal-
ing and democratic principles which he used
to talk so much about all across this country,
and will live up to them this session, I will
give him evidence in support of all the state-
ments I have made.

I have nothing more to say. If it is the
decision of the Prime Minister to dissolve
the house to-night, we shall leave it in the
mouths of the people to say which party they
want to govern them and to carry on Canada’s
war effort. I venture to make this prophecy.
In view of the unpreparedness of the govern-
ment, in view of its weak war effort, and in

view of the attempt of this government to -

put over this piece of trickery on a snap
decision—I beg pardon, Mr. Speaker, for
using the word “trickery,” but I cannot think
of any other word to express my opinion—in
view of the government’s act to-day in trying
to bring ebout a snap decision without the
members of this house being given a fair
opportunity to get the information they seek
and to discuss that information here in this
house, I am convinced that not only the
Prime Minister but his government will be
swept out of power and some other group
will be put in power to carry on the affairs
of this country and Canada’s war effort.

Mr. WOODSWORTH: Mr. Speaker,—
Some hon. MEMBERS: Order.

Mr. WOODSWORTH: 1 rise to a point
of order.

Mr. SPEAKER: I would draw the atten-
tion of the hon. member and of the house to
the fact that the motion before the house is
not debatable, and the hon. member can pro-
ceed only with the unanimous consent of the
house. Has the hon. member the unanimous
consent of the house?

Some hon. MEMBERS: Yes.

Mr. J. S. WOODSWORTH (Winnipeg
North Centre): Mr. Speaker, on the point
of order I submit that the Prime Minister
(Mr. Mackenzie King) was out of order in
making his statement, as was also the leader
of the opposition (Mr. Manion), but I urge

95826—B

that it does not require the unanimous con-
sent of the house to give a member of par-
liament the right to speak in a situation of
this kind.

Almost for the first time in my political life
I find myself very nearly in complete agree-
ment with the leader of the opposition, not
because he is a Conservative, but because I
believe that in this regard he is standing for
the fundamental rights of parliament and the
fundamental principles of democracy. No
word is more frequently in the mouth of the
Prime Minister than that phrase of his, “par-
liament will decide”, the words, “the rights
of the people”, and “democracy”; and yet
to-day, in my humble judgment at any rate,
he is violating the fundamental principles of
both. It is not a question whether we are
to have an election or not; under our con-
stitution it is for him to decide; but it is a
question as to the manner in which it shall be
done, and the time.

The Prime Minister suddenly springs upon
us the proposal of an election within a few
weeks. We do not know whether this means
that the voice of this parliament will be ab-
solutely stifled. At the moment we do not
know. We do know, however, that the Prime
Minister has made a first-class political speech.
He has thrown out the general idea of unem-
ployment insurance. Some of us in this
corner have been talking about unemployment
insurance for years and have been unable to
get the government to move, They have
raised all sorts of constitutional objections.
But now the suggestion is made that it may
possibly come to pass—fine political propa-
ganda but no legislation whatever.

We are told that we may have after-war
problems to discuss and the government must
have time to consider that question. The time
to consider after-war problems is now, in this
parliament, instead of giving a blank cheque
to a government that has not shown itself
particularly in favour of the common people
of the country. I wonder whether the govern-
ment has been so long in office and has got
so far away from the people that it does not
understand the hardships that are being en-
dured by many Canadians to-day. When you
come into the city of Ottawa, as I did yes-
terday morning, you meet soldiers and officials
of every kind at every turn, and where you
do not find officials you find people hunting
for jobs. Does the government quite realize
the position of the ordinary people of the
country?

I do not say that under the circumstances
un'der which an election is to be carried on
this government is bound to bhe defeated, but

REVISED EDITION
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I do know there is a great deal of dissatis-
faction already, even before the war has begun
in earnest. I suggest that the least this gov-
ernment can do is to give a full account of
its stewardship during the last six months.
During the special session which we had in
September we had no opportunity of discuss-
ing the general affairs of the country. It is all
very well to say that the war is all-important,
but in Canada there are other important mat-
ters than the war; and the war will be suc-
cessful only as there are people in the country
who will support it. But the people are not
contented to-day. I repeat, the least the
government can do, if it is an honest govern-
ment, is to give a direct account of its
stewardship.

We are told that we cannot do what Great
Britain does, that we cannot come together
every few weeks, almost in continuous session,
to discuss the affairs of the state. The govern-
ment over there is subject to a barrage of
criticism from the opposition and that has
been generally considered to be a very good
thing; but this government seems to avoid
criticism. There is no reason why the acts
of the last three months since war was de-
clared should not be fully considered.

We are coming to the point where we are
governed by order in council. The officials
have been kind enough to send me advance
copies of orders in council. They come to
my desk almost daily. I canmot begin to
keep track of them, they are so numerous.
Some of these orders in council are taking
away the fundamental rights of British people
—the right to free speech, the right to free
assembly, the right to the exercise of unionism
under war conditions, and so on. This
condition is coming to pass, and now we are
to be denied the rights of parliament. We
were taught in our school days that the Magna
Charta, the Bill of Rights and similar instru-
ments had settled all these matters forever
for the British people, but it would seem
as if each generation must make secure its
own rights and fight these battles over again
in new forms.

The people of the country are anxious to
know how some of these war contracts have
been let, and they have a right to know.
A great many people in Canada want to
know, and they have a right to know, how
all these dollar-a-year men have been selected,
what their qualifications are, and what are
the advantages which an inside knowledge
may give them. The people of the country
want to know why it was that the government
got away from the five per cent profit legisla-
tion. It may be all very well to say, “Oh,
well, under the War Measures Act we can do

[Mr. Woodsworth.]

that”; but this five per cent profit limit was
the considered position of this parliament a
year ago. Under the War Measures Act
apparently anything can be done and so the
five per cent profit limit has been swept aside.
What will come next? Is there any guarantee
whatever?

We are told now that under the regulations
in connection with the War Measures Act we
are going to have an arrangement with regard
to the vote of soldiers overseas. Why should
there be any recourse to that procedure when
parliament is now sitting? This is the place
in which to do that sort of thing, but we are
not to have the right to discuss these orders
in council.

Some people have been quite enthusiastic
over the recent bond issue. Three and a
quarter per cent sounds very fine, but the
Minister of Justice (Mr. Lapointe) the other
day made a most revealing statement. I have
a high regard for him, but it was one of the
most cynical remarks I have ever heard
broadcast throughout the country when he
advocated “profitable patriotism”. In the
last war the various revelations that were
made showed the profitable patriotism that
had been manifested on the part of the bacon
people, the boots people, and a whole lot of
others; and now the Minister of Justice
actually appeals to the cupidity of the
Canadian people and says that we ought to
have “profitable patriotism” in this country.
It is a low motive to which to appeal.

There is something further I wish to say.
If this parliament continues I shall say it at
greater length on some future occasion. I
desire to say something about the methods
that have been used in Canada to compel
young men to enlist. It is quite true that
because of the opposition of the province of
Quebec we have no conscription legislation
on our books. But it is also true that in
very many parts of the country men who
have been on relief for years have been
urged to enlist, and told that unless they
enlist their relief will be cut off. That is
the most despicable form of conscription I
know of. I want to say a word for the youth
of this country. The Prime Minister will
probably mnise in his place and say that we
have no conscription in this country. No con-
scription? When thousands of our youth have
been forced to enlist by the desperate alter-
native of enlisting or starving to death, it
is time someone said something about the
matter. These young fellows who are going
to the war have a night to know what pro-
vision will be made for them when they
come back. One of the bitterest things said
to me was said by a returned man in my own
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city a few weeks ago. He said, “Yes, these
young fellows that are going in now are very
nattily dressed, they get good meals, they
are provided for, they are heroes; but a
whole lot of the fellows that went to the
last war are eating in soup-kitchens.” Yes,
that is true. This government has been in
office for years, and before it should be en-
trusted with another term of office it ought
at least to give an account of its stewardship
during the time the war has been in progress,
and, indeed, for the last six months.

Free speech; the Prime Minister is urging
that. Free parliament. I do not know what
this order means to-day. T have been in
the house for nearly twenty years, and for
the life of me I do not know what is going
to happen to-night, whether we are going to
have a chance to debate an address in reply
to the speech from the throne or not. We are
all out of order. I do mot know what is
going to happen. There is an attempt to
strangle free speech in this parliament, by
shortening the session if not cutting it off
absolutely. Having been called together we
should remain here for a few weeks at least.
What is the desperate need for hurrying this
thing along? Is it in order that our people
in the rural districts shall have to go out on
the wintry roads in order to vote, an impos-
sibility for many of them? Is it because
there is a quarrel between the Prime Min-
ister and the premier of Ontario? The latter
gentleman sat in this house for some years.
We all know he was quarrelling with the Prime
Minister, but it is news to us that an election
should be called and the whole country upset
merely because Mr. Mitchell Hepburn says
that the Prime Minister is not doing his
duty. Surely the people of this country are
not going to be hoodwinked by anything of
that kind. If we have an election what free-
dom shall we have?

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: Why does my
hon. friend confine it to Mr. Hepburn?

Mr. WOODSWORTH: Well, the leader of
the Ontario opposition also.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: What about the
legislature of a province?

Mr. WOODSWORTH: The Prime Minister
is a good constitutionalist; let me ask him
whether a provincial legislature has any right
to interfere in matters like that?

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: I do not think
it has, and that is one of the reasons why
this government should make its authority
clear,

Mr. WOODSWORTH: The people are not
so concerned with niceties of that kind that
they will be hoodwinked by such an excuse.
As the leader of the opposition (Mr. Manion)
pointed out, this defence of mot calling an
election before parliament was called together,
and then claiming since it is called we can
immediately have an election, makes me
tired; and I think it will make the country
tired. I do not mind facing an election, but
do not let us resort to that kind of thing.
Why does the government not come to this
parliament, give an account of its stewardship,
and then go to the country? It is here that
the government ought to anmounce its poli-
cies for the coming election. The government
ought to come out fairly in this parliament
and say, We propose to do this, that and the
other. Surely the government does not want
a blank cheque. There ought to be a debate
in this parliament on the government’s pro-
posals; when that is all over we can go to the
country, having all spoken our minds, having
all declared our several positions, and then
the people will know what they are voting for.
They do not now know.

The Prime Minister talks about free speech.
Under the War Measures Act regulations to-
day we are in a precarious position. How
can I go to the country and say what I think
about war; how can I discuss freely the short-
comings of the government without coming
under those regulations? It cannot be done.

An hon. MEMBER: And they know it.

Mr. WOODSWORTH: It cannot b: done;
I am likely to be picked up by any local police
officer, and if I were unfortunate enough
to live in Ontario I would be prosecuted by
the attorney gemeral of that province. That
might be an easy way of getting rid of people
who do mnot agree with the government.
Already the people of this country have been
frightened. One of my own sons came back
the other day from Scotland; he said to
me: “You know it is astonishing, as soon as
I landed on the shores of Canada I felt
that in some way the people of Canada had
been frightened, were afraid to speak out
what they thought”” He had come from
Great Britain, where they are not afraid to
speak what they think. As we all know, there
is literature published in Great Britain and
coming to this country that is banned in this
dominion. It is a ridiculous situation. Does
anyone think the mother of parliaments over
there would stand for this kind of thing? We
are told that Canada is fighting on the side
of Great Britain to save democracy; fighting
for liberty, free speech, free institutions. We
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are told that we have no fight with the Ger-
man people, but that the trouble with the
German people is that they are too sub-
missive, too subservient, that they will take
whatever is handed to them by the fuehrer.
Are we to become so subservient that we have
a virtual dictatorship set up in this country?
As I look across at the Prime Minister he
does not look like a dictator—

Miss MACPHAIL: But he is one.

Mr. WOODSWORTH: —he does not speak
like one, but he is acting like a dictator to-
day. This government is strong; it can carry
on for another six months without any exten-
sion of power of any kind; but the fact that
this government is strong here in Ottawa and
the Liberal party is strong in a number of the
provinces is no reason why it should use its
strength to put over something that is essen-
tially in contradiction to British practice and
parliamentary institutions.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: May I say to
my hon. friend the leader of the opposition
(Mr. Manion) that I have the assurance of

the under-secretary of state that a copy of
the speech from the throne was delivered at
his office the moment his excellency began
to read the speech.

Mr. MANION: I was in the senate
chamber listening to his excellency.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: But it was sent
to my hon. friend’s office and received by his
secretary.

Mr. MANION: It should have been sent
at least an hour in advance.

An hon. MEMBER: Do we sit to-night?

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: May I say to
my hon. friend that I intend to have my col-
leagues meet with me immediately and decide
what is best to do with respect to further
proceedings in this parliament in the light of
the kind of discussion we have listened to this
afternoon.

At six o’clock the house took recess.

The eighteenth parliament was dissolved on
Thursday, January 25, 1940, by proclamation
of His Excellency the Governor General.
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Thursday, May 16, 1940

This being the day on which parliament is
convoked by proclamation of His Excellency
the Administrator for the dispatch of business,
and the members of the house being
assembled :

Arthur Beauchesne, Esquire, CM.G., M.A,,
K.C., FRS.C, the Clerk of the House, read
to the house a letter from the Assistant
Secretary to the Governor General inform-
ing him that the Honourable Mr. Justice
Oswald Smith Crockett, in his capacity as
Deputy Administrator, would proceed to the
Senate chamber on Thursday, the 16th of
May, at 12 noon, to open the session.

A message was delivered by Major A. R.
Thompson, Gentleman Usher of the Black
Rod, as follows:—

Gentlemen of the House of Commons:

His Honour, the Deputy of His Excellency
the Administrator, desires the immediate
attendance of this honourable house in the
chamber of the honourable the Senate.

Accordingly the house went up to the
Senate chamber, when the Speaker of the
Senate said:

Honourable Gentlemen of the Senate:
Gentlemen 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 the Speaker
of the House of Commons shall have been
chosen according to law; but this afternoon, at
the hour of three o’clock in the afternoon, His
Tixcellency will declare the causes of calling
this parliament.

And the members being returned to the
Commons chamber:

ELECTION OF SPEAKER

Right Hon. W. L. MACKENZIE KING
(Prime Minister) : Doctor Beauchesne, at the
beginning of a new parliament the first duty of
the Commons is to ascertain the reasons why
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the king’s representative—who at the moment
happens to be His Excellency the Administra-
tor—has summoned its members to meet him
in parliament. We have just been told in
another place that his excellency does not
see fit to disclose the causes until, in accordance
with custom, this house has elected its Speaker.
As a matter of fact, until a Speaker has been
chosen, the Commons is not yet constituted as
a house. Parliament itself cannot be said to
be properly constituted until the House of
Commons has chosen its Speaker. Therefore
our immediate duty is to proceed to elect a
Speaker.

As hon. members who have been in previous
parliaments are well aware, the custom in the
Canadian parliament in the selection of a
Speaker is somewhat different from that which
is followed at Westminster, the customs of
which parliament, in most particulars, we
usually follow. At Westminster the practice
is to do the Speaker of the previous house
the honour of reelecting him at each succeed-
ing parliament, provided that he retains his
seat in the House of Commons. I recall
particularly the occasion on which Mr. Speaker
Lowther of the British House of Commons
visited Canada and on behalf of the parlia-
mentary association presented this House of
Commons with the chair since occupied by
the Speaker and which is a replica of the
Speaker’s chair at Westminster. Mr. Speaker
Lowther informed us, addressing the members
from the floor of this house, that for sixteen
vears he had been Speaker of the House of
Commons at Westminster and that during that
period of time he had not once left the
precincts of the house while either house of
parliament was in session. Here in Canada
we have followed the practice of electing a
new Speaker at the beginning of each parlia-
ment. There have been but three exceptions in
this house: Mr. Speaker Cockburn, Mr. Speaker
Rhodes and Mr. Speaker Lemieux were all
reappeinted Speakers at a succeeding parlia-
ment.

REVISED EDITION
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In our country there is also a reason why
it has been thought advisable to alternate
Speakers. In the main the people of Canada
are descended from two great races, the English
and the French. It has been the practice
because of this to have in one parliament a
Speaker whose mother tongue is English, and
in the following parliament a Speaker whose
mother tongue is French.

There is another respect in which the prac-
tice in Canada in the selection of a Speaker
differs from the practice at Westminster. At
Westminster the nomination of the Speaker
is made by a private member; in Canada we
have adopted the practice of having the
Speaker nominated by a member of the gov-
ernment, as a matter of fact, by the Prime
Minister.

However, this difference is not in any way
intended to imply any restriction of the free-
dom of members to make whatever choice
they wish. The Speaker of the house is not
appointed by the government, he is elected
by the Commons. Members of the house are
entirely free to make whatever choice they
wish. I shall, however, propose a name which
I believe will be acceptable to the house gen-
erally.

I need not say how important is the position
of the Speaker. It is the most honourable and
highest office in the gift of the House of Com-
mons. The Speaker is the first commoner;
he is also the presiding officer of this house.
In that capacity he has the custodianship of
the honour, the rights, the privileges and the
prerogatives of the house. It is his duty to
maintain an attitude of impartiality as
between members, regardless of party. It is
his duty to protect the rights of members
as a whole, and the rights of each individual
member. Clearly in such a position one should
possess qualities of good judgment and a
judicial temperament. The Speaker moreover
must be familiar with the rules of the
house and have a thorough knowledge of
parliamentary procedure. He should, I be-
lieve, be chosen if possible in the light of
experience he is known to have gained by
participation in the affairs of parliament itself.
He should be a man of quick perceptions and
be at once conciliatory and firm, tactful and
just.

I am shout to propose the name of a
gentleman who, I believe, possesses to quite
an exceptional degree this rare combination
of qualities. The name is that of Mr. James
Allison Glen, the member for Marquette. Mr.
‘Glen has sat in previous parliaments and has
been a member of this house for a number of
years. In filling positions of this kind if
circumstances so permit, it is desirable that

[Mr. Mackenzie King.]

recognition should be accorded older mem-
bers of parliament, especially where in the
course of the discharge of their public duties
they have become known to possess special
qualifications and aptitude for the position
in question. Mr. Glen, as we all know,
has taken a deep interest in the proceedings
of parliament. He has participated in a fair
manner in the debates. He has had large
experience on committees of the House of
Commons. Mr. Glen has had besides train-
ing in another particular which should qualify
him in special measure for a position which
requires the capacity for the judicial manage-
ment of affairs. In addition to his parliamen-
tary experience he is a prominent member of
the bar of Manitoba, a leading king’s counsel
in that province. That legal training will be
of real service to him and to the house in
his occupancy of the position of Speaker,
should he be elected to that position. He
possesses another qualification which I think
hon. members appreciate is very important
in a Speaker; that is quick perception, the
ability to grasp promptly points which are
being discussed and to give, I shall not say
offhand decisions, but quick decisions where
such are demanded. By reason of his par-
liamentary and legal experience we may
expect from him a sound and judicial attitude
towards the different questions with which he
may be called to deal.

I might say much more of Mr. Glen; he
possesses other qualifications which we all
know very well; I shall content myself, how-
ever, by saying that I feel that he does possess
both in character and experience the qualities
which will make him, if he is elected, an
admirable Speaker, qualities which will enable
him to fill that high office with dignity and
due authority, with credit and distinction to
himself and to this House of Commons and
with honour to our parliament.

1 therefore move, seconded by Mr. Lapointe
(Quebec East):

That James Allison Glen, Esquire, K.C.,
member representing the electoral district of
Marquette, do take the chair of this house
as Speaker.

Hon. R. B. HANSON (Leader of the Oppo-
sition) : Doctor Beauchesne, gentlemen of the
House of Commons; I rise not to oppose the
motion now before you, but rather for the
express purpose of supporting it. The Prime
Minister (Mr. Mackenzie King) has been
good enough to outline some of the functions
and duties of the first commoner of the
Canadian House of Commons, as patterned
on the mother of parliaments. He has named
as his nominee, or the nominee of the govern-
ment, a gentleman who has had long experi-
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ence in its proceedings. The office of Speaker,
as the Prime Minister has intimated, is an
important one. It is not only important, but
it is an old and honourable one; its history
goes back for generations in our parliamentary
life. Formerly the primary duty of Mr.
Speaker was to protect the rights and privi-
leges of the House of Commons as against
the crown; that is to say, that is its historical
background. This duty, however, is more or
less obsolete in this twentieth century, because
the privileges of the commons are now univer-
sally recognized. To-day the duties of the
Speaker are primarily judicial in character.
They are not executive; they do not partake
of the administrative, except with respect to
the internal economy of the house. Mr.
Speaker has first of all to preside over the
deliberations of this house. He must maintain
the decorum and dignity of the house. He
must protect the membership of the house
from insult and indignity both within the
house and without. Above everything else, in
his judicial capacity he must maintain an
equal balance among all the parties in this
house. Briefly these are what I conceive to
be the functions of Mr. Speaker.

The hon. member for Marquette (Mr. Glen)
who has been nominated by the Prime Min-
ister, in my opinion possesses these qualities
in a high degree. He has had, I believe, a
long and honourable career in his profession,
which must have brought him into contact
with conditions and situations which would
give him an insight into what judicial conduct
really means. As the Prime Minister has
intimated, he has liad also a long and exten-
sive experience in this house. I believe he
possesses the qualifications necessary to make
a competent Speaker to preside over our
deliberations, What we in this part of the
chamber desire to impress upon him is this,
that we in common with other parties shall be
treated with that even-handed British justice
which is so essential to the carrying on har-
moniously of the deliberations of this house.
If he conforms to the best traditions of his
office, as I believe he will, we shall do our
utmost to assist him in maintaining the dig-
nities, the liberties and the privileges of the
bouse. Personally I wish the hon. member
for Marquette well.

Mr. J. S. WOODSWORTH (Winnipeg
North Centre) : Doctor Beauchesne, it is per-
haps hardly necessary for us to say much
after what has been said by the Prime Min-
ister (Mr. Mackenzie King) and the Leader
of the Opposition (Mr. Hanson). We in our
group support the nomination of the hon.
member for Marquette (Mr. Glen). The
leader of the opposition has suggested that
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one of the old-time functions of a speaker
was to protect the commons against the crown.
I suppose that function is largely obsolete,
but we believe that an important function of
the speaker to-day is to have a sense of impar-
tiality and to protect the minorities against
the government. That may be highly neces-
sary in a house of this composition. From
our knowledge of the hon. member for
Marquette through the years we are assured
that he will recognize the high responsibility
that will rest upon him as speaker, and we
wish him every success in his new office.

Mr. J. H. BLACKMORE (Lethbridge):
Doctor Beauchesne, the members of my group
feel that if the reputation which was so well
established by the Speaker who occupied the
chair in the last parliament is maintained by
the hon. gentleman who is now to take the
chair we shall be fully satisfied. We realize
that the hon. member for Marquette (Mr.
Glen) has been nominated by the same right
hon. gentleman who nominated his pre-
decessor; we therefore expect that the same
wisdom has been exercised in this selection as
in the case of the former Speaker. The hon.
member for Marquette has established a repu-
tation for geniality and good nature among
the members which has caused him to be
well liked. At the same time he has the
poise and dignity which cause men generally
to respect him. We feel that these are quali-
ties which are required in one holding the
position of Speaker of this house, and I do
not doubt for one moment either the hon.
gentleman’s disposition or his ability at all
times to be-fair in his judgments and impar-
tial in his decisions. Therefore, Doctor
Beauchesne, our group will support this motion.

The Clerk of the House declared the motion
carried in the affirmative, nemine contradi-
cente, and Hon. James Allison Glen, member
for the electoral district of Marquette, duly
elected to the chair of the house.

Hon. Mr. Glen was conducted from his seat
in the house to the Speaker’s chair by Right
Hon. W. L. Mackenzie Kiag and Right Hon.
Ernest Lapointe.

Mr. SPEAKER-ELECT said: Gentlemen
of the House of Commons, I beg to return
my humble acknowledgments to the house for
the great honour you have been pleased to
confer upon me by unanimously choosing me
to be your Speaker.

The unanimity which has been expressed
from all sides of the house of my appointment
to the high office of Speaker of this House
of Commons imposes upon me duties so grave
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and serious that I approach my task with
very real humility and a profound conscious-
ness of my own limitations.

In the days to come, I shall endeavour to
discharge those duties in a manner not
unbefitting our British parliamentary tradi-
tions, and, above all, I shall keep ever before
me that, as presiding officer, I must exercise
fairness and impartiality as between all mem-
bers in the House of Commons and be, as has
been said in this house “the protector of the
rights of every individual member.” T fully
realise that only strict observance of these
obligations will enable me to gain and retain
the confidence and receive the advice, counsel
and assistance of all hon. members, without
which no Speaker can govern the conduct and
decorum of this house.

To obtain that confidence I shall conscien-
tiously strive and so far as in me lies I shall
endeavour to prove worthy of the trust which
you have this day committed to me.

LEADER OF THE OPPOSITION

REFERENCES TO THE SELECTION OF HON. R. B.
HANSON, MEMBER FOR YORK-SUNBURY

Right Hon. W. L. MACKENZIE KING
(Prime Minister) : Mr. Speaker, to adjourn
this house with a view to having it sit again
to-day would under the rules require a formal
notice of twenty-four hours. In the circum-
stances I propose to move that the house
suspend its sitting until three o’clock. Before,
however, that action is taken, I should like
to avail myself of the earliest possible oppor-
tunity to extend to the hon. member for
York-Sunbury (Mr. Hanson) my warmest con-
gratulations—and in so doing I 5peak also on
behalf of all hon. members on this side of
the house, and I think I may say on behalf
of the house as a whole—upon the confidence
which has been expressed in him by the mem-
bers of his party and upon his assumption
to-day of the office of leader of His Majesty’s
Loyal Opposition in this House of Commons.

May I say to my hon. friend that his choice
as the one to become the leader of the opposi-
tion at this time did not come at all as a
surprise to those of us who have been with
him in previous parliaments. My hon. friend
has had great experience in parliamentary
life; indeed I imagine that only a few mem-
bers of this house have served for a longer
time in parliament. Though not a member
in the last parliament, the present leader of
the opposition has been in this house for a
period of some fourteen or fifteen years. Dur-
ing that time he has taken a very active
part in its proceedings. We know him to
be a forceful debater; we know he has been

[Mr. Speaker-Elect.]

very active in the proceedings of the com-
mons generally. He has occupied important
positions, as chairman of different committees
of the house, and as a minister of the crown.
If I am not mistaken my hon. friend is one
of the two members of his party in this
house to-day who have held portfolios in pre-
vious administrations. I should, of course, say
that three hon. members opposite have been
members of a previous administration, but I
think only two of them actually held port-
folios. My hon. friend was Minister of Trade
and Commerce for a year or more in Mr.
Bennett’s administration. His present desk-
mate, the hon. member for Yale (Mr. Stirling)
was Minister of National Defence in Mr.
Bennett’s administration for about the same
time. The hon. member for Dufferin-Simcoe
(Mr, Rowe) became a member of the same
administration, but unfortunately for him there
was a change in the administration before
there was time to have him given a portfolio.

The parliamentary experience of my hon.
friend the leader of the opposition will be of
the greatest value, not only to him in the posi-
tion which he now occupies but also to the
House of Commons itself. I think I may say
that no one in this house has a better knowl-
edge of the responsibilities and anxieties which
2o with the position now occupied by my hon.
friend than I have. For some seven years in
all, I had the privilege of occupying the seat
which he now occupies, so I know something
of what is expected of a leader of the opposi-
tion and, as I have said, something as well of
his responsibilities and anxieties.

Speaking of responsibilities and anxieties I
think I may say that at this time of great
peril in the affairs of the world, at this very
solemn hour, all of us who are members of
this parliament will be conscious alike of
responsibilities and anxieties which I am
equally sure it will be our desire to share. Just
as the few free nations that still remain and
those that until recently were free are looking
for all the help they can get; just as England
and France are sharing to the full the burdens
of the struggle in which they are engaged;
just as the British commonwealth of nations
needs the effective cooperation of its every
part, so we who are members of the govern-
ment, with the great responsibilities we must
bear at this time, are more conscious than
we ever have been of the need for coopera-
tion and help from hon. members in all parts
of the house, and from none more than from
the leader of the opposition and those who
sit around him.

A few moments ago the hon. member for
Winnipeg North Centre (Mr. Woodsworth)
mentioned that he and others might require
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the assistance of the Speaker to protect the
minorities against ‘the government. May I
say to him that I am inclined to feel that
the government may need the protection of
the Speaker against the minorities. Seriously,
however, I greatly hope that in this parliament
at least we may not be as conscious of minori-
ties and majorities as perhaps it has been found
necessary to be in some previous parliaments,
but rather that all may feel a profound sense
of collective responsibility.

In this connection may I point out that
the position of leader of the opposition is
a most important one in the system of govern-
ment as we have it under our constitution
and is so recognized by statute. As hon. mem-
bers are aware, the leader of the opposition
holds a position which in degree of respon-
sibility is, I should say, second only to that
of the Prime Minister in the management
of the affairs of the House of Commons.

Responsibility for government does not
mean monopoly of government. In parliament,
particularly in most critical times like the
present, everyone can make some contribution
to the needs of the day, and indeed will be
expected to do so fearlessly and to the best
of his ability. To a great extent an opposition
can help a government in shaping the policies
which may be best for the administration
of public affairs. We shall not expect from
the leader of the opposition the kind or de-
gree of support which naturally we will expect
from our own party. We will not expect to
be exempted from ecriticism. Indeed one of
the great functions of an opposition is that
it may help to safeguard the proceedings of
a government and that by its constructive
criticism may prevent what might otherwise
be in the nature of hasty or ill-conceived
action, or what some might feel to be a lack
of sufficient action.

We shall not expect, I say, to escape critic-
ism, but I believe I am speaking for all hon.
members when I say that I hope the house
will be spared anything in the nature of
recriminations. In the light of the great prob-
lems with which we are faced at this time,
it would be our hope that eriticism will be
constructive.

In conclusion may I say that the co-
operation which we believe we will receive
from members in all parts of the house will
be reciprocated in the fullest measure pos-
sible by the government. It will be our effort
to work together in this House of Commons
as one body of citizens who have, first and
foremost in their hearts, the interests of their
country, the interests of the great empire to
which we all belong, the interests of free na-
tions, and the interests of freedom throughout
the world.

Hon. R. B. HANSON (Leader of the Opposi-
tion): Mr. Speaker, at the very outset I de-
sire to thank the Prime Minister (Mr.
Mackenzie King) for his kind personal refer-
ences to myself. I believe no one recognizes
more than I do his own limitations, but be-
cause it is the unanimous wish of my colleagues
that I assume this important duty, after the
fullest and gravest consideration I have agreed
to accept the responsibilities that have been
placed upon me. I shall endeavour to dis-
charge the function of the leader of His
Majesty’s Loyal Opposition not only in accord-
ance with the best of my ability but, I hope,
in accordance with the highest traditions of
the office.

As the Prime Minister has said, we are meet-
ing under extremely critical conditions. The
whole of the civilized world is in a turmoil.
Members of that group of free democracies
of which we pride ourselves we form a part,
are being attacked in the most vicious and
violent manner that can be imagined by the
human mind. As the senior dominion and an
integral part of the British empire, Canada,
along with our mother country and our gallant
allies, is being attacked. It is the duty of
Canadians, the duty of this parliament, the
duty of the government charged with responsi-
bility for the time being and, as I conceive it,
my duty as the leader of his majesty’s opposi-
tion, to render to the cause of liberty and free-
dom the very best that is in us.

Canada’s participation in this great conflict
which, I fear, may grow successively worse
instead of better, should be bound only by
our limitations in men, in treasure and in con-
centrated efforts. That, in my opinion, should
be our one and undivided aim in the course
of this, perhaps the most important session of
parliament in the history of our dominion.

Of course we shall want to know what is
going on. We shall expect from the adminis-
tration a full accounting of its stewardship
during the past seven or eight months. The
Canadian people are asking for that. I fear
that they have been too complacent during
the early period of the war. However, now
that the shock of this tremendous conflict is
being borne in upon them, and through them
to us, they desire to know the measure of
effort Canada is putting forth at this time.

SUSPENSION OF SITTING

Right Hon. W. L. MACKENZIE KING
(Prime Minister): Mr. Speaker, I move that
the house suspend its sitting until three o’clock
this afternoon.

Motion agreed to.

At one p.m. the sitting was suspended until
three p.m. this day.
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The house resumed at three o’clock.

OPENING OF THE SESSION

Mr. Speaker read a communication from
the assistant secretary to the Governor
General, announcing that His Excellency the
Administrator would proceed to the Senate
chamber at three p.m. on this day, for the
purpose of formally opening the session of
the dominion parliament.

A message was delivered by Major A. R.
Thompson, Gentleman Usher of the Black
Rod, as follows:

Mr. Speaker, His Excellency the Adminis-
trator desires the immediate attendance of this
honourable house in the chamber of the honour-
able the Senate.

Accordingly the house went up to the
Senate chamber. Then the Hon. James Allison
Glen, Speaker-elect, said:

May it please your Excellency,

The House of Commons have elected me as
their Speaker, though I am but little able to
fulfil the important duties thus assigned to me.
If in the performance of those duties I should
at any time fall into error, I pray that the
fault may be imputed to me, and not to the
Commons whose servant I am.

The Honourable the Speaker of the Senate,
addressing the Honourable the Speaker of the
House, then said:

Mr. Speaker, I am commanded by His
Excellency the Administrator to assure you that

your words and actions will constantly receive
from him the most favourable construction.

Then His Excellency the Administrator was
pleased to open parliament by a speech from
the throne.

And the house being returned to the Com-
mons chamber:

Mr. SPEAKER: I have the honour to state
that the house having attended on His Ex-
cellency -the Administrator in the Senate
Chamber, I informed his excellency that the
f:hoice of Speaker had fallen upon me, and
In your names and on your behalf I made
the usual claim for your privileges, which his
excellency was pleased to confirm to you.

OATHS OF OFFICE

Right Hon, W. L. MACKENZIE KING
(Prime Minister) moved for leave to intro-
duce Bill No. 1, respecting the administration
of oaths of office.

Motion agreed to and bill read the first time.
[Mr. Mackenzie King.]

SPEECH FROM THE THRONE

Mr. SPEAKER: I have the honour to
inform the house that when the house did
attend His Excellency the Administrator this
day in the Senate chamber, his excellency
was pleased to make a speech to both houses
of parliament. To prevent mistakes, I have
obtained a copy, which is as follows:

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 popu-
lation, 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 reso-
lution the government has been fortified by
the direct and unquestioned mandate of the
(‘anadian people.

The organization and prosecution of Canada’s
war effort have commanded the unremitting
attention of my ministers. The constant con-
sultation and complete cooperation 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.
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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 Repre-
sentative in succession to the late Lord Tweeds-
muir. 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
existence 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.

Right Hon. W. L. MACKENZIE KING
(Prime Minister) moved:

That the order for the consideration of the
motion for an address to His Excellency the
Administrator in reply to his speech at the
opening of the session, have precedence over all
other business, except introduction of bills,
until disposed of.

Motion agreed to.

STANDING COMMITTEES

Right Hon. W. L. MACKENZIE KING
(Prime Minister) moved:

That a special committee be appointed to
prepare and report with all convenient speed
lists of members to compose the standing com-
mittees of this house, under standing order 63,
said committee to be composed of Messrs,
Mackenzie (Vancouver Centre), Casgrain,
Casselman  (Grenville-Dundas), Taylor and
Douglas (Weyburn).

Motion agreed to.

INTERNAL ECONOMY COMMISSION

Right Hon. W. L. MACKENZIE KING
(Prime Minister) presented the following mes-
sage from His Excellency the Administrator:

The Administrator transmits to the House
of Commons a certified copy of an approved
minute of council appointing the Honourable
T. A. Crerar, Minister of Mines and Resources,
the Right Honourable Ernest Lapointe, Min-
ister of Justice, the Honourable J. L. Ralston,
Minister of Finance, and the Honourable J. L.
Ilsley, Minister of National Revenue, to act
with the Speaker of the House of Commons
as commissioners for the purposes and under
the provisions of chapter 145 of the revised
statutes of Canada, 1927, intituled An Act
Respecting the House of Commons.

DOMINION-PROVINCIAL RELATIONS

REPORT OF ROYAL COMMISSION TABLED

Right Hon. W. L. MACKENZIE KING
(Prime Minister) : I table herewith the report
of the royal commission on dominion-provin-
cial relations. The report is contained in
three large printed volumes. There are in
addition a very large number of volumes
which constitute the appendices.

Hon. R. B. HANSON (Leader of the Oppo-

sition) : Do the appendices contain the evi-
dence?
Mr. MACKENZIE KING: I am sorry I

cannot answer that question. I may tell my
hon. friend the leader of the opposition that
as yet I have not had an opportunity of open-
ing the report to see what is in it, let alone
the appendices; but I will give him the in-
formation later.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): I hope it
does not turn out to be just another royal
commission.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: The report is
tabled in both English and French. It was
received on the tenth of this month, and at
the time of its receipt I sent copies to mem-
bers of the press gallery of this house so that
they might have an opportunity of preparing
in advance the resumes which they might wish
to send to their newspapers throughout the
country. I also had copies of the report and
the appendices sent to the premiers of the
several provinces so that they would be re-
ceived this morning, before the tabling of the
report in this house this afternoon.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): Have a
sufficient number of copies of the report of the
royal commission been printed so that at least
each member of parliament will have a copy
of this historic document?



8 COMMONS

War Measures Act

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: Copies of the
report are being sent to all hon. members. In
fact, I am not at all sure that they have not
already been sent out from the distribution
office.

WAR MEASURES ACT

TABLING OF ORDERS IN COUNCIL PASSED SINCE
AuGuUST 25, 1939

Right Hon. W. L. MACKENZIE KING
(Prime Minister): I wish to table the orders
in council passed under the authority of the
War Measures Act since August 25, 1939. In
January I tabled in typewritten form such
orders in council as had been passed up to
the end of the year 1939. Since then those
orders in council have been printed, and they
will be tabled in printed form. The orders
in council passed since the end of last year, up
to and including May 11 of this year, are being
tabled in typewritten form.

Hon. R. B. HANSON (Leader of the
Opposition) : It would greatly facilitate my
perusing the orders in council if at the time
they are tabled a copy should be handed to
me. Would that be in order?

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: As these orders
in council have been passed copies have been
immediately forwarded to the office of the
leader of the opposition and also to the lead-
ers of other groups in the house. I shall make
quite certain that my hon. friend obtains a
complete set.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): I thank
my right hon. friend for his courtesy.

VACANCIES

Mr. SPEAKER: I have the honour to
inform the house that I have received com-
munications from several members, notifying
me that the following vacancies had occurred
in the representation, viz:

Of Walter George Brown, member for the
electoral district of Saskatoon City, by de-
cease;

Of Alonzo Bowen Hyndman, member for the
electoral district of Carleton, Ontario, by
decease.

I accordingly issued my several warrants to
the chief electoral officer to make out new
writs of election for the said electoral districts,
respectively.

ACTING DEPUTY SERGEANT-AT-ARMS

Mr. SPEAKER: I have the honour to
inform the house that I have appointed
J. Laundy to be acting deputy sergeant-at-
arms during the present session.

On motion of Mr. Mackenzie King the
house adjourned at 404 p.m.
[Mr. R. B. Hanson.]

Friday, May 17, 1940
The house met at three o’clock.
EUROPEAN WAR

INQUIRY AS TO RECENT DEVELOPMENTS
ON THE WESTERN PRONT

Hon. R. B. HANSON (Leader of the
Opposition) : Mr. Speaker, with your permis-
sion I should like to address a question to the
Prime Minister (Mr. Mackenzie King). In
view of the serious although, I hope, not
critical ~ situation which apparently has
developed on the western front during the
last few hours, is he prepared to make any
statement to the house at this juncture?

Right Hon. W. L. MACKENZIE KING
(Prime Minister): My hon. friend was kind
enough to mention to me in advance of this
afternoon’s sitting that he would ask the
question which he has just put to me. I might
point out, as the house will observe, that
there are no orders on to-day’s order paper
except the special order for the consideration
of the address, to which precedence was given
by resolution of the house yesterday; the
procedure will be to take up at once the
consideration of the address. However, the
house will, I believe, agree that my hon.
friend was quite right in availing himself of
the earliest opportunity to ask the question
he has just asked. I draw attention to the
absence of orders of the day on to-day’s
order paper only lest some other members
might feel that they were not being accorded
an equal right if His Honour the Speaker
ruled we should proceed at once to the
consideration of the address.

Our most recent information indicates con-
tinued penetration by German forces along the
Franco-Belgian border west of Sedan. Tor
the most part the enemy forces engaged
consist of mechanized forces assisted by air-
craft. The situation is serious but is not
considered critical. The French command are
taking energetic steps, in cooperation with the
United Kingdom, and it is expected the situa-
tion will be stabilized. The British and French
air forces have proved very effective and a
British air raid on the Ruhr has done great
damage to the enemy. There is no doubt,
however, that the situation is grave.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): With the
permission of the house, may I add this.
There is no doubt, as the Prime Minister has
said, that the situation is very serious; let us
pray that it is not critical. Having regard to
that fact, may I, on behalf of the party which
I have the honour to represent in this house,
offer to the Prime Minister and the govern-
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ment our whole-hearted support in any mea-
sures or actions which he may desire the house
to take at this time.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: May I express
to the leader of the opposition (Mr. Hanson)
my own very deep appreciation, and equally
that of the government as a whole, of his
kindness in availing himself of the earliest
opportunity to offer to the government his
support and that of his party in such action as
the government may deem it necessary to take
at this critical time. My hon. friend’s words
were not unexpected; I felt that we should be
able to rely upon his helpful cooperation at
a time such as this.

SPEECH FROM THE THRONE

ADDRESS IN REPLY, MOVED BY MR. HUGUES LAPOINTE
(LOTBINIERE) AND SECONDED BY MR. JAMES
SINCLAIR (VANCOUVER NORTH)

The house proceeded to the consideration of
the speech delivered by His Excellency the
Administrator at the opening of the session.

Mr. HUGUES LAPOINTE (Lotbiniére)
(Translation) : Mr. Speaker, I appreciate as a
high privilege the great honour which the
Prime Minister has kindly conferred upon me
at the beginning of this important session of a
new parliament.

In my name and on behalf of those who
have elected me as their representative in
this House, I wish to tender him my heart-
felt thanks.

There are here many new members who,
like myself, have been summoned for the
first time to the nation’s parliament, and I
am pleased to note that youth has secured
its just share of success at the last election.
Indeed, the Canadian Parliament has not
since a long time numbered so many young
men among its members, and I believe that
the nation is justified in being glad of that.
I am sure that their presence will not have
the effect of dividing this House into groups
made up according to age disparities but
that it will rather insure a greater under-
standing of the serious problems which will
be laid before us. It is essential, during the
troublous and difficult times in which we are
are now living, that the government should
have the cooperation of citizens of all ages
and classes. What the new members lack in
experience will undoubtedly be offset by their
sincerity in the performance of their duty
and by their desire to dedicate all their talent
and energy to the service of their country.
The post-war period will give rise to prob-
lems disturbingly acute, the impact of which
will unavoidably be felt more severely by
youth than by any other class of the popula-
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tion. On their solution will depend the
future well-being of our generation and of
those which are still unborn.

We feel that we are cooperating in a great
and useful work, and the clouds which are
now darkening the world’s horizon heighten
the sense of responsibility which is an in-
herent part of our mandates.

The Right Honourable the Prime Min-
ister achieved, on March 26 last, the greatest
personal victory ever won by a government
leader in Canada. No mark of confidence
from the electorate has ever been so striking.
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. The government’s war
effort has been appraised and the people
have endorsed it with a clear-cut verdict. For
those of us who are from the province of Que-
bec the last election had a particular signi-
ficance. It indicated that the province trusted
her representatives; indeed, she gave an un-
mistakable proof of that trust on two occa-
sions. The vote of March 26 was merely
a confirmation of the verdict of October 25,
when certain political leaders thought it clever
to wage a provincial campaign on federal
grounds, and I must say that we had a feel-
ing of legitimate pride, during the last elec-
toral campaign, when we heard that in some
other provinces the contest was being waged
on the slogan “Do like Quebee, vote unity.”
The vote in Quebee has shown that the prov-
ince is just as mindful of her duty as she is
jealous of her rights.

The unanimous approval which the Cana-
dian people gave to the prime minister’s
policy has made his government truly
national. The compact majority which sup-
ports him is not made up of loosely connected
groups. It represents the whole country.

The government’s victory has still another
significance. It has shown that abuse and
insult, and malicious personal attacks are not
looked upon with favour during a ecritical
period like this one and that the people will
not allow their best servants to be slandered
with impunity.

In the constituency of Lotbiniére, which
has done me the honour of clecting me, as
happened in several other constituencies, the
contest was on the question of our participa-
tion in the war. The answer has been un-
equivocal and I am proud to transmit it to
this House.

Upon this question of participation in this
great conflict, I should like, Mr. Speaker, to
quote the words of an eminent preacher
whose sermons and lectures have been heard
by distinguished audiences in Montreal during
these latter months. On April 5th, Rev.

REVISED EDITION
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Father Ducatillon delivered a masterly lec-
ture which he had entitled “Civilization, the
true stake for which the war is being fought”.
After showing the part played by Christianity
in the world’s civilization, and the pagan
programme which Naziism and communism
have initiated, the distinguished cleric con-
cluded as follows: “No one is justified in
keeping aloof from the present conflict, since
it is war for or against right, for or against
culture, for or against civilization.”

We have seen treaties broken, and nations
invaded; in short, everything that has upheld
civilization until now and everything that
could ensure the security of nations has been
trampled upon.

Just a few days ago, three neutral countries
whose only fault was that they trusted in
solemn covenants, fell victims to their good
faith and were treacherously attacked. May
I mention in particular the heroic Belgians,
those martyrs of the last war, who are once
again defending their land against, that new
invasion of barbarians.

Will any one say that we are not interested
in all that? Will any one say that the wild
beast which has broken loose upon the world
does not constitute a danger for us? Will
any one say that we can remain unconcerned
about the fate of liberty and of those prin-
ciples to which all free men have clung
tenaciously for so many centuries?

For my part, I refuse to believe that my
fellow citizens can stand by unconcernedly
while these principles are engulfed in the
surging tide of the abominable doctrines and
practises of the Hitlerian and Soviet dic-
tatorships. How can we remain neutral
when this diabolic doctrine of “Might is
right” threatens the entire world?

We believe in eternal justice and truth,
twin beacons a passing cloud may dim mo-
mentarily, but which must reappear and
shine forth with a sovereign radiance, to
guide a civilization founded on Faith and

Hope. Such are the truths we are committed
to defend.
Now what would be for us the conse-

quences of a German victory? I have never
been, nor do I intend ever to become an
ardent supporter of out-and-out imperialism.
History teaches us that empires, being essen-
tially the product of human enterprise, can
never as such stand wholly free from imper-
fection. Yet I state without hesitation that
at this critical moment in the lives of all
nations, when the very existence of our
democratic institutions is threatened, the dis-
memberment of the British Empire, as well as
the defeat of France our ally, would be an
irreparable catastrophe, opening wide the gates
[Mr. Hugues Lapointe.]

to all the subversive doctrines which are not
without causing a certain degree of apprehen-
sion to the very onmes who have made it
fashionable, in certain circles, to denounce the
present system. Everyone is aware that the
dismemberment of the British Empire is one
of the avowed war aims of the German Reich,
and Hitler has never ceased to predict that
the Empire would crumble the day war was
declared in Europe.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask the hon. members
of this house, I ask all my fellow citizens,
would we not be deeply affected under the
present circumstances by the consequences
of such a dismemberment? What would
become of us in the event of such a disaster?
What would become of those who have, at
the moment, nothing but eriticism for the ties
that bind us to England? Do they believe
for a second that a victorious Germany would
pay little heed to Canada with her immense
resources and wealth? Do they believe that
we Canadians, a small nation of some ten
million people, occupying a territory five times
the size of France, could safeguard the freedom
and autonomy we enjoy to-day? Do they
believe, especially, that we could long maintain
our racial characteristics, our mentality, our
liberty and our faith?

I am aware that numerous hypotheses have
been advanced with regard to the consequences
of an enemy victory. Some have claimed
that in such circumstances there could only
accrue a greater measure of autonomy to our
country because, they allege, our neighbours
to the south would never permit a German
invasion of Canada.

I do not share this opinion which is rather
devoid of pride. It is undoubtedly true that
there exist between Canada and the United
States friendly relations which are extremely
helpful to us in the present conflict. Our
geographical position as well as our economic
interests bind us strongly together. On the
other hand, is there not reason to fear that
these very factors may tend to weaken our
position as a separate entity among the
nations of the world and inevitably lead to a
total absorption which, though preferable to
German domination, would nevertheless mean
the complete disappearance of everything
Canadian? For my part, I confess that I
would rather remain a good neighbour.

Mr. Speaker, the country has rallied to the
leadership of a man who is sure of his ground,
whose concern for our national interests is
everywhere manifest and who is worthy of
trust. Is it not therefore the duty of every
patriotic citizen to give wholehearted support
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to those whom the people have unequivocally
chosen as their leaders during this trying
period of our national life?

Consequently, let us now forget any dis-
agreements which may have arisen between
us during the last campaign. Let us not
burden with personal considerations the solu-
tion of our national problems.

This country has entered the war of its own
volition, as a free nation. It has done so,
not under the orders of a foreign power nor
by act of a foreign government, but by an
Act of its own Parliament freely voting to
participate in the European conflict. The
people have recently approved this stand of
the Canadian Government, in circumstances
with which you are all familiar.

Is it not thus imperative that all cooperate
in the effort already launched? Is it not neces-
sary that the unity so achieved be made
evident in all fields of endeavour, in order
to advance efficiently the work accomplished
since Canada is too great and beautiful a
country for us to allow her to be divided
by misunderstanding at a time when we should
be strongly united. A nation is a living or-
ganism whose functions are all interdependent,
and anyone attempting to destroy this solidar-
ity at a time when it is vitally important
would be guilty of treason.

The work begun must be efficiently pursued
and the unity achieved at the outbreak of war
maintained. It follows that we must devote
all our energy to the attainment of these
ends, failing which all our efforts would, to
my mind, be wasted. These two aims are in-
separably bound together. The achievement
of the first is predicated on the existence of
the second.

In order to achieve this first aim, I believe
it imperative for the government to pursue
the policy established at the outbreak of war,
and since then applied with energy and deter-
mination.

This policy has taken into account the most
effective ways of exerting Canada’s war effort
and assisting our allies.

May I be permitted especially to praise
the part played by our country in the draft-
ing and development of the great Common-
wealth air training scheme? Recent events
have made clear the vital importance of a
powerful air force, and Canada’s efforts in this
field should prove a decisive factor in settling
the issue of the present conflict.

I would also like to congratulate the govern-
ment for having taken all the measures neces-
sary to safeguard and maintain our financial
and economic position.

QOur efforts in the allied cause shall prove
valuable only insofar as we remain a strong
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nation, economically as well as morally. The
presence of a bankrupt country in the allied
ranks would be a liability rather than an asset
to the cause we are pledged to defend.

Moreover, the government will have to
adopt measures designed to prevent, as much
as possible, any rupture of balance in the nor-
mal life of this nation resulting from the war.
Legislation has already been passed in order
to curb any profiteering such as the Canadian
consumer experienced between 1914-18. To the
same end, the government has eliminated all
political patronage in the administration of
the Department of National Defence. Through
the Bank of Canada, the country’s credit has
been stabilized. Other measures will un-
doubtedly have to be adopted as we go along
to cope with future problems. The effective
pursuit of the war will inevitably call for
sacrifices on the part of the Canadian people
who will be subjected to all manner of res-
trictions, but such sacrifices in a common
cause are a pledge of unity, and we have the
right to expect that the Canadian nation will
emerge from this war stronger and more
united than ever.

That second aim, the preservation of Can-
adian unity, we must achieve and maintain,
if we want to safeguard the future of our
country. Canada must remain united. We
are at war of our own free will. Canada’s
war effort is voluntary and must remain vol-
untary. Suggestions to the contrary coming
from scattered quarters would lead to catas-
trophe.

Canada is fighting in defence of internation-
al decency, inviolability of treaties and respect
for sacred pledges. Our people would never
allow our public men to break with impunity
the solemn undertakings given to the nation.

Nothing should be done, no word should
be uttered that could in any way destroy
national unity.

God forbid, Mr. Speaker, that we repeat the
mistakes of the last war. Let us so apply our
effort that we may, once the hostilities are
over, carry on as a homogeneous nation.

Let us not forget that we are Canadians
first and that it is our duty to think and act
as Canadians. In this connection, may I be
permitted to pay tribute to the memory of
one whose death has deeply grieved the whole
Canadian nation: Lord Tweedsmuir. Although
he had spent only a few years with us, he had
learned to understand and love our people,
and for a great many his record in Canada
could serve as an object-lesson in true patriot-
ism. Lord Tweedsmuir once said that a
Canadian’s first loyalty should be to Canada.
It is my conviction that this principle should
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be the guiding light of every honourable mem-
ber of this house during the present Parlia-
ment.

Another task devolving upon the govern-
ment under present conditions is that of plan-
ning for the post-war period. There again we
must draw a lesson from the last war. If
our participation in the European -conflict
creates problems of a special nature, our
eventual return to normalcy after the war may
prove equally difficult.

As I have said, the presence of a large
number of young members in this house
ought to prove helpful in solving our national
problems. They should give special attention
to post-war problems.

During the dark years which may lie ahead
of us, the youth of this country will be called
upon to make the greatest sacrifice. Those of
our young men who are already overseas and
the others who will sail shortly have a right
to expect that, in return for their sacrifices,
their government will take appropriate meas-
ures to ensure that their lot will not be worse
when they return to this country. Provision
will have to be made for the civil reestablish-
ment of those who have not hesitated to risk
their future in the cause of justice and in de-
fence of civilization.

This planning for the post-war period must
also be extended to other fields. If, as a free
nation, we are bound to help save civilization
now in jeopardy, we must by the same token
discover a formula whereby the welfare of
humanity may be secured.

All nations firmly believe, for a time at
least, in the possibility of a durable peace and
in the effectiveness of institutions designed
to bring about the peaceful solution of dis-
putes. The failure of the League of Nations
does not prevent this hope from rising anew
to-day. Indeed, the human race would soon
disappear if it gave way to despair. Public
opinion in democratic countries is fully aware
of the deadly peril with which western civiliza-
tion would be faced as a result of a Nazi or
Soviet triumph over the international com-
munity, and demands a better and more effec-
tive formula than that of 1919.

Of what avail would be the sacrifices made
and the losses suffered if the settlement effected
at the end of the present conflict were to
result once again in nothing more than a
twenty-year truce. For my part, I am con-
vinced that divine Providence, having ever
guided our destiny, will not fail us now and
that God will inspire the nations that have
taken up arms to safeguard world peace and
freedom against what has been fittingly termed
“the common front of barbarism.”

Mr. Speaker, it is our earnest desire that
Canada should exert among all other nations

‘Mr. Hugues Lapointe.]

a beneficent influence toward world peace and
the establishment of better relations between
all countries. Such influence cannot become
an important force mnless we introduce at
home certain reforms that would make of
Canada a nation united and strong, socially,
cconomically, and politically.

That is why I have noted with satisfaction
that the report on Dominion-Provinecial rela-
tions in the various spheres of activity has
now been submitted to this house. This docu-
ment, probably the most important since Con-
federation, is the work of prominent men.
experts in constitutional law; may I be per-
mitted to add that the Chairman of the Com-
mission, Doctor Joseph Sirois, was my professor
at Laval university. These men have brought
to their task all of their knowledge, patriotism
and experience.

In considering the recommendations con-
tained in this report, the various govern-
ments should take into account the new condi-
tions which have arisen in our national life.

Surely the Fathers of Confederation could
not foresee the evolution which has taken
place during ‘the past 75 years, and should
certain changes become necessary because of
new conditions, we should not hesitate to
make them.

To that end, the greatest possible degree
of cooperation should exist between the
Dominion and the provinces. In this sphere
also there is no room for political considera-
tions. Besides, our population will make the
necessary distinetions and will not deny its
support to the proper measure of reform; our
people would not even lend an ear to those
who, taking an easy course, set themselves
up as defenders of rights and principles con-
tested by no one and which, in fact, must
remain inviolate.

I know of no greater danger for a minority
in this country than to stand in the way of
reforms necessitated by our social conditions
and to oppose any measure deemed progres-
sive and essential.

I could not fittingly conclude these remarks
without expressing the deep satisfaction which
we have felt on hearing that His Excellency
Lord Athlone had been designated for the
post of Governor General of Canada. Our
new viceroy has had a distinguished career
and his appointment is a great honour to this
country.

Lord Athlone and Her Royal Highness the
Princess Alice will receive in every part of
Canada a most loyal and enthusiastic welcome.
Their near association with Their Majesties
King George and Queen Elizabeth will draw
even closer the bonds which unite us to our
gracious sovereigns, whose visit to Canada last
vear shall ever be remembered.
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(Text) Mr. Speaker, one of the most remark-
able developments of the present war has been
the joining of France and England into one
nation for all military and economic pur-
poses. Many prophecies have been made
regarding the outcome of this union after the
war. At the present time their imports are
for the use of both nations, their monetary
systems have been harmonized, custom bar-
riers have been adjusted. In short, the whole
economic life of the two nations has been
coordinated for the purpose of war. The
understanding between these two countri.es is
being observed in other spheres of activity.
Their literature is being fully exchanged and
the teaching and learning of each other’s
language has increased tremendously. ;[n
short, the union between the two countries
has been not only material, but also intellec-
tual and spiritual. What the outcome of
this union will be after the war, it is hard to
tell. Some observers have gone so far as to
prophesy the union of France and England
into one nation.

At a reception given at the Sorbonne to
Lord De La Warr, former president of the
Board of Education’ in the British govern-
ment, Monsieur Albert Sarraut, Minister of
Education in the government of France used
these words:

It is our intention to spread as much as
possible the - study and use of the English
language in France and vice versa. To speak
another language is not sufficient. We shall
teach France to the English people and England
to the French people. We aim to create such
a mutual understanding, that it shall not be
necessary any longer to interpret words which
will be understood immediately in their deepest
sense. When we have finished with war, we
hope that our children will be ready to help
us in the task of rebuilding the world, not
through the efforts of two people of different
ideas, but through those of one common
spiritual nation and one uniform -civilization.

Whatever changes are being made, it seems
certain that from the war will emerge a new
relationship between France and England
which will surely have its effects in future
history and which will serve as a symbol of
bonne entente for the other nations of the
world. If so, I feel that we, Canadians,
should rejoice at such an outcome and feel
a legitimate pride in that we have already
realized such a union.

In saying so, may I be permitted modestly
to point out that never before in the history
of our country has this union been more
complete than it is now and that it has
been under the leadership of two men whose
whole careers have been devoted to this
task, and who have for such a long time
cooperated in intimate friendship and colla-
boration. I refer to the Right Hon. the

Prime Minister (Mr. Mackenzie King) and
to the Right Hon. the Minister of Justice
(Mr. Lapointe).

(Translation) Mr. Speaker, I have the honour
to move, seconded by the lion. member for
Vancouver North (Mr. Sinclair) that the
following address be presented to His Excel-
lency the Administrator of the Government of
Canada:

May it please Your Excellency:

We, His Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal
subjects, the House of Commons of Canada,
in parliament assembled, beg leave to offer our
humble thanks to Your Excellency for the
gracious speech which Your Excellency has
addressed to both houses of parliament.

Mr. JAMES SINCLAIR (Vancouver
North) : Mr. Speaker, in rising to second the
resolution which has just been moved by the
hon. member for Lotbiniére (Mr. Hugues
Lapointe), I must confess that I have never
before been so aware of my own limitations
as after hearing his brilliant and eloquent
address. The right hon. Minister of Justice
(Mr. Ernest Lapointe), during his long and
distinguished career in Canadian public ser-
vice, has enjoyed many great personal
triumphs, but I know that none has ever
made him feel prouder or happier than he is
at this moment, after hearing his son so
ably begin what will undoubtedly be a
parliamentary career as long and successful
as that of his distinguished father.

May I offer to you, Mr. Speaker, my con-
gratulations upon your election by this honour-
able house to the distinguished position which
you now occupy. What little confidence I may
possess this afternoon is because of my con-
sciousness that I can seek shelter and sanctuary
in these somewhat strange surroundings under
the sway of your kindly Doric.

May I also, if indeed that be not temerity,
offer my sincere felicitations to the leader
of the opposition (Mr. Hanson) upon the
honour that his party has conferred upon him.
I am assured that his great gifts will be a
real asset to his party, to this parliament
and to our country.

May I in a special way thank the right
hon. the Prime Minister (Mr. Mackenzie
King) for the honour he has done my con-
stituents in Vancouver North in selecting me
to second the motion for an address in reply
to the speech from the throne. On their
behalf, too, may I congratulate him on becom-
ing Prime Minister for the fifth time. Four
years ago he was elected to office by the man-
date of the Canadian people, supported by
the greatest majority ever accorded to any
Canadian Prime Minister. To-day, after an
e.]ection fought solely on his administration
since that time, we find him returned to office
with a majority surpassing even that of 1935.
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No words of mine, nor for that matter no

words of the most able and eloquent member -

of this house, could so strikingly testify to
his outstanding qualities of leadership as did
the collective voice of the Canadian people
from Cape Breton to Nootka sound when it
spoke on the 26th day of March of this year.
The record of his administrations and the
repeated and overwhelming approval given to
him by the people of Canada mark the Prime
Minister as our greatest leader since con-
federation.

All Canada was saddened this spring by
the death of the governor general, Lord
Tweedsmuir. We have always been fortunate
in the calibre of the men who have held this
high office, and it is neither an exaggeration
nor a reflection to say that none was as highly
and as warmly regarded by the common people
of Canada as was Lord Tweedsmuir. Of
humble parentage, he won his education in
a manner which is traditional with Scottish
scholars, by bursaries at Glasgow university,
by fellowships at Oxford. His administrative
ability was early recognized, and he went to
South Africa as one of that group of brilliant
young men who were trained for public service
by Lord Milner. Then came literature—fic-
tion, history, and, above all, incomparable
biography.

He served with distinction in the great
war, and afterwards returned to public life
as a member of the mother of parliaments.
When he came to Canada we already felt that
we knew him well through his books, and
soon we all had a chance to see and hear and
meet him. We saw him in our great cities;
we saw him in the pioneer settlements on
our distant frontiers; we saw him in the small
communities which are the real Canada, and
we marvelled at his untiring industry and
his burning desire to know our country from
coast to coast and our people through and
through.

He had the same great love of the outdoors
that so many Canadians have, and we from
British Columbia are proud to think that the
mountains and valleys, the lakes and streams,
and the great forests and the broad ranges of
Tweedsmuir park will be forever a fitting and
ever green memorial to this man whom I can
rightly call a great Canadian. The man who
-was born John Buchan, a son of the manse,
and who died the first Baron Tweedsmuir, a
great proconsul of a great empire, may best
be described in the words he himself used of
Lincoln:

He conducted the ordinary business of life
‘in phrases of homespun simplicity, but when
mecessary he could attain a nobility of speech
and a profundity of thought which have rarely
been equalled. He was a plain man, loving

IMr. Sinclair.]

his fellows and happy among them, but when
the crisis came he could stand alone. He
could talk with crowds and keep his virtue; he
could preserve the common touch and yet walk
with God.

I know, Mr. Speaker, that you will under-
stand me when I say that we who hail from
the far west felt a very natural pride yester-
day when parliament was opened by the
Administrator, Chief Justice Sir Lyman Duff.
This great jurist, who by his profound learn-
ing has brought added dignity and prestige
to his high office, first achieved recognition
in the fair city of Victoria.

The people of Canada look forward with
the greatest pleasure to welcoming the new
governor general, the Earl of Athlone, and his
gracious lady, when they come to our shores
in the near future. It is a curious coincidence
that the noble earl should come to us at this
time; for twenty-six years ago, just before our
entry into the last war, he was designated our
governor general. At that time he asked to
be excused so that he could go on service in
France, and throughout that war he served
with great valour and distinction. Subse-
quently he became the governor general of
South Africa and he so completely captured
the hearts of the people of our sister dominion
that they asked him to remain for a second
term. We are indeed fortunate to have this
great soldier and statesman as governor gen-
eral during the dark days ahead.

I understand that it is the privilege of the
member performing this pleasant task to say
a few words about his own constituency. Van-
couver North, the riding which I have the
honour to represent, is not as its name sug-
gests, a part of the great city of Vancouver.
It lies to the east, to the north and to the
northwest of that city, extending from the
banks of the Fraser river across to Burrard
inlet, and then up the coast for some two
hundred miles. I feel quite safe in saying
that it is the most diversified industrial rid-
ing in British Columbia, containing as it does
logging camps, sawmills, pulp and paper mills,
the greatest copper mine in the British empire,
shipyards, oil refineries, railway shops, ex-
tensive salmon and cod fisheries, quarries,
grain elevators and a number of manufactur-
ing plants,

The chief problem of this riding has always
been to find world markets for the many
products of its industries. In no part of this
country have the trade expansion policies of
the preceding administration been of such im-
mediate and practical benefit, and the people
of my miding are keenly appreciative of the
great efforts of the government in this con-
nection. In recent months the war has con-
siderably increased the demand for the
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products of my riding, but unfortunately it is
becoming exceedingly difficult to secure
adequate cargo space to transport these goods
to overseas markets. In the timber industry
especially this condition has become serious,
and it is my hope that the government will
soon consider measures looking to its allevia-
tion.

My riding also includes three of the love-
liest suburbs of Vancouver, but I regret to say
that two of these municipalities are in the
hands of receivers. It is the feeling of the
residents of North Vancouver that their finan-
cial difficulties are mainly due to the action
taken in removing most of the taxable water-
front in North Vancouver from the muni-
cipal assesssment rolls, and to the operation
by a national agency of the Second Narrows
bridge which was built and financed by the
people of this district. At a later date I hope
to draw the attention of the government to
these matters in greater detail.

My riding has one other important asset,
one which I believe is often claimed for other
ridings. I believe that nowhere in Canada is
there such a magnificent and varied display
of scenic grandeur as is to be found on the
coast of British Columbia. Our snow-capped
mountains, our beautiful lakes and streams;
our matchless coastline indented with innumer-
able great bays and deep fiords and dotted
with countless islands; our unexcelled hunt-
ing, fishing, mountaineering and ski-ing, and
above all, our salubrious climate, which is
the envy of all Canada, serve to make the
coast of British Columbia the mecca of tourists
and sportsmen from all corners of the globe.

Transcending and overshadowing every other
issue before this house, Mr. Speaker, is the
war in which the British and French nations
are engulfed. This war is not of our seeking,
but is a conflict which was forced upon us
when it became apparent that the brutalities,
the treacheries and the aggressions of nazi
Germany directed against its small and de-
fenceless neighbours were destroying the peace
of the entire world and could not be curbed
by mere appeals for decency and tolerance
and justice or by the ordinary processes of
international law. To preserve the rights for
which our forefathers fought and died since
magna charta, the people of Canada, speak-
ing through their freely chosen representa-
tives assembled in parliament, decided that
the time had come to meet force with force.
Some two months ago the people of Canada
approved the united war effort of the preced-
ing administration. The people of Canada now
expect this government to press forward with
all the resources at their command to help
our allies bring this dreadful conflict to a
speedy and successful conclusion.

There were some who believed that com-
plete neutrality should be Canada’s attitude;
they cited the long and successful neutrality
of the Scandinavian and low countries as proof
of the wisdom of that course. The terrible
events of the last month must have proved a
rude awakening to these people.

The preceding administration was elected in
peace time, to govern this country in peace
time. Long before the war clouds began to
gather in Europe, we are proud to remember
that despite vigorous opposition this govern-
ment began to build up our national defences
and to prepare the skeleton organization for
the control of the economic resources of this
country should war develop. We on the
Pacific coast have had a better opportunity
than most people in other parts of Canada to
see and appreciate the great work of the
Department of National Defence in providing
us with an adequate system of coastal
defences. The people of Vancouver Centre
recently showed their approval in no uncer-
tain terms of the man chiefly responsible for
that program of coast defence.

The present government takes over its
duties refreshed and invigorated by the over-
whelming mandate of the people of Canada,
and is directly charged with the great task
of immediately supplying the maximum mili-
tary, financial and economic aid to our allies
in this death struggle. I am sure that in this
house to-day partisanship will be cast aside
and members of all parties will devote all
their energies to assisting the government in
this great task.

Mention is made in the speech from the
throne of increased taxation to assist in fin-
ancing the war. I think everyone in Canada
realized that increased taxation must come.
I am sure that today no one objects, because
everyone understands only too clearly that if
we lose this war, we lose everything. No
financial sacrifice can equal that of those who
are leaving homes and loved ones behind and
offering their lives for their country.

Second only in importance to our great
war effort is the planning for the reconstruc-
tion and rehabilitation of this country after
the war is won. It has been said that no
peace-loving democracy is ever adequately
prepared for war. It is surely equally true
that a democracy at war should plan and pre-
pare for peace.

There has been another bitter struggle
fought in this country during the last ten
years, a struggle which has been waged,
grimly and silently, in far too many Cana-
dian homes. I refer to the never-ending
struggle against unemployment, poverty and
disease, against old age haunted by the fear
of want; the struggle of the youth of the
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country who have been frustrated in a
desperate search for gainful employment.
These are the enemies which destroyed the
struggling post-war democracies of central
Europe; these are the foes we must conquer
in the post-war years if Canada is to survive
as a free country.

The measures adopted by the preceding ad-
ministration to combat these conditions were
proving increasingly successful in peace time.
I need mention only briefly the expanding
markets provided by their trade policies; the
beginning of a national forestry plan through
dominion-provincial forestry camps; assistance
in the development of tourist and mining
roads and trails; vocational training in the
cities and farm training in rural areas for our
young people; municipal assistance, the Na-
tional Housing Act, home improvement loans,
and numerous great public works projects.
This programme must of necessity be greatly
extended and expanded to meet the needs of
the post-war years.

We must plan to reconstruct not only our
industrial and economic organizations but also
the social structure of this nation. It has
been increasingly apparent in recent years that
grave difficulties in government are occasioned
by the present division of responsibility among
the federal, provineial and municipal authori-
ties. The British North America Act was
drawn up in 1867 to meet the needs of the
Canada of that time, a Canada vastly different
from the Canada of to-day; a Canada, for
example, in which our present chief problem,
unemployment, did not exist. It is high time
that the constitution of Canada was revised
to bring it abreast of present conditions in
this modern changing world. It is a matter
of satisfaction, therefore, that the report of
the royal commission on dominion-provincial
relations has been tabled, and it is the hope
of all Canada that out of the recommenda-
tions of this report the framework of a new
Canada may be designed which will allow the
governments of this country to grapple effec-
tively and efficiently with the problems which
will develop in the post-war years.

As the representative of an industrial riding
I am gratified to learn from the speech from
the throne that an amendment of the British
North America Act is being sought to permit
the introduction of a national scheme of
unemployment insurance. Such legislation will
be most welcome in every part of Canada.
While it is true that unemployment insurance
is no solution of the problem of unemploy-
ment, it will serve as a buffer to lessen the
shock of unemployment on the individual as
well as on the community at large,

Measures for the rehabilitation of our sol-
diers when demobilized will of necessity, I

[Mr. Sinclair.]

think, have to be expanded to include provi-
sions for war workers and others who will
be directly or indirectly affected by the cessa-
tion of hostilities. The government will prob-
ably profit by the experience in the matter of
soldiers’ civil reestablishment after the last war.

The honour of seconding the address in
reply to the speech from the throne is one
which any young member may well prize, since
it affords him an opportunity to speak to
the house so soon after his arrival, to felicitate
the leaders of his country, to mention briefly
the problems of his riding, to review with
pride the past accomplishments of his party,
and to hold out high hopes for the success
of the program outlined in the speech from
the throne. To-day, however, this honour
seems singularly unimportant; for the minds
of all of us here are heavily burdened with
just one thought, the progress of the war in
which we are now engaged.

For far too long we have taken for granted
the rights and privileges of British subjects,
and the vast resources and the boundless oppor-
tunities of this land of ours. Now that all of
this is in jeopardy we realize that these things
are infinitely precious, that life without them
would be impossible. Our freedom of speech,
our freedom of person, our freedom from racial
and religious intolerance, our right to elect
freely by secret ballot, our government—all
these things will surely perish if we lose this
struggele.

Until a month ago it was generally thought
that this war was to be a defensive war, a
war of exhaustion and attrition in which the
economic resources of the nation would
eventually be of more value than the military
organization. The events of the last month
have changed the whole outlook. The German
hordes have swept across Denmark and
Norway and are now sweeping across the low
countries. It is apparent that man power
and the material of warfare are the crying
needs of our allies, and it is our manifest
duty to aid them in this way as speedily as
possible, no matter what the cost may be.

Dominating this building in which we sit
is a peace tower erected to commemorate the
sacrifices of the last war. In that tower is
a hall of remembrance to sixty thousand
Canadians who gave their lives for their
country. Across Canada from coast to coast
are tens of thousands of returned soldiers
whose lives have been broken by the injuries
they sustained in the last war. These are
terrible reminders to us of the price other
Canadians have paid that we might have this
freedom.

This parliament meets in the darkest days
since our nation was born. The hopes and
the prayers of all Canada are with us to-day.
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This is no time for complacency. It is a time
for united effort, for ceaseless endeavour;
above all, for action, fearless action. This
is the time to subordinate all other affairs,
to smash away the political bickerings and
the departmental red tape which in the past
have impeded democratic action. This is the
time to mobilize with ruthless speed every
resource of this vast country.

We, the Commons of Canada, assembled
within these four walls, have the power to do
these things, and the people of Canada, who
sent us here, expect us to use that power so
that we and our allies, with God’s aid, may
win a peace which will ensure the freedom of
the peoples of this world.

On motion of Mr. Hanson (York-Sunbury)
the debate was adjourned.

On motion of Mr. Mackenzie King the
house adjourned at 4.30 p.m.

Monday, May 20, 1940
The house met at three o’clock.

NAVAL SERVICE ACT

PROVISION TO MAKE CIVILIANS SERVING IN SHIPS
SUBJECT TO NAVAL DISCIPLINE

Hon. NORMAN MecL. ROGERS (Minister
of National Defence) moved for leave to
introduce Bill No. 2, to amend the Naval
Service Act.

Mr. STIRLING: Explain.

Mr. ROGERS: 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 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 United Kingdom parliament
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.

Motion agreed to and bill read the first time.

MILITIA PENSION ACT

PERMANENT FORCE NAVAL OFFICERS TO BENEFIT
IN RESPECT OF ONE-HALF OF PREVIOUS
NON-PERMANENT SERVICE

Hon. NORMAN McL. ROGERS (Minister
of National Defence) moved for leave to
introduce Bill No. 3, to amend the Militia
Pension Act.

He said: 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 placing these officers on
the same basis as officers of the permanent
military and air forces with respect to the
inclusion of one-haif their previous service in
the non-permanent military and air forces.

Motion agreed to and bill read the first time.

NATIONAL DEFENCE ACT

ADMINISTRATION OF SERVICE ESTATES TO BE
REGULATED BY GOVERNOR IN COUNCIL

Hon. NORMAN MecL. ROGERS (Minister
of National Defence) moved for leave to
introduce Bill No. 4, to amend the Department
of National Defence Act.

He said: The purpose of this bill 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, so 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,
and, in consequence, some other statutory
authority is required to enable the governor
in council to make such regulations.

Motion agreed to and bill read the first time.

ROYAL CANADIAN AIR FORCE

PROVISIONS AS TO CONSTITUTION AND GOVERN-
MENT, RELATIONS WITH OTHER FORCES AND
WITH CIVIL AUTHORITIES

Hon. NORMAN McL. ROGERS (Minister
of National Defence) moved for leave to in-
troduce Bill No. 5 respecting the Royal Cana-
dian Air Force.

He said: The Royal Canadian Air Force
was constituted under the Aeronautics Act,
which pertains rather to the regulation of
aeronautics generally than to the constitution
and maintenance of an armed force. The naval
forces and the militia are each constituted
under their respective acts, and it is con-
sidered advisable that like provision should
be made for the air force.

The present bill does not alter the existing
constitution of the air force, and is in prin-
ciple similar to the Naval Service Act and
the Militia Act, except that it omits a number
of provisions contained in those two acts which
are either not applicable to the air force or
need not, having regard to the circumstances
of the air force, be made applicable.

Motion agreed to and bill read the first time.
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CANADA EVIDENCE ACT

ACCEPTANCE OF AFFIDAVITS IN LIEU OF ORAL
EVIDENCE IN CERTAIN PROCEEDINGS

Right Hon. ERNEST LAPOINTE (Minister
of Justice) moved for leave to introduce Bill
No. 6, to amend the Canada Evidence Act.

He said: By a statute of 1938 amendments
were made to the Canada Evidence Act hav-
ing for their purpose the facilitating of evidence
in certain matters; it was provided that an
affidavit should be accepted as evidence with-
out the necessity of hearing certain witnesses
who might live a very long distance from the
court. This amendment is for the purpose
of making the first amendment easier of ap-
plication, inasmuch as it will not be neces-
sary to prove the official character of the per-
son making the affidavit unless it is challenged.

Motion agreed to and bill read the first
time,

CANADA GRAIN ACT AMENDMENT

CORRECTION OF INACCURACIES IN CHAPTER 36
OF STATUTES OF 1939

Hon. JAMES A. MacKINNON (Minister
of Trade and Commerce) moved for leave to
introduce Bill No. 7, to amend the Canada
Grain Act.

He said: The purpose of this bill is to
correct three inaccuracies that appear in the
amending act of 1939.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury):
they?

Mr. MacKINNON (Edmonton West): An
gxplan&tion will be given on the second read-
ing.

Motion agreed to and bill read the first
time.

What are

CANADIAN NATIONAL RAILWAYS

APPOINTMENT OF GEORGE A. TOUCHE AND
COMPANY AS AUDITORS

Hon. C. D. HOWE (Minister of Transport)
moved for leave to introduce Bill No. 8,
respecting the appointment of auditors for
national railways.

He said: This is the usual bill introduced
annually to provide for the appointment of
auditors for Canadian National Railways.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): The same
auditors?

Mr. HOWE: The same as those of last
year.

Motion agreed to and bill read the first
time.

[Mr. Rogers.]

JOINT USE OF CERTAIN TRACKS AND TERMINALS
FOR PURPOSES OF NEW ENTRANCE INTO
VANCOUVER

Hon. C. D. HOWE (Minister of Transport)
moved for leave to introduce Bill No. 10, to
ratify and confirm a certain agreement respect-
ing the joint use by Canadian National Rail-
ways of certain tracks and premises of the
Vancouver, Victoria and Eastern Railway and
Navigation Company, at Vancouver, in the
province of British Columbia.

He said: The purpose of this bill is to
ratify an agreement with Canadian National
Railways for running rights over -certain
tracks and premises of the Vancouver, Victoria
and Eastern Railway and Navigation Com-
pany at Vancouver in order to give the Cana-
dian National Railways an entrance into
Vancouver. This object could be approved
by the board of transport commissioners to
be operative for a period of not more than
twenty-one years, but as the agreement is in
perpetuity it is necessary to apply for the
approval of parliament.

Motion agreed to and bill read the first
time.

BEAUHARNOIS POWER COMPANY

PROPOSED APPROVAL FOR DIVERSION OF ADDITIONAL
30,000 CUBIC SECOND FEET

Hon. C. D. HOWE (Minister of Transport)
moved for leave to introduce Bill No. 9,
respecting the Beauharnois Light, Heat and
Power Company.

He said: By chapter 19 of the statutes of
Canada, 1931, the Beauharnois Light, Heat
and Power Company were granted the privi-
lege of diverting 53,000 cubic second feet of
the flow of the St. Lawrence for power pur-
poses. The object of this bill is to increase
that diversion by 30,000 cubic second feet.

Motion agreed to and bill read the first
time.

YUKON ACT AMENDMENT

VALIDATION OF YUKON FUR EXPORT TAX
ORDINANCE ACT ASSENTED TOo MAY 20, 1919

Hon. T. A. CRERAR (Minister of Mines
and Resources) moved for leave to introduce
Bill No. 11, to amend the Yukon Act.

He said: As far back as 1919 power was
conferred upon the Yukon territorial council
enabling them to provide for a tax on raw
fur exported from the Yukon. A doubt has
arisen, curiously enough at this late date, as
to the precise powers which the territorial
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council had to impose such a tax. This bill is
intended to make it clear beyond any question
of doubt that they have the power, and also to
confirm whatever actions they have taken in
the past under that power.

Motion agreed to and bill read the first
time.

NORTHWEST TERRITORIES ACT

JURISDICTION OF PROVINCIAL COURTS—CARE OF
INSANE PERSONS

Hon. T. A. CRERAR (Minister of Mines
and Resources) moved for leave to introduce
Bill No. 12, to amend the Northwest Terri-
tories Act.

He said: Under the Northwest Territories
Act as it stands at present the superior courts
of Ontario, Manitoba, Saskatchewan, Alberta
and British Columbia have jurisdiction in eivil
matters with respect to persons and property
in that part of the Northwest Territories
which lies west of the 80th meridian. This
bill confers similar powers on the Ontario
superior courts to deal with matters of the
same sort east of the 80th meridian in the
Northwest Territories. It also makes express
provision conferring surrogate powers upon
the provincial courts in the territories adjacent
to the provinces. Under the Northwest Terri-
tories Act as it now stands the minister is
authorized to make arrangements with the
Lieutenant Governor of Manitoba for the
care of insane persons. Similar powers do not
exist in the provinces further west, and this
amending bill will confer such powers.

Motion agreed to and bill read the first time.

DAIRY INDUSTRY ACT

VARIATION OF PROVISION RESPECTING WEIGHTS OF
PACKAGE CHEESE

Hon. J. G. GARDINER (Minister of Agri-
culture) moved for leave to introduce Bill
No. 13, to amend the Dairy Industry Act.

He said: The law now provides that prod-
ucts under the Dairy Industry Act shall be
put up in parcels of pounds or fractions
thereof. This has made it difficult for those
who have been processing cheese to use the
whole of cheeses which are round in form.
The bill proposes so to amend the act as to
make it possible to dispose of the residue of
such cheeses. 1

Motion agreed to and bill read the first time.

TRANSPORT ACT AMENDMENT

CONTROL OF TRANSPORT BY AIR, HIGHWAY, WATER
OR RAILWAY

Hon. C. D. HOWE (Minister of Transport)
moved for leave to introduce Bill No. 14, to
amend the Transport Act.

He said: This bill provides for several
amendments to the Transport Act having
to do with the sections relating to carriage
by water and by air. The amendments are
put forward at the suggestion of the board
of transport commissioners. The bill also has
two new sections, one providing for the regu-
lation of motor vehicles operated within domin-
ion government parks, and ithe other having
to do with the regulation of motor vehicles
operated across an international boundary.

Motion agreed to and bill read the first
time.

WHEAT

BREAK ON WINNIPEG FUTURES MARKET—PEGGING
OF PRICES

On the orders of the day:

Mr. E. E. PERLEY (Qu’Appelle): I should
like to direct a question to the Minister of
Trade and Commerce (Mr. MacKinnon). In
view of the drastic decline which has taken
place in the price of wheat on the Winnipeg
exchange, and the report in this morning’s
press that the government has taken action
pegging the price, would the minister care to
make a statement to the house?

Hon. JAMES A. MacKINNON (Minister
of Trade and Commerce): I anticipated the
question just asked by the hon. member for
Qu’Appelle, (Mr. Perley) and in reply I wish
to make the following statement:

Last Saturday morning, May 18, after consul-
tations between the wheat committee of the
cabinet and the Canadian wheat board, the
Canadian wheat board addressed the follow-
ing communication to the Winnipeg grain
exchange:

We have been asked to advise you that the
government requests that the Winnipeg grain
exchange peg the wheat futures market as at
the close of Friday, May 17. This action is

toeken as a temporary measure, pending full
discussion with the government.

Upon receipt of this communication the
Winnipeg grain exchange promptly issued the
following statement:

At the request of the government the council
has decided that the prices in wheat futures
will be pegged as a minimum at the prices
ruling at the close of the market on Friday,
May 17, 1940, namely: May 708, July 713,
October 73§, to become effective at the close
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of trading to-day and to continue until further
notice. This action is taken as a temporary
measure pending a full discussion with the
government.

This action means that until further notice
it is not permissible to trade in the Winnipeg
futures market at less than the prices men-
tioned, namely, May 70§, July 71§, October
733. It should be made clear that trading
may proceed normally at or above these prices.

On Saturday, May 11, May wheat closed in
Winnipeg, at 892 cents. On Saturday, May 18,
May wheat sold as low as 60§. The break in
the Chicago wheat futures market has been
even more drastic, their May wheat closing
on Saturday, May 11 at $1.08% and trading
as low as 76} cents on Saturday, May 18.

While several factors have entered into the
situation it seems clear that the changed war
picture has been a predominant influence in
the decline in commodity and securities
markets. The fear of lost markets and the
general financial unsettlement have created a
feeling of uncertainty and resulted in general
and drastic liquidation on the part of holders
of wheat. In addition to the liquidation men-
tioned there has been considerable selling by
exporters against contracts which were can-
celled on account of the purchasing coun-
tries becoming involved in the war. It is
needless to say that the Canadian wheat board
took no action which would in any way aggra-
vate the situation.

This whole matter is now the subject of
discussions between the wheat committee of
the cabinet and the Canadian wheat board.

INQUIRY AS TO INTERIM PAYMENTS ON 1939
CROP

On the orders of the day:

Mr. ROBERT FAIR (Battle River): As
the group with which I am associated has
already officially requested that an interim
payment be made on the 1939 wheat crop,
and according to a press report of March 21
last the Hon. J. G. Gardiner, Minister of
Agriculture, speaking at Wilkie, Saskatchewan,
promised that the Liberal government, if
returned at the pending election, would intro-
duce amendments to the wheat board act
providing that an interim payment of ten
to twelve cents a bushel would be made on
the 1939 wheat crop, I would ask the govern-
ment whether this payment will be made
under an amendment to the wheat board
legislation or under the War Measures Act.

Right Hon. W. L. MACKENZIE KING
(Prime Minister): The question might be
allowed to stand as a question on the order
paper.

[Mr. J. A. MacKinnon.]

SUBVERSIVE ACTIVITIES

SUGGESTED INTERNMENT OF ENEMY SYMPA-
THIZERS—COMMITTEE ON DEFENCE OF
CANADA REGULATIONS

On the orders of the day:

Hon. H. A. BRUCE (Parkdale): I should
like to address a question to the Minister of
Justice (Mr. Lapointe). The attorney general
of Ontario has proposed that subversive ele-
ments in Canada should be placed in intern-
ment camps, in the same manner as alien
enemies. I believe this proposal has been
made to the minister, and that he has stated
he would make a statement in the house.
Is the minister prepared to make such a state-
ment in the house to-day, or if not, when?

Right Hon. ERNEST LAPOINTE (Min-
ister of Justice): I am pleased to say that
I am in a position to make a statement which
will answer my hon. friend’s question.

The Hon. G, D. Conant, attorney general
of Ontario, wrote to me under date of May 14,
1940, respecting subversive activities and the
defence of Canada regulations. As, however,
his letter was given to and published by the
press, I think it appropriate that I should
make a statement to the house; so I anticipated
the wishes of my hon. friend.

Mr. Conant suggests in effect that all per-
sons, whether British or aliens, who are
accused of subversive activities be detained
without trial, but subject to what amounts to
an appeal, under the authority of an order of
the Minister of Justice, in the same manner as
enemy aliens are detained.

I may point out that the position of the two
classes, that is, offenders against certain regula-
tions, and enemy aliens, is entirely different.
In the case of enemy aliens their nationality
is known and a trial is not necessary or desir-
able. In the case of those in the other class
it is essential, under the present regulations and
under our system of justice, that, subject pos-
sibly to exceptions in particular cases, they
should be proven guilty in a court of law in
the usual manner. The regulations contemplate
and provide for this procedure.

The powers contained in regulation 21, re-
ferred to by Mr. Conant, would under the
present regulations be exercised by the Min-
ister of Justice only with regard to persons
other than enemy aliens and exceptional cases
or where an emergency or extraordinary situa-
tion existed and no other appropriate or effec-
tive procedure was available.

It may be, however, that an amendment to
the regulations might be desirable whereby
after conviction in the trial court bail would
be prohibited and thus the convicted person
would not be at liberty pending any appeal



MAY 20, 1940 21

The Address—Mr. Hanson (York-Sunbury)

that might be instituted. This suggestion,
together with others, will be referred to the
committee of this house to be set up for
the purpose of considering the Defence of
Canada regulations.

The constitutional responsibility for the
internment of enemy aliens rests with the
dominion authorities, and the procedure
adopted with respect thereto is not applicable
to prosecution for subversive activities. The
constitutional responsibility for the adminis-
tration of justice, which includes the enforce-
ment of the present regulations dealing with
subversive activities, rests with the provincial
authorities, and I feel confident that they
will continue to carry out their responsibili-
ties in this respect as they have in the past.

I may say, in view of the fact that a com-
mittee of this house is to be set up for the
purpose of considering the defence of Canada
regulations, that it is my intention to suggest
to the committee that it consider, amongst
other things, the whole quesion of the enforce-
ment of the regulations and the procedure
therefor.

Mr. ANGUS MacINNIS (Vancouver East):
I am in receipt of a communication from the
mayor of Vancouver which states that there
is considerable feeling in that city against
enemy aliens and enemy sympathizers. The
communication further expresses the fear that
unless there is an assurance from the federal
government that adequate measures are being
taken to cope with subversive activities of
such people, citizens may organize for that
purpose. Under the circumstances I think a
statement from the minister would be ‘useful.

Mr. LAPOINTE (Quebec East): I think,
Mr. Speaker, that the statement I have just
made largely answers my hon. friend’s ques-
tion. However, I may assure him that the
government, through the Royal Canadian
Mounted Police and other agencies, is keep-
ing close supervision on the persons referred
to in the telegram from Vancouver. May
I note, however, that until a few days ago
all the criticisms which I received on behalf
of the government as Minister of Justice were
to the effect that the defence of Canada
regulations were much too arbitrary and
severe, and that they should be altered in
that respect. Apparently there has been a
change in public opinion, and now the eriticism
is the other way. The whole matter, I am
pleased to say, will be considered by a com-
mittee of the house. The original intention
in appointing the committee was to give an
opportunity of expression to those who
criticized the regulations because they were
too drastic. Apparently now the committee
will hear instead those who find the regula-
tions not drastic enough.

SPEECH FROM THE THRONE
CONTINUATION OF DEBATE ON ADDRESS IN REPLY

The house resumed from Friday, May 17,
consideration of the motion of Mr. Lapointe
(Lotbiniére) for an address to His Excellency
the Administrator in reply to his speech at
the opening of the session.

Hon. R. B. HANSON (Leader of the
Opposition): Mr. Speaker, I am deeply con-
scious of the responsibilities that devolve upon
me at this time. In approaching a discussion
of the resolution now before the house I
cannot disguise from you, sir, or the members
of this house, that my mind, and I hope and
trust the mind of each of us, is filled with
anxiety over what has taken place on the
other side of the ocean during the past few
days. I intend to go quite fully into the
question of Canada’s war effort at a later
stage of my remarks; at the moment I desire
only to say that I believe we are engaged in
a just war. If ever in the history of mankind
there was a righteous war it is my firm belief
that Canada is now participating in a war of
high spiritual values, a war for the preserva-
tion of the maximum of individual liberty
and indeed for the preservation of our
Christian civilization. Because the background
and the objects of the war in which we are
engaged are of such importance it occurs to
me that it is time for clear thinking on the
part of each of us; and may I say it is time
for reasonably straight talking. This after-
noon I shall approach this question from no
partisan point of view but rather, I hope,
from the point of view of a Canadian national
whose country, together with that of our
gallant allies, is confronted with one of the
greatest problems of our time.

Tirst, however, there are some things which
it is customary to say on this occasion.
Already, Mr. Speaker, reference has been made
to your election, and you will pardon me
if I do not repeat now what I said previously.
We all wish you well in the discharge of your
public duties.

I come now to a brief consideration of the
speeches we heard on Friday last. I am sure
the two young gentlemen who distinguished
themselves on that occasion will pardon me
if I do not follow all the ramifications of
their addresses. I want to congratulate them
both, particularly on the composure they
displayed in addressing this house for the first
time. I confess to you, Mr. Speaker, and to
the members of this house, that it was a long
time before I caught the atmosphere of this
chamber to an equal degree, if I ever did,
and I have heard other hon. members, some
of whom have taken prominent parts in the
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discussions of this house, make the same
confession privately. I am making my confes-
sion publicly.

I desire to offer to the hon. member for
Lotbiniére (Mr. Lapointe) my particular con-
gratulations. I read his remarks very
hurriedly, but they emphasized two points to
which I might refer briefly. He truly stated
that youth will be the chief sufferer from
this great international disaster that has come
upon us. Undoubtedly that is so to-day, as it
has been so in the past and will continue to
be so as long as wars occur. As I conceive it,
the carrying on of war so far as man power
is concerned is the burden of youth, governed
by the mature judgment and experience of
older men. Then the hon. gentleman referred
to the post-war period. That, of course, is
important, and I believe the Prime Minister
(Mr. Mackenzie King) has placed upon the
order paper, thus early in the session and
early in the war, a resolution to set up a
committee to study and report upon this
question. Of course it is important, but it
does seem to me that the winning of the war
is of much more importance and that we
might well postpone consideration of post-war
conditions, because at this time who could
say what those conditions might be?

I should like to offer my sincere personnal
congratulations to the right hon. Minister of
Justice (Mr. Lapointe), the father of the hon.
member for Lotbiniere. In the words of a
great statesman on a similar occasion in the
imperial parliament—

It was a speech which must have been dear
and refreshing to a father’s heart.

Those were the words of Mr. Gladstone
during the heat of a debate on Ireland, ad-
dressed to Right Hon. Joseph Chamberlain
after his son, Mr. Austen Chamberlain, had
made his maiden speech. I think they are
applicable on this occasion also; therefore I
congratulate the right hon. gentleman. I would
not have him think, however, that the situa-
tion is unique even in the history of this
Canadian parliament. I am reminded that
from my neighbouring province of Nova
Scotia there came to this parliament in the
early days of confederation two gentlemen
named Tupper who made a real contribution
to the early history of this country. First
there was Sir Charles Tupper, one time
prime minister of Canada; then there was
his son Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper, member
of many an administration and holder of
more than one federal portfolio. So that
there was a similar occurrence in those earlier
days; and the Tuppers made a distinct con-
tribution to government in Canada. It has

[Mr. R. B. Hanson.]

always been a matter of regret to me that
there has been no substantial recognition of
what Sir Charles Tupper did for Canada in
its early development. Without him con-
federation would not have been possible, and
in my view Canada should have commemor-
ated his place in her history by a monument
on parliament hill.

May I at this point congratulate the hon.
member for Vancouver North (Mr. Sinclair),
who seconded the address in reply on Friday
last. Surrounded as he is, it must have taken
a marked degree of courage to give utterance
to the sentiments which he expressed on that
occasion. Today he finds himself mentioned
on the front pages of the great newspapers of
Canada, and upon his courage I congratulate
him.

What was it he said that struck the imag-
ination of the Canadian people? May I draw
the attention of hon. members to what he
said, as reported at page 16 of Hansard:

For far too long we have taken for granted
the rights and privileges of British subjects,
and the vast resources and the boundless oppor-
tunities of this land of ours. Now that all
of this is in jeopardy we realize that these

things are infinitely precious, that life without
them would be impossible.

And later:

_This parliament meets in the darkest days
since our nation was born. The hopes and the
prayers of all Canada are with us to-day.

I would ask hon. members, Mr. Speaker,
to be good enough to note these words:

This is no time for complacency. It is a
time for united effort, for ceaseless endeavour;
above all, for action, fearless action.

May I from the bottom of my heart re-
echo these words, and again I congratulate
the hon. member upon having had the cour-
age, from his place in this house and on the
first occasion, on which he addressed it, to
give utterance to what I consider to be noble
sentiments. I wonder if it occurred to the
hon. member that for the most part those
observations were received in silence by his
colleagues, but with an indication of the
greatest pleasure by hon. members on this
side of the house. This is a fact which should
give him food for thought.

In the speech from the throne no reference
was made to the visit of Their Majesties the
King and Queen. I have no doubt that at
the last session of parliament, or during the
session which closed about the time of their
departure, reference was made to this very
important event in our history. But since I
was not in the house at that time I may be
pardoned if on this occasion I make some
reference to it. No matter who suggested it,
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whether it was the Prime Minister (Mr. Mac-
kenzie King) or somebody in England, I con-
sider that the visit of Their Majesties to
Canada just a short year ago did more to
cement Canadian unity than any other event
in our history.

I was delighted to have the opportunity of
being at least an onlooker during a portion
of that visit. I know that irrespective of class,
race or creed the Canadian people responded
to the utmost on that occasion. If the Prime
Minister was the author of the idea may I
take this opportunity of congratulating him
upon it, and upon having carried it through
to a successful conclusion. It gave to our
people from one end of the country to the
other an opportunity of seeing in the flesh
a wonderful young man and a glorious woman,
the king and queen of our empire and of
this Canada of ours. I am confident that our
people enjoyed the visit to the full. It was
a matter of regret to me that during the day
they visited New Brunswick they were rushed
unduly; but so many people wanted to see
them that a rush could not be avoided, and
I am sure they did not regret the labours of
that long and arduous day.

In the speech from the throne reference is
made to the death of Lord Tweedsmuir. Ex-
cept in a very general way it was not my
privilege to know the late governor general;
I met him on one occasion for a matter of
only three minutes. But I have known John
Buchan since the days when I began to read
his books. I enjoyed reading those books,
and without hesitation I would commend to
every hon. member a thorough reading of his
writings. If one wants to read a good story
he cannot do better than read “John McNab”.
I have recommended that book to many of
my friends. On the other hand, if one prefers
history, then I know of no modern writer who
better exemplifies the best traditions of Eng-
lish literature than has John Buchan in his
lives of Montrose and Cromwell. I am pleased
to reflect that upon his appointment to the
high office of governor general in Canada he
lived up to the best traditions of the office.
In his travels throughout Canada he made
friends at all points, and in large measure
was the interpreter as between the mother
country and the Canadian people. It was with
the deepest personal regret that I learned of
his death, and in my humble way at this
late date may I extend to Lady Tweedsmuir
and to his family my sincere expressions of
sympathy.

In the address he has put in the mouth of
the Administrator the Prime Minister has
mentioned the appointment of the Earl of
Athlone as the successor to the late Lord

Tweedsmuir. I can say only that when he
and the Princess Alice arrive, Canada will
offer them a loyal and hospitable welcome.

Recently we had an election in Canada. I
have no desire to rehash the issues of the
recent campaign, nor have I any recriminations
to offer. The people have spoken, as is their
sovereign right, and I accept the verdict. Such
is democracy. We may think that that verdict
was unfair, that it was unjust, that it was
not the real voice of the Canadian people,
but votes count and seats in this house count.
I am not going into an analysis, such as I
have heard in days gone by, to show how
many more thousands of Conservative votes
it took to elect one Conservative member of
this house than it did Liberal votes to elect
one Liberal member. I shall not refer to the
fact that it took only a few thousand votes
to elect a member in the group angularly
opposite. This is a phrase which was used
frequently in this house when I first entered it.
I shall not refer to the fact that it took a great
many thousands of votes to elect a member
of the group immediately to my left. The fact
is that the government succeeded in getting
about 54 per cent of the 4,500,000 votes that
were polled in the election, while they have
75 or 80 per cent of the seats in this house.
That hardly seems enough under the circum-
stances. It looks to me like an embarrassment
of riches. Aside from the war issue, at the
moment I have no hope of any palace
revolution taking place over there. I am sure
that in normal peace times there would be
none because they are so intent upon one
thing. There may be a palace revolution as
time goes on and things become progressively
worse in the war, but time alone will tell.

Of course I do recognize that the Prime
Minister and his government have received
a great mandate. In my view the meaning
of that mandate is clear, and I wish to put
this on the record. If the Prime Minister
differs with my view I shall be glad to have
him point out wherein he differs when he
comes to speak. My view of the meaning
of the mandate to the government is that
we should pursue with all the power of all
the resources at our disposal the work of
assisting the mother country and her gallant
allies in the supreme task of winning this
war and driving back the ruthless invader.
There must be a preservation of the maxi-
mum amount of liberty and of our Christian
civilization. Above all I desire to make it
clear that in my view the mandate is not
for a limited liability contribution. Let there
be no mistake about that.

At this point I should like to make some
observations with respect to the National
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Conservative party which I have the honour
to lead in this house for the time being.
Compared with the votes which were polled
in the country we are few in number, but
as I look around and see the earnest young
men who sit beside me I realize that what
we lack in numbers we make up in quality
and in devotion to Canada and to the empire.
The results of this election should not be
the occasion for tears or beating of the
breast. Any party that can poll approxi-
mately one and a half million votes in Canada
is neither dead nor dying. We must continue
to pursue our war efforts and give considera-
tion to the economic problems that confront
this dominion, but we should also devote
ourselves to the upbuilding of a truly Con-
servative party, a party which will truly
reflect the views of that sober and solemn
element in the country which in thought
and action is always Conservative. This does
not mean that we shall be a static party, but
rather a party of orderly progress, holding
fast to that which is good in our past, lopping
off the mouldered branches of yesterday.
Above all the Conservative party will con-
tinue to give its unyielding loyalty to the
British crown. This is one of the corner-
stones of wour very existence. I want to
express a profound conviction that I hold,
that there will always be a Conservative party
in Canada. This will be so because of the
character and mentality of our people. We
are proud to think of the achievements of
that party in the past. I do not intend to
traverse this situation. Rather should we put
forward our voices, rather should we prepare
ourselves to be an alternative government at

any time. The king’s government must go on.

I should like to make a brief reference to
the retirement of the gentleman who pre-
ceded me in this position. He leaves us
with the respect and regret of every one of us.
In saying that I feel sure I express the atti-
tude of the members of all parties in this
house. Doctor Manion is a great Canadian.
During the years he served Canada, in the
army, in the government and in this house,
he made a great contribution to his king
and country. He is still, comparatively speak-
ing, a young man, and I am confident that
he has many years of useful service ahead
of him. I should like to add that my own
relations with him were most happy. They
extended over a period of twenty years or
more and I shall always look back with
pleasure to my association with him.

I should like to give brief consideration to
some of the matters contained in the speech
from the throne, other than the reference to
our war efforts. I should like to congratulate
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the Prime Minister upon being brief for once
—or perhaps it is the second time. I was not
here last January when the speech was—
no doubt—the briefest in the history of Canada.
The speech from the throne this session takes
second place. I shall not revert to what took
place last January, but I can tell him candidly
that when I heard the announcement over the
radio on January 26, when I was down in the
southern part of this hemisphere, I could
gladly have assassinated him. However, I do
not believe in threshing over old straw,
although 1 have views on that subject. It was
an affront to parliament to call members here
and then dissolve parliament. It was an
affront to the Canadian people. But times
are too serious to dwell upon this now and
the election has washed out any indictment
that may have been preferred against him by
reason of what happened on that occasion.
Reference is made in the speech from the
throne to unemployment insurance on a
national scale, the exact statement being:

—resolutions will be introduced for an amend-
ment to the British North America Act which
would empower the parliament of Canada to
enact at the present session legislation to
estzlxblish unemployment insurance on a national
scale.

Of course that is absolutely the correct
constitutional way to proceed. I am reminded
by a smile on the face of the Minister of
Justice that on a former occasion another
government did not proceed in that way.
Well, I really thought at the time that, having
regard to the treaty-making power contained
in the British North America Act, having
regard to the previous legislation and resolu-
tions passed by this parliament with respect
to the Geneva labour conventions, we had
brought ourselves within the jurisdiction of
parliament to enact such legislation. That
has been ruled ultra vires. Again I accept the
verdict—this time of the courts of the country.
Willy-nilly I must. I think that this is the
proper course to pursue, the orderly course of
amending the constitution in accordance with
the powers and the precedents in that regard.
But I am wondering, in the first place, if it
will be possible at this session of parliament
to pass such an address and such resolutions
as are requisite and necessary and to have
them assented to by the imperial parliament
in time to put through important legislation
of this kind during the present session. I am
also wondering what attitude our friends in the
provinces are going to take with respect to
this matter. Are we to wait and obtain from
them their assent to the important amend-
ments of the constitution which will be
necessary, or will they attack the provisions
as being an invasion of provincial autonomy?

—
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I do not know. These are queries which are
coming up in my mind with respect to the
matter.

Down in the province of New Brunswick
we had, until last November, a gentleman who
took very strong ground with regard to the
invasion of provincial rights by the federal
authority. Well, that brushwood has now
been cleared away by the election. I warn
my right hon. friend the Minister of Justice
that there are obstacles left in that direction;
however, I say to him, persevere, do not take
too seriously the opposition which may come
to you from that quarter.

I am one of those who have always thought
that we ought to have a strong central govern-
ment in Canada. I do not care who criticizes
me for that opinion. I have found that the
more power we gave to the provinces the
more money they would spend and the deeper
in debt they would put the people of this
country. If you want to visualize what the
founding fathers of this confederation had in
mind, apply to our constitution the acid test
of a war-time condition: then you will realize
that the basic function of government in Can-
ada is or should be found in the federal legis-
lature.

I doubt very much whether it is possible
to enact at this session an unemployment
insurance act. If this matter is of the import-
ance which I believe it to be, it seems to

me that we have lost five precious years. I

would go a little further. I suppose that if
in the last twenty years my right hon. friend
has promised unemployment insurance legisla-
tion once, he has promised it half a dozen
times.

An hon. MEMBER: Twenty times—every
year.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury) : Well, I will
not go that far. For five years I was not
here, and I did not pay very much attention
to what was going on in this parliament. As a
matter of fact I really never anticipated com-
ing back. If I may tell you, Mr. Speaker, a
personal secret, I decided to contest this
election in order that if possible I might defeat
the man who defeated me in 1935. That was
one motivating factor; it was not the whole
reason—IJ should not like people to think that
I am as narrow and vicious as that. But the
fact is that that gentleman eluded me by
accepting a high office. I should like to add
that we have been on friendly terms for forty
years. Once upon a time I had the pleasure
and the profit of acting as his confidential
solicitor, but when I became a Conservative
member of parliament he dropped me like a
hot potato. Let me repeat that I should not
like the house to believe that the reason I

have given was the only reason I contested
this election. I had an idea—if I may be per-
mitted the personal reference—that perhaps I
could render service to Canada at this time.
I hope I may.

Another matter is referred to in the speech
from the throne. There is the very brief
announcement:

The report of the royal commission _on
dominion-provincial relations, which has just
been received, will be tabled immediately.

The Prime Minister has made good that
statement. I am wondering what is the re-
action of this house and the country to that
report. I do not suppose that anybody here
has read the report, let alone the appendices;
but I have studied the recommendations which
have been made, and I am impressed by
some of them and I am not impressed by
others. I alluded a little while ago to the
spending proclivities of our provincial govern-
ments, especially those of the small provinces.
They seem to be oblivious of the fact that
there is only one set of taxpayers in Canada
paying to both jurisdictions. The suggestion
is made in this report that this government
shall take over the financing and the ser-
vicing of the provineial debts, and that, as
the corollary of that, the dominion shall take
over certain important sources of income
which the provinces now enjoy. Well, I
think that if my right hon friend tries to
implement the part of the report dealing
with the second matter to which I have
alluded, he will have a very great deal of
difficulty. My experience, at least from 1930
to 1935—and I say this with great respect to
those with whom I dealt—was that the pro-
vincial legislatures were willing to take all
but to give very little. I suppose that is
human nature. But if the government of
Canada takes over the servicing of the debts
of the provinces, there must be some provision
whereby they will not be allowed to go on
incurring debt after debt. I do not know
what the report has to say in relation to
that, but I should like to throw out this warn-
ing, that if consideration is to be given to
the one constructive suggestion, certainly
there is a corollary involved in that principle.

I had intended to say something about the
defence of Canada regulations, but the Min-
ister of Justice has forestalled me in nearly
everything I had it in mind to say. I have
received, as I suppose all members of this
house have received, a good many communi-
cations and some briefs with respect to the
severity of these regulations, and recently,
since the war situation has become so acute,
I have begun to receive recommendations
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implying that they are not severe enough.
Of course, there are both points of view and
both will have to be given consideration.

Having regard to the conditions that pre-
vail in Canada, I wonder whether the Min-
ister of Justice has not now some qualms of
conscience at having repealed section 98 of
the criminal code. He shakes his head, never-
theless I suggest that while it might not have
been necessary in time of peace, it would be
a useful adjunct to the laws of the country
at the present time. I invite him to consider
the reenactment of section 98.

I am glad in a way that the Prime Min-
ister has decided to submit the whole ques-
tion to a special committee, but I recognize
this as an old practice of his, perhaps to evade
responsibility. I say that in no harsh or vin-
dictive spirit. My recollection .of the first
important project that was brought before
this house in the session of 1922, when my
right hon. friend was facing parliament for
the first time as Prime Minister, is that there
came up for consideration the question of
railway rates in the west. His government,
instead of having a policy on this great and
vital question, referred the matter to a com-
mittee of the House of Commons and so
passed on responsibility. I well remember the
part played in that committee by the hon.
gentleman who is now sitting in the treasury
benches occupying the position of Minister
of Mines and Resources (Mr. Crerar). I
remember the trial kite that was put out by
the gentleman who was chairman of that special
committee as to what the report would be—
I refer to Hon. A. K. Maclean—and I believe
my memory is accurate in that regard. It
was stated that the committee was prepared
to accept the draft report that had been made
by the chairman and the present Minister of
Mines and Resources, then representing
Marquette. He put a pistol to the head of
the Prime Minister and there was a right
about face on the question. I have a long
memory and I can recall that exactly. I
remember being told the whole situation by a
supporter of the government of that day, a
gentleman who is not now on earth but whom
the Minister of Finance (Mr. Ralston) knew
very well in his lifetime. That gentleman
said that never again would that sort of
thing happen.

I hope that these references to committees
are not made by the executive for the pur-
pose of sidestepping responsibility. The gov-
ernment is responsible to the people and should
have a policy.

The defence of Canada regulations are
based, I take it, upon those in vogue in
England, although I suppose they are not the
exact counterpart. In fact, I have heard the
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criticism that these regulations are very much
more severe than those in England. Well, I
think it is necessary in war time that some
power should be vested in the executive to
control subversive elements in the country. I
am all for law and order. Whatever I may
have been in my younger days, as I grow
older and more mature I am all for law and
order. I am for law and order in Canada in
war time and I believe the government must
have some power at its elbow.

I have been reading the life of Abraham
Lincoln by Carl Sandburg, “ Lincoln—the
War Years,” and I recall a criticism which
was made of Lincoln and his government
because of the virtual suspension of habeas
corpus, and the unconstitutionality of the
executive action at that time of travail in
the life of our neighbouring republic. Subse-
quently, if I remember rightly, his act was
declared ultra vires by a chief justice who
had been a member of his own administration.
What a situation! So far as I am concerned
the Prime Minister and his government must
have power by executive action to deal with
any emergent situation that may arise from
time to time while the country is at war, but
1 hope they will exercise that power with the
utmost judicial discretion and will play no
favourites. That is all T have to say in that
regard.

I desire to devote some attention to the
war efiort of this administration. The Prime
Minister and hon. gentlemen opposite may
not agree with what I have to say, but as I
stated in the very opening remarks I addressed
to the house, this is a time for clear thinking
and straight talking. May I refer to the
situation in Canada prior to September, 1939.
Perhaps I should go back a little farther than
that, because during the election I heard in
my own constituency a criticism of the govern-
ment of Mr. Bennett from 1930 to 1935 on
the ground that in those years it had not done
anything with respect to the question of
national defence or empire defence. I do not
think it was a big issue in the election, but
reference has been made to the question and
I think I ought to justify the position that
was taken at that time.

In the years from 1930 to 1935 Canada
was in the throes of an economic revolution
unparalleled in the history of the world. We
were faced with declining revenues and with
the necessity of imposing taxation upon the
people, and I ask you, Mr. Speaker, and the
membership of this house how any government
under those circumstances would have been
justified in imposing new taxation upon the
people of Canada for national or empire
defence in the light of the situation as it was
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then in Europe. I think I have only to ask
the question to have the answer. No govern-
ment would have been justified in 1933, when
this country was in the depths of the economic
depression, in asking parliament to impose
new taxation on the people of Canada for
national defence. If we had asked the people
for any substantial sum of money for this
purpose, what an uproar of indignation would
have arisen from hon. gentlemen opposite,
led by the Prime Minister himself! I have
no doubt about that at all. I heard it on
many occasions. My mind goes back to the
time in 1922—hon. members know that as we
get older we tend to become reminiscent;
I hope I am not transgressing too much—
when Hon. George P. Graham was Minister
-of Militia; the hon. member for Quebec South
(Mr. Power)—my friend from Quebec South,
if he will permit me to call him so—was a
member of this house and a supporter of the
government, and he led a rebellion against
the estimates of the militia department of
that day. The Conservative party representa-
tion in this house at that time endeavoured
to help the minister to put his estimates
through, and, as I recall it, they were very
‘modest estimates. I remember that the
minister had to withdraw his estimates and
‘bring them back greatly reduced in amount.
If that was so in 1922 or 1923, when the
country was blessed with the beneficent
Liberal rule of my right hon. friend, and was
returning to prosperity after the war years,
what would he have said in 1933 if we had
asked for any substantial amount for national
defence? The roof would have been the limit.

Mr. STIRLING: It would not have been
the limit; there would have been no limit.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): So I am
justifying my position with respect to not
having asked the people of Canada for any
large sum for national defence at that time.
I believe, though—I am not sure about this;
I have not looked it up—we did make a start
in 1934 and 1935 with respect to the establish-
ment of a government munitions plant in the
province of Quebec. I remember that that
was opposed by the right hon. gentleman, and
if my memory serves me aright, immediately
on being returned to power he suspended all
operations with respect to that well-conceived
plan which had been worked out by the
Department of National Defence for the pur-
pose of making munitions under the govern-
ment of this country. I never heard any
great criticism of that at the time, but I have
heard a substantial amount of criticism since.
Of course we are always wiser in the light
of after-events.

From 1935 conditions materially changed
with respect to the whole question.of national
defence. Who ever heard of Hitler in 19332
But you heard of him in 1934 or thereabouts,
when he was made chancelior of the German
reich. From then one thing evolved into
another, and the head of the aggressor was
raised in Europe. Still I am free to admit
that none of us at that time expected that by
1939 we should be plunged into a tragic war.
We all stood aghast at what he did to Austria,
and when the rape of Czechoslovakia took
place I felt sure that a madman was loose in
Europe. After Munich—and I am making no
criticism of Munich, let that be distinctly
understood: if ever a man laboured and
struggled to preserve the peace of the world
it was the Right Hon. Neville Chamberlain.
He deserves the sympathy of every one of us,
and history will accord to him a very high place
among the statesmen of the British empire.
If hon. members are interested in reading
about the struggle which he made, may I
commend to them a book which I have
recently written—

Some hon. MEMBERS: Oh, oh.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): —which I
have recently read. I am glad I do not write
books. There is a saying—I think it is in
the Bible: “Oh, that mine adversary had writ-
ten a book!” Some people will refer to that
very feelingly; perhaps the Prime Minister
himself will remember that he wrote a book—

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: I am glad I did.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): —which I
do not believe many people read to-day. I am
bound to tell him that I never read it; I
started to, but I could not finish it.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: That is a
reflection on my hon. friend himself,

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): That may
be true; I know I am stupid most of the time,
but I confess that I never could get interested
in the book. However, this is a digression. If
any hon. member is interested in following the
efforts of Mr. Chamberlain to preserve the
peace of Kurope and the world I commend
to him the book of Sir Nevile Henderson,
entitled “The Failure of a Mission.” It is
I think the first record that has been given to
the public of the efforts of one of the greatest
statesmen we have ever had in England; and
because Mr. Chamberlain failed to achieve his
purpose is no reason why he should be con-
demned. May I say further how much I
admire him for what he did in the recent
past, since this crisis came on, in unselfishly
giving up his position at the head of the state
when he found he could not command that
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overwhelming confidence of the House of
Commons in Great Britain which he thought
he ought to have.

Between 1937 and 1939 I submit that this
government had ample warning of what was
taking place in Europe. I am told—I cannot
vouch for the truth of this because I have
not access to the proof—that everything that
was done by the government was done with
absolutely no reference to what might take
place in Europe, that the question of overseas
operations was taboo.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: I do not wish to
interrupt my hon. friend, but I think I should
take issue with him immediately on any state-
ment that—

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): The right
hon. gentleman will have plenty of time to
reply.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: But when my
friend makes a statement, and says he has
no authority for the statement he makes, it
is part of my duty to see that a statement
which is incorrect is immediately denied; I say
the statement just made is wholly incorrect.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): Of course
I know that the right hon. gentleman will
take the opportunity to deny it, but I state
that it is my information; and more than
that, as proof of the truth of the position
which I am trying to formulate, my under-
standing of the debates of this parliament
is that on every vote for national defence
that was passed from 1935 to 1939 it was
emphasized that the money was for the
defence of Canada and the defence of Canada
only. That, I submit, is some proof of the
truth of the position I am trying to define
to-day.

Now may I ask where was Canada’s first
line of defence during all the trying period
before September, 19397 Was it in Canada
or was it over there where to-day they are
striving with the beasts of Ephlesus to pre-
serve our liberty? We have never had more
than one line of defence; our first and only
line has been the British navy, and we ought
to thank God reverently that we have such
a defence—to which, however, we do not con-
tribute a single dollar or a single man. It
is only in times of stress such as we are
going through now that we recognize the
truth of these matters. As was stated on
Friday last by the hon. member for Van-
couver North (Mr. Sinclair), in normal times
we take for granted the privileges of a British
subject, and it is only in a period of trial
and stress such as that in which we are now
living that we realize what are the privileges
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of a DBritish subject and comprehend that
during all these years the British govern-
ment has been providing our first line of
defence. Why, Canada could not defend her-
self against Siam! Make no mistake about
that. Why all this talk about the defence
of Canada? Why should we not be honest
with ourselves and with the people of this
country and say that our defence is the com-
mon defence of the British empire and our
gallant allies? That is the only defence worth
anything at this time, when our liberties and
our very civilization are at stake, but we
have done nothing to assist.

Where was the security of Canada ever
menaced? Was it to the south? Well, for
more than a hundred years, ever since the
Rush-Bagot treaty, there has not been a single
fort, a single gun or a single ship along
the whole international boundary. That is a
matter of mutual congratulation to the people
of this dominion and the people of the re-
public to our south. We are not and never
have been menaced by those friendly neigh-
bours. On the contrary in the city of Kingston,
on July 1, 1938, in the presence of the Prime
Minister of this country, the president of the
great republic to the south offered to take us
under that couniry’s wing and to defend us if
we were ever attacked by an enemy from with-
out. This afternoon I have no intention of say-
ing one word repelling the goodwill of the presi-
dent of the United States; it would be not only
inappropriate but wholly inexpedient that I
or anyone else should do so at this time,
because I greatly appreciate the friendliness
and goodwill of that country not only towards
us but towards our mother country and our
allies, and I am hopeful that it may become
more than goodwill. But what they may do
over there in that connection is their own
business, and theirs alone. I wonder, how-
ever, if any self-respecting Canadian within
the sound of my voice or anywhere in this
country wants to see Canada dependent at
any time for her national safety upon the
government of the United States. Surely if we
are a nation our self-respect will demand
something more of ourselves than that. I am
neither a prophet nor the son of a prophet,
but if the day ever comes when we have to
shelter ourselves behind the armed forces of
the Stars and Stripes, that day we will haul
down the Union Jack in Canada and it will
never go up again.

No, I do not think we have any enemy to
our south. Then what enemy have we to the
west? Well, perhaps we have a potential
enemy there. I do not want to say very much
about that, but I believe that potential enemy
is so busily engaged in digesting its gains in
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China that it really is not a potential enemy
of this country at all. Certainly we have
nothing to fear from the north. Therefore our
only enemy must be in the east, among the
dictators of Europe; and if that be so it is
not only common sense that instead of spend-
ing money on the construction of emplace-
ments, embankments and forts in Canada we
should endeavour to the utmost to further the
cause of our mother country and our allies
in the terrible conflict which is now raging?
That is the view I take; that, I think, is the
sensible thing. That is what I, as a self-
respecting Canadian, believe this country
should have done.

The speech from the throne contains certain
statements with reference to collaboration with
the mother country. I intend to refer to this
point a little later, but before I forget I
should like to invite the Prime Minister to
lay before the house, if it is in writing, the
evidence to show that this government has
collaborated with the British government. I
believe the people of Canada are asking what
was the degree of collaboration, if any, re-
quested by the British government, and what
was the degree of cooperation given by this
government both prior to and since the out-
break of the war. I quite appreciate that there
may be confidential communications which the
Prime Minister cannot lay before this house,
but I do suggest to him that the people of
Canada will not be satisfied with anything
less than substantial evidence of what the
situation is, and accordingly I invite him to
table that evidence.

The most striking evidence of what I fear
is lack of collaboration is to be found in the
matter of air defence. If my information
and my reading of the evidence are correct,
through the Prime Minister this country re-
fused to collaborate with the mother country
in 1937 and 1938 with respect to air training
in Canada. As I understand the Prime Minis-
ter’s position, as pointed out in a speech
made in the house on July 1, 1938, the reason
assigned was that it would be a violation or
an infringement, of the sovereignty of Canada.

I have before me the text of the Prime
Minister’s statement. It is, however, well
known in the house and I shall not spread
it on the record. It might have been—I do
not agree that it was—academically and
theoretically a sound position for the right
hon. gentleman to take at that time. But,
from a practical point of view, and having
regard to what has since occurred, what a
position for Canada to take! In effect we
were saying to the mother country, “Although
you lack space, of which we have an abund-
ance in Canada, we cannot allow you at your

own expense to come out here and train men
for aviation because, forsooth, it would be a
violation of the sovereignty of the country.”
I hope I have not overstated the position.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: I must say
my hon. friend has completely misstated it.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): I do not
think so. I shall read what the right hon.
gentleman said, as reported at page 4527 of
Hansard of 1938:

May I say a word with respect to the idea
of having the imperial air force set up flying
schools in Canada to train their pilots; in
short, a military station put down in Canada,
owned, maintained and operated by the
imperial government for imperial purposes.

In those sentences the Prime Minister is
setting out the premise of the position. Then
he says:

I must say that long ago Canadian govern-
ments finally settled the constitutional principle
that in Canadian territory there could be no
military establishments unless they were owned,
maintained and controlled by the Canadian
government responsible to the Canadian parlia-
ment and people. In the end the imperial naval
stations and army garrisons were withdrawn
and Canadian authority took over.

I remember when that was done, and I do
not think the question of sovereignty was the
primary principle in accordance with which
the British government gave up stations at
Halifax and elsewhere in Canada. I think it
was because the Canadian government were
willing to take over and save the British
government some money. I well remember
when the Leinster regiment left Halifax. I
was a boy going to school in those days, and
my recollection is that it was not a question
of sovereignty, at all; rather, it was a ques-
tion of expediency, a question of dollars and
cents or of pounds, shillings and pence.

Then the Prime Minister goes on to say:

A reversal of that principle and that historical
process at this date is something the Canadian
people would not for a moment “entertain.
Well, I wonder if that would be true to-day?
If the British government wanted to train
men in Canada to-day I wonder if the Cana-
dian people would show any resentment.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: Would my hon.
friend put the case fairly? There has never
been a refusal to allow men to train in
Canada. The government was prepared to
place facilities at their disposal.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): The Prime
Minister is drawing a fine distinction. How-
ever, I am coming to that. From a practical
point of view what is the difference? The
difference is that on the one hand there
would be a theoretical violation of sovereignty
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and on the other there would be great advan-
tage to the mother country. But my right
hon. friend stood on his dignity, and urged
the question of Canadian sovereignty. Nero
fiddled while Rome burned!

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: I do not wish
to interrupt my hon. friend, and if he would
prefer I shall leave my explanation until
later. However, he has asked a direct ques-
tion, namely whether or not at this moment
Canada would raise any objection to carrying
out a proposal such as was made at that
time by the British government. In answer
I would ask my hon. friend to reflect upon
what the position would be in Canada to-day
had we in Canada an air force under the
ministry in Great Britain, instead of under
our own ministry as we now have it.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): I am
afraid we shall have to agree to disagree on
the subject. I have no doubt that arrange-
ments should have been made in 1938, even
if a breach of the sovereignty of Canada was
involved. We would have been that much
farther ahead in repelling the invasion of the
hun in the air. But instead of making that
headway we have lost two or three precious
years; that is the indictment of the people
of Canada against this government. If the
Prime Minister does not believe me I would
recommend that he read the leading edi-
torials which have appeared in the last three
or four days in Canada’s great national news-
papers, irrespective of party. They speak more
eloquently, more logically and more vividly
than I can.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: But not more
vividly than they did on the day of the
election.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): Oh, I know
the Prime Minister takes great pride in the
result of the election. I wonder if the Cana-
dian people would vote to-day as they did on
March 26. I doubt it very much, and I
would tell the Prime Minister that to-day,
so far as public opinion in Canada is con-
cerned, his back is to the wall. He may
not realize it, but that is so. I have no doubt
that to-day the Canadian people lack much
of that confidence in the administration which
they had on March 26. I say that lack of
confidence arises entirely out of the inept-
ness and complacency of the Prime Minister
and his administration. I wunderstand the
point of view of the Prime Minister respect-
ing the constitutional principle, but he ought
to realize that public opinion in Canada values
results much more highly than constitutional
principles.
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It was a recognition by the Prime Minister
of that particular fact which prompted an
announcement made in the dying days of the
session of 1938 by the then Minister of
National Defence to the effect that Canada
herself would undertake the policy of air
training. Unfortunately, in the light of sub-
sequent events, very little if any money was
voted for the purpose indicated, and nothing
was done until war broke out.

Am T right in assuming it was intended that
very little should be done? I have heard it
stated, and I believe with some truth, that
until the moment of the great German push
of only a few days ago the contribution made
by this government was to be a limited liabil-
ity contribution. I have not before me
extracts from speeches by different members
of the administration, but I think one of the
ministers was undoubtedly voicing the views
of himself and his colleagues when he stated
the theory that there were three points of
view in Canada. There were those who were
out to do their utmost; and at the very outset
may I place myself with that group. Then
there was a second group which did not want
to do anything. The third group, with which
the hon. gentleman in question associated him-
self, was the one which held the view that
we should do a moderate amount, and should
follow a middle-of-the-road course. I hope
I am not misstating the idea which the hon.
gentleman was endeavouring to set forth. I
have no doubt that this point of view was
one held by the administration, having regard
to the personnel of their supporters in this
country. I am making no reflection upon
anyone. At the moment I am not criticizing
those who may differ with me. This is a free
democratic country and they are just as much
entitled to their opinions as I am to mine.
However, I hope their opinions will not pre-
vail because I sense the danger that lurks
behind any attempt at the application of these
principles at this time. I am wondering if
the member of the administration who adopted
the middle-of-the-road course voiced the view
of the administration. While that may have
been the voice of the people of Canada during
the early stages of the war, I venture to sug-
gest that in the light of fast-changing events
it is not their attitude to-day. I rather think
the young gentleman, the hon. member for
Vancouver North (Mr. Sinclair), voiced the
real feelings of the people of this country
with regard to what we should be doing.

The declaration of war was made in Septem-
ber, 1939. May I say at once that in having
parliament make that declaration of war I
think the Prime Minister conformed exactly



MAY 20, 1940

31
The Address—Mr. Hanson (York-Sunbury)

to what should have been done in the cir-
cumstances. But let me ask him this question:
What was the state of preparedness of Canada
then? Let me go a little further and ask:
What plan had the national defence council
ready for the government in the event of war
in Europe—and Canada voluntarily undertak-
ing to participate? What plan of action, if
any, had the government? I am advised that
the national defence council had planned for
four divisions, two for overseas service and
two for home defence. I understand that the
Prime Minister himself cancelled those plans.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: Where does
my hon. friend get his information?

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): I quite
anticipated that question.
Mr. MACKENZIE KING: May I tell

him at once that I cancelled no plans at all.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): I quite
anticipated a denial on the part of the Prime
Minister.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING:
you would.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): Under
parliamentary procedure I suppose I have to
accept his word, but I give my solemn word
on my honour to this house that I have some
evidence that four divisions were planned for
by the national defence council of Canada,
two for overseas and two for home service,
and either the Prime Minister, the Minister
of National Defence (Mr. Rogers), or mem-
bers of his government stepped up and can-
celled those plans.

Mr. MACKENZIE (Vancouver Centre):
As a former Minister of National Defence
may I say that that statement is absolutely
and totally incorrect.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): I have
to accept the minister’s statement, and I sup-
pose I have to accept the Prime Minister’s
statement.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: Will my hon.
friend tell us when the plans were made?

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): I am not
subject to cross-examination. I am informed
they were ready a year before war broke out
—1 shall not use the word “know” because I
do not know personally. How could I? But
I have every reason to believe that they were
ready a year before war broke out. What is
the situation? Six months after the declara-
tion of war we have one division at Aldershot
still under training. They have been there six
months and they are still under training. Not
one of them is ready yet to participate in
what is going on in the western lines.

I should think

My right hon. friend made a number of
speeches during the election campaign, and
I should like to refer to the one he made over
the radio on February 21, I believe from
Ottawa. He referred to the landing of the
first, second and third contingents, the first
having landed on December 17 under the
command of General McNaughton. May I
pause here to pay a tribute to the government
for having appointed him to lead the first
division. I have great confidence in General
McNaughton, and so have the Canadian
public. As evidence of my wanting to be fair,
let me say that they could not have made a
better appointment. The Canadian people
applauded the appointment of General Mc-
Naughton. This is what the Prime Minister
said in the course of that broadcast:

All three contingents made the crossing safely
and exactly according to a schedule worked out
months in advance. All left Canada fully
clothed and fully equipped.

With respect to clothing that statement is
probably true. I think by and large they
probably all had enough on their bodies to
cover them from the cold, but I wonder how
many cases of pneumonia there were at Alder-
shot, England, after the first contingent got
there, as a result of the fact that the men
did not have sufficient warm clothing?

Mr. ROGERS: Has my hon. friend any

information?
Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): No. I
have not. How could I? What is the good

of asking me that or trying to cross-examine
me? I am asking the people who ought to
know. I am asking for information. The
Canadian public want information. If my
hon. friend has that information, let him give
it. My information is that a very large num-
ber had pneumonia at Aldershot because of a
lack of sufficient warm clothing.

Mr. ROGERS: That matter was dealt with,
I think quite adequately, during the course
of the campaign. Official statements were
made on the authority of the director general
of medical services that there was only the
average incidence of colds or pneumonia.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): If my hon.
friend wants to make a speech he should do
so at a later time.

Mr. ROGERS: I intend to do so.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): I know
that a boy from my constituency in New
Brunswick who is at Aldershot got pneumonia
because the issue of underclothing made to
him last winter was cotton and not woollen.
More than that, in the first months there
certainly was a shortage of socks among the
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boys. I know of people in my city who
bought socks for the soldiers. I am not going
to condemn the government because there was
not a sufficient supply of this, that or the
other thing in the first days of enlistment.
We all know that uniforms were not ready,
but the government got the uniforms ready
as quickly as they could. I am not going to
make any great point about that.

Mr. ROGERS: But my hon. friend is
making a point.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): I am say-
ing that the statement that they were fully
equipped is not fully true, but was probably
approximately correct. The Prime Minister
went on to say that they were fully equipped.
I know that during the election a controversy
arose over this question of military equipment
and for a time allegations and recriminations
passed on the public platform between the
Minister of National Defence (Mr. Rogers)
and the then leader of the opposition in
connection with the question of deficient
equipment. I am going to call as a witness in
my behalf the Minister of Finance (Mr.
Ralston). He is an old soldier. He is a man
who has a sense of responsibility in connection
with the position he now occupies. He made
a speech on behalf of the Minister of National
Defence in the city of Kingston, on March 8.
On this very question of equipment, weeks
after the Prime Minister had made, on Feb-
ruary 21, the declaration to which I have
alluded, that all had left Canada fully
equipped, what did the Minister of Finance
say at Kingston? I am not going to quote
his very words; they are a matter of record;
but this is how I epitomize what he said,
endeavouring to do so honestly and faithfully.
He said: “ The division went overseas without
motor equipment.” Surely in this age motor
equipment is necessary, and without that
equipment no one can truthfully say that
they were fully equipped.

Mr. RALSTON: Does my hon. friend think
it is quite fair for him to paraphrase the state-
ment—to call a witness and put his own
words into the mouth of the witness? Would
he mind reading the statement?

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): The Min-
ister of Finance is an old lawyer—well, I will
say an experienced counsel; for that sounds
more dignified. I think I can produce the
words of the minister at Kingston. At all
events, this is my understanding of what he
said, and he can deny it if he likes.

He said, first, “ The division went overseas
without motor transport. It is hoped to have
carriers ready and sent to England in time to
go with the division to France.”

[Mr. R. B. Hanson.]

Two: Bren gun carriers. Where have we
heard about that before? “The Bren gun
carriers will be supplied to the division by the
British government, Canada making replace-
ments later on.” And he did not tell us
when that would be.

Mr. BROOKS: After the war is over.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): Three:
“Chassis for field ambulances were sent over
with the troops, and the United Kingdom is
putting on bodies to make them uniform in
design with the British ambulances.” Four:
“In the matter of artillery, the division was
supplied with 18-pounder guns.”” Nobody in
the world is using 18-pounder guns to-day.
None of the units in England is using them.

Mr. ROGERS: There are 18-pounder guns
at the front in France to-day, and ammunition
for 18-pounder guns is being made in the
United Kingdom and Canada to-day.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): Well, all
right; I am not a military man; but my
information is that they should be equipped
with 25-pounder guns; and the Minister of
Finance said this: “In the matter of artillery,
the division was supplied with 18-pounder
guns, but these will be replaced later by the
more modern 25-pounder guns.”

Mr. ROGERS: Quite so. That does not
exclude the other statement.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): I think I
am right in what I was about to say. The
Minister of National Defence is just a little
bit too quick, I suggest, in rising in his place
and protesting.

Mr. ROGERS: Mr. Speaker, I am just
going to say this: I am interested in main-
taining accuracy and in preventing misin-
formation.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): My under-
standing is that 18-pounder guns are obsolete.
I may be wrong, but I should like to have a
better witness on that point than the Minister
of National Defence himself. At the moment
I am summoning to my aid his colleague the
Minister of Finance.

Five: “The division took with it Lewis
machine guns, fifty to a battalion, but these
are to be replaced later on by the more
modern Bren guns.” Obsolete equipment
again!

Mr. RALSTON: Oh mno, no.
are not obsolete.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): Well,
pretty nearly so. I believe they are being
discarded as fast as they can be replaced by
Bren guns.

Lewis guns
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Mr. RALSTON: I thought the hon. gentle-
man was not a military man.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): Six: “Anti-
tank rifles and anti-tank guns were not avail-
able for the division. They are being sup-
plied in Britain.” Seven: “Wireless equip-
ment was not available. Some will be sup-
plied here, some in England.”

What about rifles? I understand that this
division was equipped with reconditioned
rifles, and that they will be discarded just as
soon as new rifles can be produced.

What about gas masks? A disturbing sug-
gestion has been made to me. I put it in
the form of an inquiry. I understand that
immediately before or after the beginning of
the war the department arranged for the
manufacture of 250,000 gas masks based on
the theory that Germany would be using the
same kind of gas in this war as she used in
the last, but that information has come that
this type of gas mask will not be useful for
the purpose for which it is intended, and the
whole supply has had to be scrapped except
such as can be used for demonstration pur-
poses. I do not vouch for the truth of this
statement, but I ask the government to give
attention to it; I have the right to put it
before them.

Mr. ROGERS: If my hon. friend will
permit me, does he want that statement to
go out in its present form?

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): I am ask-
ing a question. I have the right to do so,
and the minister has no right to interrupt me.

Mr. ROGERS: I will answer the question,
if my hon. friend will permit me. Is it a
question?

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): Yes, it is.

Mr. ROGERS: Well, I will answer it. The
statement is incorrect.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): I am ask-
ing the minister to give consideration to this
matter. He will find that there is a great deal
more to it than he is willing to admit at this
moment.

Mr. ROGERS: The statement is incorrect.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): All right.
What about recruiting for these suggested
divisions or other units, or for any? Surely
the administration is not proud of its record
on recruiting. Apparently there has been no
plan. If there is, it has not been divulged
to the public. I say to the Prime Minister
and to the Minister of National Defence that
there are thousands of young men in Canada
who want to enlist, and the major part of the
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time there is no recruiting station for them
to go to, no opportunity to enlist. In New
Brunswick opportunities of enlistment have
been extremely limited. I should like to page
the young lady writer in the Toronto Globe
who made a personal investigation and found
that, last week, in the great city of Toronto,
there were available places for fifty-three men.
Apparently the government does not want
young men to enlist for the front. I do not
believe the Canadian people are satisfied with
that attitude. If hon. gentlemen opposite doubt
what I have said, let them read the leading
articles in the great public newspapers of this
country. The writers are, surely, pretty well
informed; they do not rush into print with
statements for which there is no foundation.

I say this, on my responsibility as a member
of this house, that the people of Canada are
alarmed at the lack of plan, the lack of
preparation, the lack of action on the part
of the administration. It seems to have taken
serious reverses to the allied arms in an import-
ant theatre of war to shock the Canadian
people into a realization that Canada is at
war at all, and it has taken the same series
of reverses to shock this government into
action. Because the Canadian people are
shocked they are now demanding that the
inertness—shall I say complacency?—of this
administration with respect to Canada’s war
effort, shall be immediately ended. Britain and
her gallant allies are fighting for their very
existence, for our existence, for the liberty
and the Christian civilization of us all, and
Canada is not at their side. Is not that a
sad thing, that at this time in our national
history Canada is not there?

Let us end all this. Let us put into action
the forces of the whole nation in men, in
treasure, and all our resources. Let us pull
our full weight in this great enterprise. I tell
the Prime Minister and the government that
no halfway measure will satisfy either our
self-respect or the great mass of public opinion
in this country which is calling for action.

I call upon the Prime Minister, when he
replies this afternoon, to tell the nation what
the government has done and what it proposes
to do, and if that is not enough the people
of the country will rise up in righteous indigna-
tion and demand a complete change. This
happened in England and it can happen in
Canada. The Canadian people will demand,
over and above everything else, intelligent
and informed leadership, intelligent and im-
mediate action. If the Prime Minister will
not give this, then somebody else will.

REVISED EDITION
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In the speech from the throne the Prime
Minister has put certain words into the mouth
of His Excellency the Administrator. I quote:

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.

Those words are true, but later on these
words appear:

The organization and prosecution of Canada’s
war effort have commanded the unremitting
attention of my ministers.

I have no doubt they have been busy let-
ting contracts.

The constant consultation and complete co-
oneration 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.

Then it goes on to make this statement:

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 oninion 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.

These paragraphs read together presuppose
that the government has been doing the
utmost in its power to further the effort of
the mother country and her gallant allies. If
so, all I can say is that my right hon. friend
and his government have most skilfully con-
cealed from the Canadian people the sum
total of their effort, because the country
to-day—and no one is more sensitive to public
opinion than the Prime Minister and his col-
leagues—is giving every evidence of its belief
that this state of affairs does not exist.

I wish to put upon Hansard certain specific
questions which I hope the Prime Minister
or some of his colleagues will answer:

1. Is the empire training plan being rushed
with all speed?

2. When shall we be sending trained men
overseas under this plan—a year hence? If
so, it will be too late.

3. How far have we advanced with the
second division? I understand that the Prime
Minister to-day, according to the public press,
is going to announce a third division. Well,
we have not got the second division ready
yet. How far have we advanced with the
second division?

4. What provision have we made to rein-
force the first division? What is being done
about recruiting and enlistment? Why is so
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little being done about enlistment? Is man-
power no longer required? On the economic
front, have we mobilized to the utmost our
plant and industrial power?

These are some of the thoughts that are
crowding through my mind, and I believe they
are in the minds of the Canadian people. Our
industrialists in Canada are patriotic and are
anxious to do their part, but they: cannot
get a chance. At the Chateau Laurier the
lobbies are lined with men from the United
States trying to get orders, and I have seen
a good Canadian there, a man at the head of
one of the biggest plants in Canada, who told
me he had found it absolutely impossible to
get an order for war equipment. I will not
mention either his name or the name of his
company. If I did so, the name would be
recognized as that of one of the biggest in-
dustrialists in Canada, and he would have
little chance of getting anything, and he fears
this too if his name were mentioned.

Mr. HOWE: For what reason?

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): For the
same reason that he is not getting any now.

Mr. HOWE: Perhaps my hon. friend, hav-
ing gone so far, will mention the name of the
firm?

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): No, I shall
not; I have not his permission. In fact, I
have the reverse. I have had a long conversa-
tion with him and I know what I am talking
about.

Mr. GLADSTONE: What would he like
to manufacture?

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury) : Aeroplanes.
I will not say more. He is manufacturing
aeroplanes for the British government. I am
not going to weary the house, but I might ask
this question: What about personnel? What
about those among the personnel of the last
war, members of the Canadian expeditionary
force, who wish to serve? I know many of
them. Many of them came to see me before
I left for Ottawa and asked me to find out
how they can get into the army again. They
were men who were officers in the last war and
who are capable of commanding units. How
can they get into the army again? I made it
my business to inquire at one of the depart-
ments. I do not know whether I was violating
any rule laid down in this house since I was
last a member, but I had the temerity to go
to one of the higher officials in the department,
and he told me that officers are being re-
cruited and selected from the non-permanent
militia. They are splendid men, I have no
doubt, men who are keen to serve and of
course I do know that some men are being
selected from the old Canadian expeditionary
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force. But why not more, say twenty-five
per cent? Do experience and mature judg-
ment mean nothing?

These are some of the things I am thinking
about. There may be a good answer. I do
not think any government which has in its
ranks the Minister of Finance and the Minis-
ter of National Defence would have any prej-
udice against members of the Canadian
expeditionary force; in fact, one would suppose
the opposite to be the truth. I wish to do
them justice. But why are not more of these
men being taken on? They are asking this
question, and we too must have the courage
to ask it. The empire training scheme must
be brought to the maximum of speed. We
must have an intensified scheme of recruiting
for reinforcement of our overseas division, and
we must mobilize our industrial equipment.

Mr. Speaker, I apologize to this house for
having detained it so long. During the past
few days and over the weekend our hearts
have been heavy with anxiety. We know
that the first big push, the first big battle,
is on. It is not ended yet. The forces of
barbarism are stronger than we had any
conception of. But I am glad to think the
battle is not yet lost. At this moment there
is no indication that the momentum of the
enemy push is slowing up, not to speak of
being stopped. But I have supreme confidence
in the ability of the British and allied arms
to withstand the shock. Stability will be
established. But do not imagine that this
is the end. Rather it is but the beginning of
new and more severe aggressive action on the
part of the enemy. The next drive may be
the invasion of England herself, the first in
ten centuries; and when that happens, then,
my friends, this war will be that much nearer
to us, and the event will carry with it to us
an increasing anxiety and a correspondingly
increasing obligation. Shall we rise to the
occasion with our supreme effort? We must.
We shall not falter. I was heartened yesterday
in listening to the speech of Mr. Churchill.
He is a man of stout heart. As I listened to
him I recalled that England has been in
many wars. She has won and lost many
battles, but I am proud to think that England
has always won the last battle. It is our hope
and trust that she will do so in this war also.

This party which I have the honour to
represent for the time being is prepared to
help to the utmost. I cannot make that state-
ment too strong. But we want to know and
to be shown what is going on. The govern-
ment must demonstrate to the people of
Canada that the trust reposed in the govern-
ment has not been betrayed, that the mandate
given will be carried out to the utmost.
I am not thinking in terms of party; I am
thinking in terms of Canadianism.
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Right Hon. W. L. MACKENZIE KING
(Prime Minister): Mr. Speaker, my hon.
friend the leader of the opposition (Mr, Han-
son) in concluding his remarks referred to the
extremely grave situation which all {ree
countries are facing, we in Canada in common
with those great and brave countries, Britain
and France and other nations formerly
neutral, that have suffered so severely in the
course of recent months, On Friday last my
hon. friend asked me a question, to which I
replied. The question related to the situation
as it was at the time. When I had replied,
indicating how very critical it was, my hon.
friend said that he wished to assure me at
once that he and his party desired to give all
the cooperation they possibly could to the
government, to support them in any action
which they might be ready to take, and to
assist in every way in the face of a common
peril. My hon. friend concluded his remarks
this afternoon in much the same strain. I had
rather expected, I should perhaps say I had
rather hoped, that in rising to reply to him
to-day on the first day of the debate on the
address, my remarks might be wholly con-
gratulatory on his attitude and in the nature
of renewed thanks on the part of the govern-
ment to him and those associated with him
for the cooperation which they had offered and
which we believed they were prepared to give
in full measure. I do wish to thank my hon.
friend for what he has said in regard to the
cooperation that is intended. I wish also
to congratulate him on some of the remarks
he made this afternoon. I am pleased indeed
to find that in the discharge of the new duties
that have fallen upon him he is full of the
old vigour which he displayed in previous
years and is now in a position where he may
be able to contribute more and more to the
public life of this country, as he has just said
was his motive in wishing to be returned ‘o
parliament. I am sure all hon. members hope
he may have that opportunity for many years
to come. But I had expected that the offer
of cooperation which my hon. friend gave
would not be followed quite so quickly by a
return to the political battles that were fought
prior to and during the last general election.
I did hope, in the light of the solemnity of
this hour, that when he rose to speak he would
say that all had better forget the battles that
had taken place—

Mr. HARRIS (Danforth): He said that.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: —accept the
verdict the Canadian people pronounced so
emphatically at the last general election, and
from now on act, as far as it might be possible
so to do, as of one mind in this House of
Commons, giving to each other all the assist-
ance we possibly can.
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May I say I had fully expected my hon.
friend would make a very brief speech this
afternoon, that he would come immediately
to the point, which is the one of chief con-
cern in the mind of the Canadian people,
and to which he referred as such, namely that
the country is anxious to know, respecting
Canada’s war effort, what the government has
done, what it is doing and what it proposes
to do. That I think is the one question
which the people of Canada are asking, and
to which they are entitled to have an early
and complete reply. They know in large part
but they do not know all. Of necessity we
have been obliged to wait until parliament
met to make a comprehensive statement. Here
alone questions respecting matters of national
importance can be answered with authority
as they arise. However, I am not going to
take exception, beyond what I have just said,
to the attitude of my hon. friend. I will only
say that if the situation was grave on Friday
last, it is if anything graver to-day. I hope,
in the light of that knowledge, hon. members
may not find it necessary to go back and
forth over and over ground that was traversed
time and again in the recent campaign, but
will devote themselves primarily to a con-
sideration of what at this moment, and from
this time on, may be of greatest service in
meeting the present situation.

I had thought that I would be able to
give to the house before six o’clock this
evening a statement with respect to what
the government has done, what it is doing
and what it proposes to do, that would im-
mediately give to the people of our country
that sense of security with respect to the
government’s actions and intentions which all
of them wish to have and are entitled to
have. Owing to the length of the speech
which my hon. friend has made, it is not now
possible for me to make that statement before
six oclock. I suppose my hon. friend will
expect, and the house may expect, that I
should first of all deal with some of the
matters he has brought up in the course of
his discussion, and that I should also comment
on the different paragraphs in the speech from
the throne to which he has referred. If I
take up a short time prior to six o’clock in
reviewing the ground he has run over, instead
of immediately bringing forward the state-
ment I have here prepared, it will be in
order that I may not be open to the charge
of having omitted reference to anything that
has been said, but, instead, to endeavour to
cover, however briefly, points which my hon.
friend has raised.

First of all may I say to him with respect
to his opening remarks as to the anxiety that
exists in the minds of himself and others con-
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cerning the situation overseas, that this anxiety
is not confined to any man, to any party, to
any group; it is an anxiety which not only
extends over this entire country, but is deeply
felt in all parts of the world, particularly
in those parts which hitherto have regarded
themselves as free. I hope no hon. member
on either side of the house will assume that
any other member, no matter in what quarter
of the house he may be seated, is any less
anxious, any less sincere, any less loyal with
respect to the part which this country should
take in the present crisis than he himself
may be.

My hon. friend has spoken of this war as
a righteous war, a war in which there can
be no question as to the justice of our cause.
With that I think we are all in agreement.
He has referred in appreciative terms to the
speeches delivered on TFriday last by the
mover and the seconder of the address. I
should like to thank him for what he has
said of and to these newly elected, young
members. The hon. gentleman referred to
the speech of the seconder of the address as
being a courageous and brave speech. It was
courageous and brave, but I think my hon.
friend rather spoiled the effect of his remark
when he said that the courageous part of the
speech which he quoted was received with
applause only by members of his group and
not by other parties in this house. May I
say to him and to the seconder that with
every word used by the hon. member for
Vancouver North (Mr. Sinclair), we on this
side are in complete agreement.

At the beginning of this new parliament,
Mr. Speaker, I should like to say how much
we welcome to the membership of this house
50 many young men, most of them returned
for the first time. As the leader of the oppo-
sition has said, they are the ones who will
have to deal with the problems of the future,
and the future they face would appear to be
more difficult than any period heretofore
faced by the members of any previous par-
liament of this country. It is fortunate for
them and for Canada that in their earlier
years, before becoming members of this house,
so many of them gave earnest study and
thoughtful consideration to the problems of
our country. I doubt if we could have had a
better example of the good effect of the many
clubs which have been formed in Canada for
the purpose of directing the time and atten-
tion of their members to a study of political
problems than that which was evidenced by
the speeches made by the mover and the
seconder of the address. The hon. members
who moved and seconded the address have
given careful study to political problems for
many years. They have accustomed them-
selves to public speaking, and have come
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into parliament not unacquainted with public
affairs but already trained in thought and with
judgment matured with respect to many of
the greal questions of the day.

I should like to express to the mover of
the address, the hon. member for Lotbinitre
(Mr. Lapointe), my very warm congratula-
tions upon the exceptionally admirable speech
which he delivered. Like the leader of the
opposition, I was impressed by the degree of
confidence with which he spoke—and this is
equally true of the seconder of the address—
and the ability of each to hold the unbroken
attention of the house. Few if any maiden
speeches have been more suited to better the
occasion than the speeches to which we
listened on Friday last. I can hardly say
whether my pleasure as I listened to the hon.
member for Lotbiniére was greater at his very
obvious achievement, than was my pleasure
in having the honour of sitting at the side of
his distinguished father and sharing the pride
he must have felt as he listened to one of his
own family address this House of Commons
of which he has been a member for so many
years. As the leader of the opposition has
said, there has been but one previous occasion
on which father and son have sat in the same
parliament as members of this house. My
hon. friend referred to the gentleman who,
as head of the Conservative party, held a
very distinguished place. I should like to
mention the great distinetion which belongs
to the right hon. the Minister of Justice
(Mr. Lapointe, Quebec East) who to-day
in point of membership is the oldest member
of this house, and who in the affairs of Canada
has played a part second to none in furthering
the unity of our country. It must be a source
of deep pride to him, as it is to all of us,
that he has been privileged to hear his son
speak words which must have brought to him
the assurance that all he has so faithfully
struggled and fought for in the course of his
parliamentary and public life in the interests
of the Canadian people is, God willing, certain
to be carried on through years to come by
the one who bears his name and who, I believe,
will share his fame.

May I also congratulate most warmly the
seconder of the address. His words were
evidence of the careful training he has had,
in part, at Princeton university and, in part,
at Oxford university. May I say to him that
he has given to parliament at this time of
grave crisis in the world’s affairs an assurance
of the service which from this time on may
be expected from him in the public life of our
country.

The leader of the opposition took exception
to the reference in the speech from the throne

to the advisability of making an immediate
study of post-war problems. I have been in
parliament for some little time, and I think
I know something of the way in which
criticism is apt to shape itself. I am afraid
that if there had been no reference of the
kind in the throne speech, the first word we
would have heard from my hon. friend would
have been that it had altogether omitted one
of the most important matters to be considered
at this time, namely preparing as soon as pos-
sible to meet not only those great problems
which will arise when the war is over but also
those problems which are arising already in
consequence of the war. I hope hon. members
will feel that one of their supreme duties
is to make a study of those very questions
as speedily and as thoroughly as possible.
Surely no one imagines that Canada’s war
effort will suffer in the least because a study
of other questions is also undertaken. In this
particular the government is doing what it
has sought to do all along, to look forward
continually to the situations that are likely to
arise in the future.

My hon. friend mentioned the visit to Can-
ada of Their Majesties the King and Queen.
He drew attention to the fact that the present
speech from the throne does not contain any
special reference to that visit. If my hon.
friend had been in the house at the time he
would have found in the speech from the
throne at the opening of the session of 1939,
in terms which I am sure he would be the first
to appreciate, a reference to the intended visit
of their majesties. These were the words:

The announcement that Their Majesty’s King
George VI and Queen Elizabeth have graciously
decided to visit Canada in the months of May
and June has been received with rejoicin
throughout the dominion. The honour o
welcoming their king and queen, in person, on
their own soil, is a privilege which will be
shared with enthusiasm and pride by all His
Majesty’s Canadian subjects. The visit will be
the first paid by the reigning sovereign to any
of his self-governing dominions. It will be the
first time a British king and queen have been
in North America. It is deeply gratifying that
their majesties’ tour will embrace all the
provinces of Canada.

Then follows a reference to the intended
visit of their majesties to the United States.
In the speech from the throne made at the
conclusion of that session there was again a
reference to the visit of their majesties, which
placed on record one of the most memorable
features of the entire visit, namely the meet-
ing of His Majesty the King with the mem-
bers of the two houses of parliament. It was
in the following words:

In bringing to a close a session in which, for
the first time, the king has been present in
person in the parliament of Canada, I desire
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to express the %ratiﬁcation of my government
at the universal and heartfelt rejoicing of a
united people who are being honoured by the
visit of their sovereign. . . . It was a source
of satisfaction to my government that his
majesty was able to give the royal assent in
person to the bill respecting the Canada-
United States trade agreement.

In addition to these references to their
majesties visit which appears in previous
speeches from the throne there will be found
repeated references in Hansard by myself and
others to that memorable occasion. It is a
pleasing coincidence that it was just a year
ago this very weekend Their Majesties the
King and Queen were in this capital city. If
I recollect correctly, it was just a year ago
to-night the members of both houses of
parliament had the great honour of having
the king and queen as their guests at a par-
liamentary dinner. I agree with my hon.
friend when he says that the visit of the king
and queen to Canada was one of the happiest
events in the whole of our history, happy in
the rejoicing it occasioned in all parts of
the dominion and, above all, happy in that
it served to reveal the affectionate regard in
which their majesties are held by their Cana-
dian subjects and the loyalty of the Canadian
people to the crown. Further, it helped to
reveal the unity of the Canadian people under
the crown.

My hon. friend has been good enough to
speak in kindly terms of such part as I may
have had in extending on behalf of the Cana-
dian people an invitation to their majesties
to visit Canada. In doing that, I was but
taking advantage of one of the high privileges
which belongs to the responsible position I
now hold and which I had been privileged
to hold in some previous years. I believe it
was in 1923 or 1926, when I was attending
an imperial conference, that, through His
Majesty King George V, I extended an invita-
tion to have the Duke and Duchess of York
visit Canada at an early opportunity. I now
recall that that invitation was extended shortly
after the occasion of their marriage. On a
later occasion while in England on other busi-
ness 1 repeated the invitation, and at the
time of the coronation, when the responsibility
was that of their majesties themselves, I
pointed out how delighted the Canadian people
would be should their majesties find it pos-
sible to visit our dominion. At that time I
received from the king the assurance that the
first opportunity their majesties might have
to leave England on an extended tour would
in all probability be given over to a visit to
our country. When Lord Tweedsmuir subse-
quently went to England for a brief stay,
His Excellency carried with him from the
government a renewal of the invitation, the
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acceptance of which was definitely given for
the following year. As I have stated pre-
viously, no words of mine could begin to
express all that the royal visit meant at the
time or what it continues to mean at this
time, when it is the desire of members of
the British commonwealth of nations to show
their united strength under the British crown.

My hon. friend has referred to the loss our
country sustained in the passing of Lord
Tweedsmuir. At different times I have pub-
licly expressed the sense of that loss, as I
believe it was felt by all our people. I would
add only this, that I believe no sovereign ever
entrusted a great mission to a more faithful
servant and that no prime minister ever had
a more helpful counsellor or a truer friend
than I had in the years it was my privilege
to share with His Excellency in the affairs of
the public life of our country..

May I add that with the leader of the
opposition I am pleased to join in expressing
the great pleasure it has given the people of
Canada to know that Lord Athlone and the
Princess Alice will shortly be in our midst.
Their close relationship to the royal family
will still further serve to keep fresh in our
minds many memories which will always be
cherished of the visit of the king and queen.
With a knowledge of the part played by Lord
Athlone in the years during which he was
Governor General of South Africa I think
we may regard ourselves as very fortunate
that one who has so intimate a knowledge of
constitutional matters and has had such a
wide experience in public administration is
to be the successor of our late Governor
General.

My hon. friend has spoken about the gen-
eral election. I had intended at this time to
omit altogether any reference to that subject.
Anything I now have to say in that connec-
tion will be exceedingly brief, because I have
no desire to revive past political contro-
versies. What I would like to say however
is that, irrespective. of party, we have reason
to feel a definite pride in the strength of our
democratic institutions when we reflect that
in a time of war it was possible for Canada
to carry through a general election, and in so
doing to preserve inviolate the right of the
people, within stated periods of time, to select
anew their representatives in the parliament
of the country. By many during the cam-
paign, and to some degree this afternoon by
the leader of the opposition, I have been cen-
sured for having brought about the dissolution
of parliament at the time it was done. I ask
hon. members this question: In the light of
what has since occurred, is there a single hon.
member who does not feel that it is a very
fortunate thing that at this time of concen-
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trated warfare we have a new parliament,
assembled here with an emphatic mandate
from the country to carry on Canada’s war
effort to the utmost of our might and power?
Can any one imagine in what condition this
country would be if we had continued with
the old parliament, a parliament which at the
very opening of its last session, despite the
existence of war, began its duties in a spirit
of party controversy? What would have been
the condition to-day if partisan discussion had
been continued in parliament for months, and
the election been longer delayed? Imagine
the confusion we would have if a general
election were taking place at this time!

When I asked for dissolution I said it was
the duty of a prime minister to take all eir-
cumstances into consideration and to have
regard for what was likely to happen, as well
as for all that had happened. I shall not
repeat the immediate reasons which brought
on the election, but I would remind hon.
members that I said I thought it was advis-
able that the election should be over before
concentrated warfare began in Europe. I said
it would be advisable to have the election
over before the great offensive which I be-
lieved would pretty certainly come in the
Spring. I pointed out that our soldiers over-
seas should have the opportunity of casting
their ballots if possible before going to the
front, and that those in Canada should be
permitted to vote before going overseas.

A prime minister at all times must shoulder
heavy responsibility and that responsibility is
particularly heavy in a time of war. He has
a very special responsibility with respect to
a dissolution of parliament. He has to advise
as to what is most in the interests of the
nation. If he fails so to do, he must bear the
consequences of that failure. If I had the
whole matter to do over again, in the light of
what has since happened, I would, if anything,
do it more readily than I did the last time
I know my hon. friends opposite were dis-
appointed. My hon. friend said that when
he heard the radio announcement he felt he
would like to have assassinated me. I have
no doubt he felt that way, and I think there
were a large number in his party who felt the
same way. But I was not thinking of him
or of the Conservative party at the time when
I advised dissolution. I was thinking of what
was most in the interests of Canada at a time
of war, and what the people of this country
would expect. All circumstances considered,
I think I have been pretty well justified in
that action by the verdict which the people of
Canada have given with respect to it.

My hon. friend has spoken about unem-
ployment insurance and has said that he thinks

the time difficult for us to carry through such
a measure at the present session. He said
that we ought to know, or at least he would
like to inquire as to what would be the prob-
able response of the provinces with respect
to this proposal. He mentioned that for
many years we have been seeking to get
through an unemployment insurance measure,
but may I remind my hon. friend that the
present administration or rather a Liberal
administration many years ago introduced an
unemployment insurance act. It was a Liberal
administration that put that act upon the
statutes and it has been there ever since. It
was a Liberal administration that increased
the scope of the act as originally passed.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): That was
the Old Age Pensions Act.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: The Old Age
Pensions Act.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury).
a horse of another colour.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: We placed the
Old Age Pensions Act upon the statutes. I beg
my hon. friend’s pardon. What I had in mind
was social legislation generally. The Old
Age Pensions Act was the first step in meet-
ing the situation which arises from unemploy-
ment. Elderly people are the first to suffer
lack of employment. What we as a party
have been seeking ever since is authority to
enact a federal measure which would make
unemployment insurance applicable to the
whole dominion. It has been felt, and rightly
I think, that until we had reason to believe
that the provinces generally were prepared to
give that authority to this federal parliament,
the government would not be right in pro-
ceeding with such a measure.

I am sure the members of the house will
be pleased to know that the government has
received the assurance of practically all the
provinces that they will be prepared to support
the administration in seeking an amendment
to the British North America Act which will
enable us forthwith to introduce an unemploy-
ment insurance act in this house. I am per-
haps expressing the matter in too technical
terms when I say that they approve an amend-
ment to the British North America Act. What
the provinces generally have approved is the
enactment of the federal government of a
national unemployment insurance scheme. This
assurance has come from the provinces of
Prince Edward Island, Nova Scotia, New
Brunswick, Quebec, Ontario, Manitoba, Sask-
atchewan and British Columbia. I have a letter
received this week from the Premier of
Alberta, the only province whose name I have
not mentioned. It expresses the view that the

That is
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government of Alberta would like to have the
report of the dominion-provincial relations
commission or a copy of the bill itself before
expressing a final opinion. However, there is
not in Premier Aberhart’s letter any statement
which would lead one to believe that if such
a measure were introduced in this house,
exception would be taken to it by the mem-
bers from that particular province.

May I say that the government feels that
with the backing of all the provinces I have
mentioned—the letters will be tabled later
on—we are justified in taking this step at
this time. We feel moreover that it is desir-
able to take the earliest possible opportunity
to introduce the measure now that assurance
has been given so generally by the provinces.
A time of war, when there is much in the
way of employment in heavy industry, offers
perhaps the best of all opportunities to begin
a measure of this kind. Contributions will
come in more readily at such a time. Then,
if unemployment comes, as it may once the
war is over, there will be upon the statutes
a law under which men will be able to obtain
their allowances.

My hon. friend has spoken of the defence
of Canada regulations and has said that he
hoped this would not be a case of merely
sending the matter to a committee. He hoped
that something more would be done in refer-
ence to the question than just putting it to
one side. I think he said that the government
ought to have a policy in connection with a
matter of that kind. The policy, I may say,
is already there, it is laid down in the regula-
tions. This afternoon the Minister of Justice
explained what the policy was. I may add
that during the course of the campaign the
government was asked repeatedly to refer the
defence of Canada regulations to a com-
mittee of parliament. An undertaking to that
effect was given. I have answered many com-
munications which have been received com-
plaining of the regulations in some particulars
with the assurance that if the present adminis-
tration were in office when parliament met we
would see that the defence of Canada regula-
tions were referred to a committee of the
house so that hon. members might have a
chance of expressing their views and opinions
with respect thereto and of making to the
house such recommendations as they might
deem advisable.

I see T have come to the part of the address
of my hon. friend where he began to speak
more particularly of the war effort of the
government. Also I notice it is just six o’clock.
If I have passed over other points which the
leader of the opposition raised, I hope he will
forgive me for so doing. This evening after
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recess I shall begin immediately to answer
what I believe to be the questions which are
of most concern not only to my hon. friend
but to other hon. members of this house, and
to the people of Canada, namely, what the
government’s war effort has been, what it is
at the present time, and what we intend it
to be.

At six o’clock the house took recess.

After Recess
The house resumed at eight o’clock.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: As I intimated
this afternoon before adjournment, I intend
to speak as briefly as possible on any matter
other than that of Canada’s effort in the
present war. This is no time in which to
review at length the state of the world.
Swiftly moving events of the gravest import-
ance to the future not omnly of this country
but of the whole human family speak for
themselves with compelling eloquence. No
speech of mine could add aught to what
already is all too well known, It is no time
either for self-justification, or vilification, or
for ancient controversies. I realize to the full,
as other hon, members also realize, that the
temper of the government, the house and the
people and the crisis of the hour demand
action and not argument, deeds and not
words.

The character of the enemies of the human
race against whom we and our allies are
arrayed has been unmasked in all its barbarity
and violence.

Within a period of eight months the tyrants
of Germany have become the masters of
Poland, Denmark, a great part of Norway,
Holland, and the chief cities of Belgium. By
weight of men and equipment they have
brought devastation to the weak and the
unoffending. Within the last few days their
armed forces have made a deep incursion on
the soil of France, and the German Reich 1s
now preparing new attacks upon Britain from
the lands which nazi brutality has violated.
Words of passion and indignation will effect
nothing. Knowing what the enemy has becn
and is doing, we must consider what we are
doing and what we can do to meet him.

My purpose, therefore, to-night is to review
as concisely as possible what Canada has done
and is doing, and to indicate what further
action the government has taken or proposes
to take to meet the danger which threatens
our allies and ourselves.

Some of the measures which have been
taken and will be taken cannot, for reasons
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which will be obvious, be divulged at all at
this pime. Some must necessarily remain but
partially indicated. Within the limits imposed
by military necessity there will be no secrecy.

The greatest crisis in the history of the
British commonwealth is not the occasion
for partisan congratulations or for partisan
criticism. We are concerned not with the past
but with the present and the uncertain
clouded future. The task which is ours is a
task for all Canada, not for any section or
group of Canadians. It needs and will need
the utmost vigour and whole-hearted assist-
ance on the part of each and every one of us.

It has not been a simple matter for this
country to move from an economy of peace
to an economy of war, just as it has not been
easy for the democracies of Europe who once
hoped for peace, to make preparations against
an autocracy that has consistently hoped for
war and planned it.

The record of the war effort of this country
and an outline of the plans which we have
initiated and proposed to initiate will be
unfolded. Vainglorious justification is as
foreign to the spirit of this solemn hour, as is
carping and hysterical criticism. All I ask is
that, as this house surveys the government’s
record and the government’s plans, the record
and the plans be placed in their proper per-
spective and examined and assessed as a whole.

The world has greatly changed since 1914.
Canada has changed with it. Our national
status has changed. Our political responsi-
bility has changed. Our financial position
has changed. Our industrial capacity has
changed. The problems of local defence and
overseas activity have been revolutionized
by the new range, effectiveness and destruc-
tive power of aircraft, submarines, mechan-
ized weapons and military equipment. The
machine of war more than ever dominates
the man at war. Military power can no
longer be resolved in terms of the number of
men enlisted.

The final result of all these factors of
change, the rise of air power and the elimina-
tion of distance, cannot yet, of course, be
accurately determined. They have remark-
ably increased the necessary emphasis upon
home defence. They have made clearer than
ever the tremendous importance of our eastern
Atlantic ports for the convoying of military
and other supplies to Britain and France.

They have been responsible for the great
significance it has been necessary to attach
to air development—not only in connection
with our own Royal Canadian Air Force, but
also in regard to the commonwealth air train-
ing plan, in which we have such a vital part
and place.
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When you examine the expenditures made,
and learn the appropriations proposed, in con-
nection with the Royal Canadian Navy and
the air force, you will be more than ever
impressed by the differences between the
waging of war in 1914 and the waging of war
in 1940.

The world, perhaps, and Canada with it,
has been slow to appreciate the extent and
tho meaning of these changes.

When we consider, also, the difference in the
alignment of forces in this war, the possibili-
ties of the spread of conflict in all directions
of the compass, and our national duties for
defence and cooperation with our allies not
only on our eastern shores but in the Pacific
as well, you will have some idea of the man-
ner in which Canadian defence problems have
been enlarged and intensified.

I shall proceed now, Mr. Speaker, to a
brief review of what has been done and
planned to date. I shall give the bare, plain
facts in brief outline. Full details will be
supplied by my colleagues as the session con-
tinues.

A country’s war effort, while by no means
wholly dependent upon its financial capacity,
is nevertheless definitely limited by and sub-
ject to financial considerations of which too
full and careful an account cannot be taken.
Appropriations for and expenditures on war
account are at least one index of its nature and
extent. I shall begin«this review, therefore,
with a brief financial statement and a men-
tion of some of the financial considerations of
which the government has been obliged to
take account.

First of all may I say that our financial
situation is radically different from our situa-
tion in 1914, Then we were able to borrow
money outside of Canada, both in the United
Kingdom and in the United States. To-day
we are prohibited by the neutrality legislation
of the United States from access to their se-
curity markets. To-day not only are we
unable to borrow in the United Kingdom, but
one of the most important parts of our war
effort has been, and will continue to be, our
ability to repatriate our securities. It has been
and will be our duty to provide Britain with
a proportion of the dollar exchange she re-
quires in order that she may purchase certain
essential agricultural and industrial supplies
on this continent.

The actual money which has been paid out
of the treasury on war account in the first
eight months of the present war has been
more than double the amount paid out in the
first eight months of the last war. On the 19th
of February, the Minister of Finance made
public his estimate that, for the fiscal year of
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1940-41, we shall require for war expenditure
alone, at least $500,000,000. The develop-
ments that are taking place and the addi-
tional activities and commitments which are
proposed, and to which I shall refer in a few
moments, have necessitated the revision of
this estimate to at least $700,000,000.

In the happening of certain other events and
in the making of further commitments, to
which no reference can be made at the present
time, the figure of $700,000,000 will be subject
to a further revision upwards. In other
words, our present estimate is that we shall be
spending nearly two million dollars a day on
Canada’s war effort in the present fiscal year.
Let it be clearly understood that that repre-
sents war expenditure only. For all purposes
—war expenditure, plus the ordinary expendi-
ture for the public services of Canada—the
estimate will be over one billion dollars in
the present fiscal year. I am just told by the
Minister of Finance (Mr. Ralston) that the
figure is not merely over one billion dollars,
it is over 1100 million dollars. In other words,
for all purposes, we shall be spending from now
on an average of more than three million
dollars a day. In the fiscal year of 1915-16,
the total war expenditure on all accounts was
$166,000,000.

The reasons for the increased costs brought
upon us by the growing necessity of the situ-
ation I have already referred to. In the last
war there was no Canadian air force, nor air
training plan. In this year we estimate for
naval expenditure alone more than $100,000,000.
In the corresponding period of the last war, the
estimate was $3,000,000. Our estimated naval
expenditure in this first year, therefore, is
over thirty times what it was in the similar
period for the last war. The estimated naval
expenditures for the present fiscal year are
more than three times the total naval expendi-
ture for the whole of the last war.

The needs of modern war, also, have almost
doubled the cost per man of maintaining a
division in the field.

In connection with supply, the total con-
tracts let to the 15th day of May, amounted
to $275,000,000. Of these amounts, $200,000,000
have been placed on behalf of the government
of Canada, and $75,000,000 on behalf of the
allied governments. With the exception of
amounts totalling about $50,000,000, all con-
tracts have been let in Canada.

Twenty shipyards are engaged in the pro-
duction of 90 vessels of war. Production is
well in advance of the scheduled time. There
are under construction 82 aerodromes, 175
construction projects, including coastal forti-
fications, submarine defences and hangars.
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There are on order 9,000 motor vehicles, at a
cost of $14,000,000, 3,000 of which have already
been delivered overseas.

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

One large explosive plant is under construc-
tion. A second is in the course of organization.

Industry is working at full speed to meet
the future requirements of clothing, boots and
personal equipment. The production of small
arms munitions is being expanded as rapidly
as equipment can be installed.

The Department of Munitions and Supply,
with the assistance of the war-time prices
and trade board, has taken every available
step to protect sources of outside supply, and
ensure against a shortage of raw materials. In
addition to this, constant study is given to the
possibilities of the increased use of Canadian
materials in the production of supplies for our-
selves and our allies.

I now propose to give the house particulars
of the present position in relation to the Cana-
dian navy, the Canadian active service force
and the militia, the Royal Canadian Air
Force and the air training plan. I do not
need to remind the house that modern war-
fare demands extensive and intensive training,
that modern military and naval equipment
cannot be built in the space of a few weeks,
however strong may be the manufacturing
and industrial resources on which this con-
struction depends.

As at May 10, 1940, the personnel of the
Royal Canadian Navy consisted of 952
officers, 5,662 ratings. These numbers include
125 Canadian officers and 100 ratings who are
serving in the British navy. That personnel
is being increased by recruitment, and will be
increased as rapidly as ships come into service.
There is a provision in the estimates for
the current fiscal year for the increase in our
navy personnel to a total of 1450 officers and
10,000 ratings by March 31, 1941. There will
be, of course, a progressive increase from this
time to that.

In addition to our 7 destroyers, we have in
commission 15 minesweepers, 6 anti-submarine
vessels, 15 fishermen’s reserve vessels, and 51
other auxiliary vessels. The conversion of 3
high speed merchant ships to light cruisers
will be completed shortly. A number of other
vessels have been acquired and are now being
armed for patrol duty. There are under con-
struction 90 additional vessels, which include
54 patrol vessels and 18 minesweepers.

The Royal Canadian Navy, apart from its
patrol duties on our own coasts, is assisting
actively in the coastal defence of Newfound-
land, and is cooperating with the British and
French navies in the Caribbean area. It is
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also taking an active and important share in
the convoy duty so essential if the military
supplies and foodstuffs required by the allies
are to cross the ocean in security.

I have already referred to the estimate of
over $100,000,000 for the Royal Canadian
Navy in the current fiscal year.

I now give you the essential facts with
reference to the Royal Canadian Air Force.
The figures which I shall quote are separate
and distinet from the developments and pro-
jects of the commonwealth air training plan.

As at May 10 of the year, we had 1,389
officers, 10,926 airmen, or 12,315 of all ranks.
Their disposition is divided between army co-
operation, home defence, and the Royal Air
Force contribution to the Canadian share of
the instructional staff of the air training plan.
In cooperation with the army, we have one
squadron overseas; we have a second squad-
ron completing its training in Canada. Pro-
visions have been made for the continuous
training of reinforcements for both squadrons
in our army cooperation school. For home
defence, we have 9 squadrons in our present
establishment, and will have 12 squadrons
when our establishment is completed.

In the Canadian active service force, the
personnel as at the 10th of May, 1940, was
as follows: The first division is overseas, and
its strength has been enlarged by the neces-
sary ancillary troops. The number of troops
in the first division and its ancillaries is
23438. At Canadian military headquarters
there are 240 officers and men. The total of
men overseas is therefore 23,678.

We have in training for overseas service a
second division with its ancillary troops
amounting to 24,645. We have under mobili-
zation other troops under the following head-
ings:

Depots and training centres. 1161282
roops engaged in coastal defence
and anti-aircraft work. . i 9,036
Troops engaged in guardmg Yul-
nerable pomts T 1,665
Other troops in Canada. . 6,223

The total personnel in the Canadian active
service force as of May 10 is 81,529.

In addition to the active service force the
non-permanent active militia has been organ-
ized into eleven territorial regiments for the
purpose of providing reenforcements for the
Canadian active service force units overseas.
Apart from troops overseas and troops engaged
in home defence our troops are assisting 1n
the defence of strategic areas in Newfound-
land, and further assignments of duties are
contemplated in the Atlantic area.

In the three services there were as of
May 10 more than 100,000 men on active
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service. In addition organization has been
provided for the reenforcement of the Can-
adian active service force and for the recruit-
ment as rapidly as ships can be put into
commission of the personnel of the Royal
Canadian Navy. Recruitment of the Royal
Canadian Air Force is intimately associated
with the British commonwealth air training
plan to which I shall now refer.

The British commonwealth air training plan
is not an exclusively Canadian undertaking.
As the name implies, it is a joint plan in
which the four governments, those of the
United Kingdom, Canada, Australia and New
Zealand, are all concerned. The plan origin-
ated with the British government. The pre-
liminary work on the scheme was done by the
United Kingdom air ministry. Canada can-
not alter the plan at her own exclusive discre-
tion, nor without regard for the essential
factors of the adequate training of men to
meet the demands of modern aerial warfare.

Neither the commonwealth air training plan
nor any other air training plan can turn out
trained pilots, observers and gunners immedi-
ately after its inception. The immediate
requirements of the United Kingdom air force
were and still are being met by the training
establishments in the United Kingdom, which
were in full operation at the outbreak of war.
The joint training plan was established for
the purpose of maintaining the progressive
supply of trained pilots and airmen, and
increasing it steadily until the allied air force
had attained decisive superiority over the
enemy in the air. It was felt that the plan
had to be orderly and free from confusion.
It is worked out so that all stages of training
are inter-related, and the training itself is on
a progressively increasing scale. It is impos-
sible to make arbitrary changes in the plan
without disrupting its efficiency, and without
consultation with the other members of the
commonwealth partnership on which it 1is
based.

I can illustrate the magnitude of the plan
in no better way than by giving the house a
list of the number of establishments required
for its full operation. They are:

commands, situated respectively
Toronto, Winnipeg and

4 trainin
at ontreal,
Regina.

2 manning depots.

20 Royal Canadian Air
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.

Force recruiting
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There are also several other important units,
such as a technical training school, an air
armament school, a central flying school, and so
forth. In other words, there will be a total
of 110 separate formations and units in exist-
ence when the plan is operating at full capacity.

To illustrate the progress which has already
been made, I should like to place on Hansard
a list of the units which have so far been
established. They are:

Training command 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, St.

Thomas.

Manning_ depot, Toronto.

Technical training school, St. Thomas.

Initial training school, Toronto.

Equipment depot, Ottawa, now being moved

to_Toronto.

Equipment depot, Winnipeg.

Wireless 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.

Aircraft inspectors’ school, Toronto.

Training command headquarters, Regina.

Twenty recruiting centres throughout the

country.
New units are being established almost every
week according to the program fixed in the
plan itself.

It was estimated at the time the agreement
was reached between the four governments
that the total cost of the plan for the three
years agreed upon would be about six hundred
millions, of which the estimated Canadian
share is three hundred and fifty millions.

Apart from pupils, about forty thousand
officers, airmen and civilians will be employed
when it is fully developed. Many thousands
of pilots, air observers and air gunners will be
trained each year on a progressively increasing
scale.

I am aware that a growing feeling of im-
patience has become manifest in certain
sections of the country with reference to
what is believed to be the sl w progress made
by the British commonwealth air training
plan and the fact that its contribution is not
one of immediate effectiveness at this ecritical
hour. We recognize that these sentiments
spring from a very natural desire to carry at
this moment a greater share of the load which
is being carried by the mother country and
our allies across the seas. But we do believe
that they are perhaps coloured by lack of
understanding of the magnitude of this under-
taking, and particularly of the objectives which
it is called upon to fulfil. If such a mis-
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understanding exists it is probably due to the
fact that the public has not gained a full
appreciation of the size of this project, the
greatest individual effort which this dominion
has ever made.

It seems to me important that I should
recall to you that the British commonwealth
air training plan, as I have mentioned, was
based upon a request made to the govern-
ments of Canada, Australia and New Zealand,
on September 26, by the government of the
United Kingdom. In other words, this plan
was not that of Australia, New Zealand or
Canada, but was one worked out in the United
Kingdom, and was proposed by them to be
carried out in Canada, to provide an ever-
increasing flow of trained pilots, air observers
and air gunners to supplement the supply of
Royal Air Force personnel available for mann-
ing additional aircraft when these were ob-
tained through the expansi n of her aircraft
and equipment program and her purchases of
these from abroad. It is, I am sure, super-
fluous for me to say that the alternative, of
sending a lesser number of airmen overseas
at an earlier date, rather than greatly in-
creased numbers at a later date, was dis-
cussed by the governments concerned, but
the United Kingdom government felt very de-
finitely that in view of her aircraft manufac-
turing schedules the present arrangements
were those best calculated to serve her pur-
poses.

I might say to hon. members that I have in
my hand at the moment a copy of the sum-
mary of the memorandum of agreement be-
tween the governments of the United King-
dom, Canada, Australia and New Zealand,
relating to the training of pilots and aircraft
crews in Canada and their subsequent ser-
vice. One of the terms of the agreement as
to costs and expenses is as follows:

The share of the cost of the scheme to be
borne by the government of the United Kingdom
will take the form of contributions in kind,
to be delivered at such times and in such
numbers as may be required for the efficient
carrying out of the scheme.

I draw attention to that particular clause
in the agreement because there seems -to be
the impression in Canada that under the agree-
ment this country was to supply the an’crq.ft,
engines and so on needed for the carrying

out of the scheme.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury) : May I ask
if that agreement has been made public?

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: Yes, it was
made public the night it was signed, Decem-
ber 17; or rather I have just been informed
that a summary was made public.
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Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): May I ask
if it has been tabled? We do not seem to
have it.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: I recall the
negotiations very clearly. This being an agree-
ment between the different governments, at the
time it was thought inadvisable to have the
agreement in full made public. The essential
features were set forth in a summary, which
was then published. In regard to tabling a
copy of the agreement itself, I would need
to get the consent of the different govern-
ments concerned.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): I think
that is quite all right, but I should like to
see it if possible.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: I will see that
my hon. friend gets a copy, in any event,
but before giving it to the public at large I
would wish to get the consent to which I
have referred. What I particularly desire to
point out is that under the agreement the
Canadian government undertook the adminis-
tration of the scheme; it undertook to make
provision for all the buildings and the like.
There was also an undertaking as to the actual
cost in cash, the proportion to be paid by
the different countries, Canada, Australia and
New Zealand. By far the greatest proportion
of that cost was assumed by Canada. Great
Britain’s contribution—because this is a scheme
which includes all four countries—did not take
the form of money; it took the form I have
just mentioned, a contribution in kind to be
delivered at such times and in such numbers
as may be required for the efficient carrying
out of the scheme.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): I suppose
that would mean equipment? -

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: It means air-
craft; yes.

Following upon the events of recent weeks,
only a few days ago we asked the United
Kingdom government whether that govern-
ment would wish to see the schedules of the
joint air training plan modified. The United
Kingdom has stated in reply that at the
present time the efficient prosecution of the
war can best be achieved by adhering to the
plans laid down for the air training scheme
and by accelerating them to the utmost where
practicable. After consultation with the British
Air Mission it was agreed that the way to
accelerate the plan would be the adoption of
measures to expedite the purchase and manu-
facture of equipment, the preparation of aero-
dromes, hangars and buildings in advance of
the schedule requirements. In accordance with
this view certain special powers to act on its

own authority have been conferred on the
Department of Munitions and Supply for this
purpose. I think I am right in saying—and
the Minister of Munitions and Supply (Mr.
Howe) will correct me if I am not—that as far
as the construction of buildings and the like
under Canada’s obligation is concerned, already
we are ahead of what the schedule requires.
The minister assures me that I am correct.

The house will remember that the tech-
nical administration of the plan is com-
mitted to the Royal Canadian Air Force,
and I cannot stress too strongly the admir-
able way in which Air Vice-Marsha' Croil
and his staff have carried out their heavy
responsibilities. The government felt that
it would be greatly aided in having the bene-
fit of men with experience in business organ-
ization to supervise the administration, under
the minister. From early in the war we have
had the advantage of the services of Colonel
K. S. Maclachlan, a prominent business
executive, acting as deputy minister for navy
and air; and under Colonel Maclachlan’s
regime the plan has proceeded at full pace
in accordance with the program specified at
its inception, which was in accordance with
the timing as worked out by the United
Kingdom air staff.

It was felt, however, as the plan developed,
that in view of the great magnitude of the
undertaking and of the many problems which
it involved, a special deputy minister for
air should be appointed whose chief responsi-
bility would be to further the execution of
the British commonwealth air training plan,
and that this work should be undertaken by
one whose energies and powers of organiza-
tion were beyond question, who would con-
centrate his entire activities on the air side
of our war effort. I was glad to be able to
announce on April 11 that Mr. James S.
Duncan, another outstanding business execu-
tive, had placed his time at the disposal of
the government for a period. Since the day
of his appointment Mr. Duncan has been
applying himself to this momentous task with
tireless energy and a realistic approach to its
many problems. I believe that Mr. Duncan
would be the first to say that he is receiving
and has received the fullest cooperation of
the government and of the officials of the
departments concerned in the important work
which he is doing; and I am glad to be
able to announce that, in close cooperation
with the Royal Canadian Air Force, the
Minister of National Defence and the gov-
ernment as a whole, certain plans are in
hand which, while respecting the United
Kingdom’s desire to leave intact the British
commonwealth air training plan will, within
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the limitations of the present situation, en-
visage the speeding up of Canada’s air con-
tribution to the allied cause.

In order that Canada’s contribution in
this branch of our war effort may be made
as complete and as expeditious as possible,
the government has decided to ask parliament
to make provision for the appointment of
an additional minister of the crown to be
known as Minister of National Defence for
Air, who will give his undivided time and
attention to air activities and in particular
to a close supervision of the commonwealth
air training plan.

Mr. HOMUTH: Why wait until now?

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: I will answer
that question. The government’s final decision
in this matter has awaited the return to
Canada from the United Kingdom of the
Minister of National Defence (Mr. Rogers),
who has given the creation of a special
ministry for air his full approval. I may
say to my hon, friend that while the Min-
ister of National Defence was in England he
engaged in interviews with the heads of the
various branches of the department of
defence, and naturally the government
awaited his return before taking a step which
would involve any part of the work of his
own department.

Mr. HOMUTH: Is he getting some engines
for the machines we already have?

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: If my hon.
friend is as interested in Canada’s war effort
as a whole as I believe the rest of the house
is, he will refrain from interrupting until I
have completed what I have fo say. I might
just ask my hon. friend if his interruption was
intended to be @ helpful one or to be an
embarrassment.

Mr. HOMUTH:
helpful.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: Was it?
Mr. HOMUTH: Quite.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: Then my hon.
friend will be quite prepared, I am sure, to
wait until later for an answer from the minister
himself.

I do not propose to-day to refer to the
organization of agriculture, the war-time prices
and trade board and the large number of col-
lateral enterprises and committees which have
been insituted by the government in its prep-
aration of the economy of Canada for the
war needs of ourselves and our allies. Suffice
it to say that the government’s record on the
economic front is not less impressive than
that on the military front, and not less import-
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It was intended to be

ant. At the moment it is primarily as to the
military effort that the country desires to be
informed.

The dynamic forces which have changed the
war situation in Europe within recent days;
the unprecedented threat to the allied powers
and ourselves, must be met at once by im-
mediate action. Production must be acceler-
ated to its limit. Training must be intensified.
But however imperative the need, once we
have determined—as we have—to meet actual
and threatened events to the utmost of our
strength and capacity, we must see to it that
what is done shall be efficient, persistent and
designed to guarantee that action which we
believe will contribute most to the defence and
triumph of the allied cause. The government
proposes that there shall be devoted to the
Department of Munitions and Supply the sole,
exclusive and full-time services of a minister
of the crown. His responsibility will be to
correlate production activities, and to speed up
in every manner possible the output of essen-
tial military and other material. For this
purpose there will be conferred upon the
Department of Munitions and Supply certain
special powers which would not be accorded
in normal times, to enable it to expedite the
provision of equipment of materials of war
for the armed forces.

Hon. members will notice that in develop-
ing Canada’s war effort the government has
proceeded step by step. With respect to the
Department of Munitions and Supply it will
be recalled that that department took over
the work of the war supply board. The war
supply board, in turn, had taken over what
was formerly the defence purchasing board
which had been formed before the war com-
menced. The development has been from the
purchasing board to the war supply board,
and then came the provision for a Department
of Munitions and Supply. As hon. members
know, since it was brought into being by
proclamation, the department has been in
charge of the Minister of Transport (Mr.
Howe). The Minister of Transport has not
only a full knowledge of the transportation
problems in the economy of this country, but
from the beginning had exercised supervision
over the work of the war supply board. The
minister and the government felt that there
would be an advantage for a time at least in
having the two departments administered by
the one minister, in view of the correlation
of their activities. He has since said, and we
agree with him, that the time has now come
when the time of one minister should be given
exclusively to the work of a Department of
Mounitions and Supply. In this connection may
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I pause for a moment to say how exceptionally
fortunate the government regards itself in
being able to secure the most valuable services
of Mr. Wallace Campbell of Windsor, who
devoted his time and energy, to the utmost
of his strength and ability, to the work of the
war supply board during the time he was at
its head. Mr. Campbell has generously under-
taken to continue an association, in an ad-
visory capacity, in connection with war supplies
and the Department of Munitions and Supply
is taking advantage of his expert knowledge
to gain such counsel and advice from him as is
further needed at the present time.

The government has reiterated to the gov-
ernment of the United Kingdom its confidence
in the productive capacity of Canadian plants
as an alternative source of supply, relatively
free from the danger of any enemy action.
Canadian manufacturers have expressed their
readiness to undertake to the limit of their
capacity the production of all such supplies
as can be manufactured in this country. The
government has undertaken to assist in the
organization of the fullest use of the resources
of Canadian industry, as and when the British
government indicates its wishes.

This afternoon my hon. friend referred to
the fact that some productive plants were not
working at the present time at full capacity.
He seemed to feel that there had been some
lag in the placing of orders. My hon, friend,
and I assume other hon. members in the
house, will understand that orders are being
placed by Canada for requirements needed
by Canada itself, and that orders come from
the United Kingdom for supplies desired by
the United Kingdom. United Kingdom sup-
plies are ordered not from Canada alone but
from all parts of the world, and the placing
of orders in Canada by the British Govern-
ment has been a matter which has required
very careful consideration on their part. No
doubt there are many orders which some
interested parties in Canada would like to
have seen placed prior to this time; but in
these matters, as in all else, the situation
has been governed by what has been considered
possible and advisable on the part of the
government of the United Kingdom.

To turn to another phase of the matter, the
government has taken all possible steps to
prevent sabotage and subversive activity, by
propaganda or otherwise, against the allied
cause. Qur efficient Royal Canadian Mounted
Police and other branches of the government
concerned are fully aware of the situation, and
have taken action wherever warranted. it
wish, however, in this connection, to make
two appeals. I appeal to all citizens of foreign
extraction to remember that they are living

in a land which is fighting to maintain the
freedom which they now enjoy, and the pos-
sibilities of international goodwill which
enabled them to settle in our midst, I appeal,
also, to all members of the public to refrain
from persecution and panic action against
harmless and law-abiding people who share
our life and in most instances our common
citizenship.

In view of the critical turn of events in
Europe within the last few days, and in the
light of information obtained by the Minister
of National Defence on his recent visit to
England, the government has decided to take
the following additional measures to strengthen
our armed forces, and to enlarge our con-
tribution to the allied cause. These decisions,
and those which I have already mentioned,
are being translated into action. They are all
in addition to the work which has been done
and planned in the military, naval and air
spheres of action, and on the economic front.

We have decided to advance the date of
the dispatch overseas of the second division
of the Canadian active service force.

We have decided to advance the date of
the dispatch of such further reinforcements
of the first division as have not already pro-
ceeded overseas.

We have decided to push forward the
recruiting of reinforcements for the second
division of the Canadian active service force,
which will follow that division overseas at
the earliest possible date.

There will be formed 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 which I have already mentioned.

We shall undertake the raising of a third
division, to be available for such service as
may be required in Canada or overseas.

We have assigned, at the request of the
United Kingdom government, certain naval
and military formations to active duty in the
Caribbean and North Atlantic areas.

There will be dispatched overseas, as soon
as possible, No. 112 army cooperation squad-
ron to act as a reserve for No. 110 cooperation
squadron now overseas.

As already mentioned, we shall adopt every
feasible method of accelerating the output of
pilots and air crews from Canada for service
in the field, at the earliest possible date,

Steps have been taken in order to advance
beyond the agreed and predetermined schedule
the preparation of aerodromes and hangars,
and the like.
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Mr. Speaker, this reviews in brief some of
the details of the action the government has
taken to meet the critical needs of the hour.
The national interest prevents my disclosing
some further details in connection with these
items or from referring to other developments
the government has already begun.

May I pause here for a moment to say to
hon. members that I am sure the review I
have already made will be sufficient to indi-
cate the force of what I am about to say.
With a world situation such as our own and
other countries must face to-day, it is neces-
sary for the government to take account not
only of the happenings of the immediate
moment but of possible happenings during
the period through which this war may run.
The situation is vastly different from what
it has been heretofore. As I said in my
remarks at the outset, during the last war
we had Japan as an ally, we had Russia as
an ally, we had Italy as an ally and we had
practically no problem on the Pacific coast.
Tor some considerable time the United States
also was an active ally and, as I have said,
there was no problem to be considered in
connection with the Pacific ocean.

In connection with the Atlantic coast there
was very little to be considered. At that
time the British navy undertook the pro-
tection of our Atlantic coast and we were
actually being protected by the British navy
in our immediate coastal waters. Our navy
was a tiny affair, I believe of two ships, the
Rainbow and the Niobe. These ships were
taken over by the British navy and became
part of that navy. In this war our navy
is a unit which is serving actively on the
Atlantic coast and it is rendering most
valuable assistance to the British navy itself.

We know the developments in the war up
to date, but we do not know what they are
going to be to-morrow. We do not know
what they are going to be a week or a
month or a year hence. We have, therefore,
to consider not only what we can do in the
way of cooperation overseas but also the
possible happenings with respect to Canada
itself. This is one of the things that I hope
hon. members will keep in mind. We have
to see around all the sides of this situation
and view it in relation not only to the
Canada that we knew in the last war but to
the Canada that is a nation to-day.

One hardly dares to suggest the thought,
but should our enemy triumph in this par-
ticular struggle it is not France, it is not
England, it is not Holland, it is not Belgium,
it is not Norway, it is not Poland and it
is not Czechoslovakia that they would seek
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as a prize of war; what the enemy are look-
ing for is great new areas of development.
That is what underlies this struggle for world
domination and we cannot afford to ignore at
this time every conceivable possibility with
relation to each part of the British common-
wealth of nations.

The urgent appropriations with which this
house will be called upon to deal, the various
measures to be introduced by the government,
many of which are on the order paper, will
command the earnest attention of each one of
us. I appeal to all members to avoid time-
wasting procedure and to purge the order
paper of items which cannot by any stretch
of the imagination be considered a contribu-
tion to the solution of our problems. Above
all, T know I shall not ask in vain that the
time of hard pressed ministers of the crown
and of hard working civil servants should not
be diverted from their many tasks to deal with
matters which are not essential.

Tt is the opinion of the government that the
circumstances of the hour require that the
urgent matter of the prosecution of the war
and of Canada’s part therein calls for the
most immediate and thorough discussion. We
do not desire to remove and do not propose
to curtail unduly any of the privileges of hon.
members, but the government believes that
in the present emergency government busi-
ness should have the right of way over the
debate on the address. It is therefore sug-
gested that the debate on the address be
shortenend by arrangement between the
whips. If such an arrangement is not found
to be possible, I may propose that the debate
be adjourned.

In making statements of that kind I shall
have to ask hon. members to realize that they
are not made with any view of enabling the
government to avoid ecriticism or to take
away from any hon. member a privilege which
should be his, but rather because something
is known of how exceedingly grave the situa-
tion is at this very time. I believe that all
hon. members will feel as I do, that the more
quickly we can begin consideration of the
bill of the Minister of Finance (Mr. Ralston)
which has to do with war appropriations, and
which measure will enable the fullest discus-
sion of everything pertaining to the war and
the war effort of Canada, the better it will
be in all respects and the more action of that
kind will be approved by the country. So
I am going to suggest that a step of that
kind be taken and I hope that the house will
give its approval.

As I have said, it appears to my colleagues
and myself that all matters pertaining to the
war can be more appropriately discussed dur-
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ing the consideration of the resolution pro-
viding the moneys required to support Can-
ada’s war effort. This resolution is already
on the order paper and might, if the house
were agreeable, be proceeded with to-morrow
or on Wednesday. In view of the crisis, how-
ever, the government will be obliged to pro-
ceed with the war appropriations not later
than Wednesday, and will take such steps to
that end as may be necessary under the rules.
1 propose to discuss procedure with my hon.
friend opposite and with other hon. gentlemen
who are leading groups in this house. The
procedure which I believe to be best designed
to meet the dominant needs of the critical
situation is as follows.

There should be a general debate on the
resolution. We can then refer the appropria-
tion bill to a committee or committees of
the House of Commons in order that there
may be disclosed to the members of those
committees information which would not prob-
ably be in the public interest to place on
the pages of Hansard or to broadcast in debate
to the House of Commons. I propose to
ascertain the views of the leaders of the house
with respect to these committees. It may be
that a separate committee surveying the work
of each of the fighting services would be
preferable to one dealing with defence matters
generally. It is I am sure unnecessary for
me to advance the hope and the desire, for
I am sure that hon. members share both, that
the personnel of these committees be selected
with the utmost care.

I should like to emphasize that the setting
up of these committees will not preclude in
any way any member from debating any sub-
ject to which he may desire to call the atten-
tion of the house and the country, and I give
my assurance to hon. members that the con-
stitution of such committees will not be used
as a pretext for concealing any information
which it is in the public interest to disclose.
While officers of the department and of the
service will attend the committees when re-
quired, it would be a great disservice to the
country at this time if members were to keep
officers from their regular important public
duties unless it is absolutely necessary.

I have sought to pass in brief review the
main facts in connection with the war effort
of this country. Everything that we have done
has been done with the full approval of our
allies and after complete consultation with
them. We have done, and planned to do, the
things which they have deemed most essential
to the triumph of their cause and ours. I
have told you what can now be told of the
prompt and additional measures we have

already taken to assist the cause to which we
have pledged our honour. As circumstances
permit, more will be disclosed.

I need scarcely say that hysteria and panic
will add nothing but confusion to the per-
formance of a task that is long and difficult.
Munitions and implements of war cannot be
forged overnight. The duration and intensity
of war have alike to be taken into account.
Similarly, the sailors, soldiers and airmen re-
quired to meet fresh situations as they arise
in all quarters of the globe cannot all be
trained at once. No one is more conscious
than my colleagues and I of the necessity of
vigour of action, patience of heart, and stead-
fastness of soul. We have acted and shall con-
tinue to act to the limit of our wisdom and
knowledge and power.

I know that the government can rely upon
the support of all sides of this house as long
as it does all that is humanly possible to
carry out its duty to the people of Canada.
To assist us we shall need and, I believe,
we shall receive the unwavering resolution
and the full cooperation of every true man
and woman in this country. If this war is
lost, and tyranny triumphs, our world with
its gift of freedom, and its promise of
happiness for all men and women, will be
lost in utter darkness. No sacrifice is too
great to prevent that calamity.

The gallant youth of this country will
soon be marching through the fires which
have been devouring nations as well as armies
overseas. They will be true to the imperish-
able traditions of their fathers. Everything
that we can do, every help that we can give,
every contribution that we can make, every
comfort, great or small, that we must
surrender, is as a grain of sand compared with
the treasure which they offer on the altar of
humanity.

Those of us who have heard the calm,
brave words of Prime Minister Churchill and
Prime Minister Reynaud do not doubt that
the two great races from which this land
derives its sinew and its strength will keep
the torn flag flying on the battlements of
freedom. They have faced, and we have
faced with them, perils almost as great,
situations almost as grave, in the days that
have gone. We, and they, have remained
unshaken and triumphant. It is my faith
that we shall remain unshaken and triumphant
again. The end of the war will find the
people of Canada, where the beginning of the
war found us; standing, united at the side of
Britain and of France.

Mr. Speaker, I should like if I might be
permitted, before the house adjourns this
evening, to read a message which I sent this
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morning to the Prime Minister of Great
Britain with reference to the speech which he
made last evening, and I shall give that to
the house at the conclusion of these pro-
ceedings.

Mr. M. J. COLDWELL (Rosetown-Biggar) :
Mr. Speaker, in rising to participate in this
first debate of a new and what may be a
fateful parliament, I do so with considerable
regret that the hon. member for Winnipeg
North Centre (Mr. Woodsworth), our leader,
is unable to speak for the group with which
we are associated. I know that hon. members
on all sides of the house sincerely hope that
he will be restored to health in a short time.

We wish to congratulate you, Mr. Speaker,
upon your election to the high and ancient
office which we are sure you will occupy with
that dignity and impartiality which we appre-
ciated in your predecessor.

To the mover and the seconder of the resolu-
tion we extend our congratulations, particularly
to the hon. member for Lotbiniere (Mr.
Lapointe), whose distinguished father must
have been proud of his son’s maiden speech
in this House of Commons.

We are meeting to-day under the shadow
of a great crisis. I want to say at once to the
Prime Minister (Mr. Mackenzie King) that
we of this group are prepared to facilitate in
every particular the business of ‘this house.
Like the labour parties of Great Britain and
other parts of the British commonwealth, the
Cooperative Commonwealth Federation is
essentially a peace party. We hate war with
a passionate hatred because all history teaches
us that, in the words of the Prime Minister
spoken in this house in March of last year,
war settles nothing. We know that the men
who bleed and die will leave behind them only
mourners who, when the conflict ceases, will
pay for the struggle in tears and in treasure.
Because of this, when we believed there was
yet time, we advocated national and inter-
national policies which we are convinced would
have promoted peace and prevented war.

We watched with growing misgivings the
march of fascism and the rising menace of
the nazi movement in Germany. We said
that those who were encouraging these move-
ments would bring mankind to the very brink
of disaster. Nearly three years ago Mr. Heaps,
then Cooperative Commonwealth Federation
member for Winnipeg North, moved in this
house a resolution asking our government to
approach the President of the United States
with a suggestion that he consider the advisa-
bility of calling a world conference in an
endeavour to secure a peaceful settlement of
international disputes. Subsequently, when the
sky darkened still more, we urged our own
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government to initiate the calling of the
League of Nations assembly to stop the
threatened crisis. Whenever opportunities arose,
we tried to focus attention on the inter-
national situation and the growing danger to
Canada. We have made mistakes, as any
body of people dealing with difficult situations
are bound to do; but we have always held
that freedom is the foundation of life and of
human happiness.

We have watched the suppression of liberty
in other countries. One by one and often to-
gether, freedom of thought, freedom of
association, freedom of religion, freedom of
speech have disappeared as dictatorships have
become more powerful. We dreaded war
because we knew that when it came our
basic freedom would be endangered in our
own dominion. Nor were we wrong in that
assumption, for the defence of Canada regula-
tions have in our opinion gone beyond the
point warranted by an outbreak of war. We
readily admit that when a nation is at war,
actions against the safety of the state must
be prevented or punished as the case may be,
but we insist that every man shall have the
right to plead guilty or not guilty before a
competent authority in open court. Under
section 21 of the defence regulations it is
possible for this basic right of British citizen-
ship to be taken away.

For a second time within a generation we
are called upon to make the sacrifices de-
manded by war. At the outset of the
struggle, the Cooperative Commonwealth
Federation group in this house presented a
statement expressing its attitude in the ecrisis.
We said then, and we believe now, that the
preservation of national unity and security
must be kept in mind as cardinal principles
underlying all we do. We said then, and we
believe now, that Canada’s best assistance can
be rendered to the allied cause by organizing
our economic resources efficiently, and grant-
ing to the allies every material aid without
profit to this nation or to any individual within
it. We believe that such aid may become
even more important if British and French
industrial centres are subjected to violent air
attack, for it is obvious now that the machines
of war are more necessary to ultimate victory
than the provision of large contingents of
infantry. It is in the field of mechanized war-
fare that the allied cause is said to be deficient.
It is in this field that Canada can and must
render her greatest assistance.

I suppose too that recent events, the power
and range of the aeroplane, the organization
of. so-called fifth columns and so on, have
brought home to many a Canadian the urgent
need of coastal and home defence in a nation
which comprises such enormous territory and
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whose coast lines extend for thousands of
miles in length as do Canada’s. Thus the
proper organization of our industry and the
defence of Canada and adjacent allied terri-
tory will tax our resources of man-power to
the utmost.

Nearly all members of this house were in
agreement during the election campaign that
conseription of man-power for overseas service
would split this country into pieces and take
us out of the war as an effective allied force.
Hence we believe that any policy which would
even raise a demand for conscription for over-
seas service would cause internal divisions
which would have almost as disastrous an effect
as the actual adoption of that policy by parlia-
ment would have. In the last house the Prime
Minister (Mr. Mackenzie King) and the Min-
ister of Justice (Mr. Lapointe) made state-
ments which reassured our people on this point.
This is a new parliament and the government
contains new ministers. So I urge the Prime
Minister or the Minister of Justice to give the
same assurances to this house as they gave to
its predecessor. For the reasons I have given,
in September we did not approve the sending
of an expeditionary force overseas. The gov-
ernment intimated that while it sought appro-
priations for the defence of Canada in and
beyond Canada, it had not then been decided
whether an expeditionary force would be sent.
Within two weeks after the prorogation of
parliament the announcement was made that
an expeditionary force was being organized
for overseas service. In our opinion decisions
of such gravity, as well as commitments for
the expenditure of millions and millions of
dollars such as we have heard of to-night,
should be made by parliament. None of the
private members knows the extent to which
we are involved by the enormous commit~
ments that have been made since parliament
sat in September. We are prepared to support
the struggle against aggression and for the
preservation of democratic institutions, but we
insist that democratic institutions shall be
respected and safeguarded in our own country.
In two weeks it will be a full twelve months
since parliament met in regular session. Ever
since the outbreak of war we have been
governed by decree, and the actions of the
government still remain shrouded largely in
secrecy. In democratic countries, as Mr.
Winston Churchill said in that address of his
on January 27 last, “Public men are proud to
be the servants of the people. They would
scorn to be their masters.” The Cooperative
Commonwealth Federation believes that this
parliament, representing the people, must de-
mand that its supremacy be restored. At no
time during this crisis should parliament recess
for more than two or three months. A

standing committee representative of all
parties should be set up for the continuous
scrutiny of every phase of our war effort and
our war expenditures and for consultative
purposes.

During the past few weeks we have viewed
with increasing alarm the onward sweep of
German aggression. Again and again men and
women have asked how all this could have
been accomplished by a people who less than
ten years ago were almost entirely without
armaments. The answer is to be found I
think in the fact that the nazi dictatorship
has planned its every activity for a diabolical
purpose, while we continued to muddle along
without any plan other than the hope that
something might turn up. The challenge
to the democratic nations lies not only in the
military field but in the realm of economic
effort. If it is possible to plan a nation’s
economy for a diabolical purpose, it is equally
possible and certainly necessary to plan it
for the welfare and protection of its people.

At the moment we bend our efforts towards
bringing the war to a successful conclusion.
Already economic controls and directions
which the government refused to consider in
times of peace have been instituted because
of our war effort. I was struck last September
when a government which could not find
money to provide more adequate prices for
farm produce or appropriations for public
works and human welfare could suddenly find
millions for the purposes of war. This fact
was noted by the people of the country, and
when the war ends Canadians will not go back
again to riding the rods, to unemployment
and to misery, without grave danger of civil
disturbance and social dislocation. That is
why we welcome the appointment of a com-
mittee now to consider plans to be put into
effect when the war ends. I hope it is not
going to be just the usual way of disposing
of a dificult problem, as reference to a
committee so often has proved to be. Such
a committee should be required to make
definite plans and request definite appropria-
tions now to meet the needs of this country
when the war ends.

The end of the last war found this country
unprepared for the problems it created. The
demobilized soldiers and war workers suffered
intensely from the misery caused by unem-
ployment and want. In contrast, the rich
who had bought war bonds enjoyed a steady
and permanently secure income. This must
not happen again. We believe that the obliga-
tion to the soldier and his dependents should
be as binding, yes, more binding, than our
obligation to the bondholder. We urged
that the soldiers’ security should be secured
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by a bond or government insurance policy
designed to provide adequate maintenance for
himself, his family and dependants as long
as he or they may require it through adverse
circumstances. This has not been done. On
the contrary, complaints have reached me
that agents of profit-making private insurance
companies are permitted to canvass troops in
training for life insurance policies that will
lapse if the men are demobilized and become
unemployed. I intend to ask some questions
regarding this matter at the proper time.

We welcome the promise that a bill for
unemployment insurance will be introduced.
We trust that it will secure the support of all
the provinces and be sufficiently comprehen-
sive to meet our present and post-war needs.
But more than this will be needed to provide
for those who will not be within the scope of
that measure. We need to plan definitely
and intelligently for present domestic needs
and for post-war problems. I can assure the
house that the Cooperative Commonwealth
Federation will lend every assistance it can
in these matters also.

The plight of agriculture has been a sorry
one for the ‘past ten years. Last Saturday
wheat prices crashed again, and the govern-
ment, which condemned pegged prices in
former years, was forced to step in last
Saturday and peg the price of wheat at 70
cents for No. 1 northern at Fort William.
At the outbreak of the war we urged that the
speculative markets for wheat and other pro-
duce should be closed and that proper parity
prices should be established and marketing
undertaken by appropriate marketing boards
on which the producers should be properly
represented. The low-pegged price of wheat
and the relatively low prices of other farm
produce, together with the rising price of farm
machinery, clothing and other commodities,
spell ruin to the prairie provinces. In these
and other parts of the country dairy products,
hogs, tobacco, fruit have suffered falling
prices. No real guidance has been given to
the farmer; no planning undertaken, no
attempt made to establish parity prices for
these primary products. No other country
at war has let such matters drift as we have
done. We cannot conduct the war success-
fully, we cannot cope with the problems of
peace, if we allow our basic peace-time indus-
try to suffer virtual bankruptcy.

Some will say that we cannot consider
such matters now. But in no small measure
our ability to wage war, to finance it, and to
prepare for post-war problems depends upon
our internal domestic situation. A glance at
the Sirois report will indicate the dangerous
condition to which our great basic industry

[Mr. Coldwell.]

and the rural population have been reduced.
Recommendations in that report will be fully
discussed later in the session, but at the very
first opportunity I wish to protest against con-
ditions existing in many parts of Canada.
Other members will undoubtedly present some
concrete evidence of the deplorable conditions
under which many of our people in urban
and rural Canada now live,

When the government announced a few
weeks ago that federal grants for relief had
been drastically cut, many municipalities were
faced with either virtual bankruptcy or the
neglect of the poor and suffering. T was in
Biggar in my constituency when the relief
inspector met the municipal council and
announced to them that they must finance
relief themselves. By dint of curtailing essen-
tial road repairs and social services the council
had managed to set aside a small emergency
or reserve fund of about $3,000. They were
told that because they had this small sum
they could expect no aid from the provincial
or the federal government. I saw the case
histories and statements of relief applicants
who had suffered years of privation and were
now to be refused assistance because the
council had lost outside help. TFifty other
municipalities in Saskatchewan were similarly
dealt with.

The Sirois report clearly shows the financial
inability of the province to carry the burden,
and by an arbitrary ruling the governments
refuse to assist in doing so. This parlia-
ment therefore must éccept some responsi-
bility for these conditions. Indeed, the Sirois
report shows that trade, tarif and other
policies of successive federal governments are
responsible in no small measure for the plight
of farmers, fishermen and Canadian workers.
We believe that intelligent economic planning
would enable us to provide an adequate
standard of living for the great mass of the
Canadian people. This our present and pre-
war economy failed to do.

I was startled when on my way back from
Saskatchewan after the election I read in the
Toronto Star the results of the routine physical
examination of 299 Montreal children at the
Iverly community centre. Only five were
found to be physically fit. Twenty-one of
the group, ranging in age from seven to fifteen,
were referred to hospital for immediate treat-
ment. One-half were underweight, while four
out of every five had a temperature above
normal. Four per cent had serious ear con-
ditions; sixty per cent had serious dental
conditions; thirty per cent had infected
throats; four per cent had a heart condition;
eight per cent had chest conditions and were
sent to be X-rayed, and twenty-nine per cent
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had other serious physical defects. Miss
Esther M. Beith of the Child Welfare Associa-
tion said that approximately sixty per cent
of the children came from homes where the
parents were on relief, while the others came
from homes in the low income brackets. It
is all very well to say that nothing else mat-
ters but the successful prosecution of the war.
The Cooperative Commonwealth Federation
will cooperate to bring the war to a success-
ful conclusion, but it intends at the same time
to urge that we wage unremitting war on
poverty and insecurity within Canada.

Such conditions existed in peace time under
successive Liberal and Conservative govern-
ments who never ceased to boast of our great
resources and our mounting national wealth.
We believe that our greatest resources are the
men, women and children who comprise our
population. To-day we pick up the newspaper
and read of the huge sums being made by cor-
porations engaged in mining and war industries.
The Cooperative Commonwealth Federation
demands that war profiteering must cease.
Last year we enacted a measure to limit the
profits on war contracts let without tender
to five per cent. This was set aside by
order in council on August 26 last, and
abandoned in the Munitions and Supply
Department Act adopted by parliament in
September. The Cooperative Commonwealth
Federation believes that the only effective
way to eliminate war profiteering is to nation-
alize all war industry. This too would pre-
vent the export of essential war' material to
potential enemies and indirect shipment to
enemy countries. Ever since the war began
we have continued to export nickel, copper
and scrapiron to aggressors and perhaps even
indirectly to enemy countries. Recently we
read that the largest copper mine in the con-
stituency of the seconder of the address in
reply, the hon. member for Vancouver North
(Mr. Sinclair), the Granby mine, had renewed
its contract to sell to Japan all its output of
copper for the next three years. Right up to
the outbreak of war Canadian supplies were
going to Germany. We boasted of our expand-
ing trade in such commodities, and now we
see them returning to our kith and kin in
more menacing form.

Mr. SINCLAIR: May I be allowed to
correct the hon. member? The output from
the Britannia mine in my riding, which is the
largest copper mine in the British empire,
does not go to Japan.

Mr. COLDWELL: The mine I referred to
is the Granby mine which I thought was in
the hon. gentleman’s constituency. The Granby
mine made the contract to which I have
referred, and of course that contract was
made with the approval of the government of

Canada. I said these commodities may be
coming back to-day to our kith and kin in a
more menacing form. I wonder whether the
tanks which are ravaging France to-day were
made in part at least from scrapiron and
nickel shipped from Canadian ports last sum-
mer. To-day the copper which we export to
Japan mangles the bodies of Chinese patriots.
To-morrow it may return in another form to
the Pacific coast of the United States or of
Canada. Each year we of this little group
have urged the stopping of the export of such
supplies to aggressor nations. In peace time
the government made excuses which many
Canadians appeared to accept. In war time,
and in the'present state of the world, surely
no excuses ought to be accepted.

We hear, too, as we have heard to-night,
that huge sums of money are to be borrowed.
A year ago interest rates were low because
there was no demand for money. To-day we
float loans at 3} per cent, an attractive rate
of interest on gilt-edged Dominion of Canada
securities. In our opinion the burden of
interest, if the war lasts long, will be intoler-
able. Men are asked to give their lives. Surely
a nation has the right to demand that accu-
mulators of great wealth, both personal and
corporate, should give their surplus money
without interest. In this manner something
approaching equality of sacrifice might be
achieved. This becomes all the more neces-
sary when we realize that we have under-
taken to finance not only Canada’s own war
effort but also British purchases in Canada,
through the repatriation of Canadian securi-
ties. There must be no profitable patriotism
in this great struggle. The Canadian people
have the right to demand that these matters
be dealt with by this parliament in a manner
befitting the economic and social needs of
war and of peace. If honest attempts are
made to do so, then the Cooperative Com-
monwealth Federation, together with all other
loyal Canadian citizens, will cooperate to stop
aggression; but if the government fails to
grapple with these problems, the war will not
be brought to a successful conclusion though
our fighting forces win overwhelming victory
abroad.

Let me say again that our group will do
everything possible to facilitate the business
of this session. We believe that an alert oppo-
sition is essential to the efficient function-
ing of democratic government. We do not
know when this war will end. We believe that
victory will crown the allied cause, but the
end of the present war will create problems
more challenging than any we have ever
known. It is certain that whatever the out~
come the world will never be the same again.
In my opinion the balance of the lives of
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all members of this parliament will be spent
in one of the greatest periods of reconstruc-
tion on a world wide scale that mankind has
ever seen. That reconstruction will demand
more intelligent planning and control than
so far many of us have seriously considered.
Now we plan for war; to-morrow we .must
plan for a lasting and enduring peace. How
that enduring peace may be secured is a
problem we must approach while war still
rages. One thing is certain; enduring peace
cannot be secured through the domination of
one people by another or, in the narrower
field of human relationships, through the
domination of one man by another. Peace,
when it comes, must guarantee that the way
of life of one nation will not be menaced by
another nation.
tion of exploitation both at home and abroad.
While each nation must be free to work out
its own destiny, it must be prepared to recog-
nize the rights of racial and religious minori-
ties within its own borders. This will involve,
too, the renunciation of war as an instrument
of national purpose, and hence some form of
collective security must be devised. Interna-
tional disarmament must be a principal war
aim, in order that there can be a transfer of
disciplinary power to an international author-
ity. In short, our aim must be social and
international justice at home and abroad. To
such an effort the Cooperative Commonwealth
Federation will lend its utmost support and
give its assistance now and in the days to
come.

We join with all members of the house in
hoping that the day will speedily arrive when
the present conflict will end and the demo-
cratic peoples of the world once more will
be able to live in peace and friendship one
with another, and to banish from the world
for all time the economic and social causes
which have led to modern, recurrent wars,

Mr. J. H. BLACKMORE (Lethbridge):
Mr. Speaker, in rising to take part in this
first debate at this most sombre moment,
I feel greatly depressed, but at the same time,
while this is perhaps one of the darkest hours
through which the British race has ever passed,
I believe that if we behave as we should and
put our house in order, the God who has seen
us through the perilous times of the past will
come to our aid and guide us safely through
this dreadful time.

Since we last convened in this chamber
several events have occurred. Our late gov-
ernor general, Lord Tweedsmuir, has been
called to that nobler work beyond, for which
his rich and varied earth life so abundantly
prepared him. As a public man he was ever
discreet and proper, yet colourful; quiet and

[Mr. Coldwell.]

This involves the elimina-"

unobtrusive, yet noticeable; unaffectedly
gracious and amiably dignified, whether
distinguished in viceroyal regalia, attired in
formal dress, or adorned with the arrogant
costume of an Indian chief. At his death
we were shocked; his loss Canada spontan-
eously mourned.

Since last we met, the world’s war effort has
intensified appallingly. Our enemy has given
yet further proof of his strength, skill, organiz-
ing ability, courage and determination.

The Alberta people have returned the Aber-
hart social credit government. While to
introduce this fact at this stage may seem
incongruous, yet we of this group believe that
this event is of tremendous significance to
the future of Canada and perhaps even to
the winning of this war. That occurrence has
two meanings. The first is that an effectively
substantial portion of the Alberta voters have
confidence in the Aberhart administration,
which stands for social credit. The second is
that those voters believe that the principles
of social credit are sound and that those
principles, if introduced into the Canadian
economy, would serve as a basis for an
abundant life. Furthermore, inasmuch as the
election was fought during the war, with the
clouds of adversity, anxiety and fearfulness
impending over us, the vote had a significance
with respect to the war.

An election has swept the Liberal party
into power, first, to win a war—and without
conscription—and, second, to preserve Cana-
dian unity. I mention these two facts because
already, once on the floor of the house and
several times in the corridors I have heard
men attempt to interpret the Liberal victory
in another manner, and to make it appear
that notwithstanding the fact that the Prime
Minister (Mr. Mackenzie King) laid down
these two aims as the issue, yet the Liberal
victory had another meaning. It is suggested,
for example, that the people believed in past
Liberal policies or that the people particularly
believed in the Liberals as a party, or that
the people had turned their backs on various
kinds of reform, monetary and otherwise.
I believe any attempt to interpret the victory
of the Liberal party in any such manner is a
tendency towards delusion of the worst kind.
Therefore I say it must be refrained from,
if we are going to face the problems which
confront us in the way the Prime Minister
has urged we should face them. Let us have
the facts at all times, and let us face them in
a realistic manner.

Canada is still in a great deal of confusion.
I find that the leaders are confused. For
instance it was reported in the press that the
president of our Bank of Canada not very
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long ago made a speech in which he urged
the people to tighten their belts. At the
same time we have been told by several
agencies throughout the dominion that it is
a dangerous thing for us to increase our
production too far, in certain commodities.
I refer particularly to wheat.

Having been urged to increase our produc-
tion in respect of other commodities, such as
pork, we have found, within a few months,
that we are in danger of having an over-
supply. Strange indeed for war time!

To tighten the belt is to indicate that we
are to cease to use commodities. To tell us
to cease to produce commodities is to tell us
something diametrically opposed to the advice
to tighten our belts. The result is that con-
fusion worse confounded aboundeth through-
out the land. To-day in Canada we have a
surplus of grain and apparently a surplus of
bacon. We have a surplus of apples, butter,
tobacco and other commodities, and we have
a great deal of unused capacity in our fac-
tories, mines, farms and forests. Yet we are
told to tighten our belts. We have in Canada
a wage scale which is a disgrace, and a condi-
tion which will stand as an everlasting con-
demnation of the generation which permitted
that wage scale to develop in a land of
abundance like this. Not only will the
Liberals be condemned by future generations,
but I say that every statesman of every brand
who has had any control in this country
since the turn of the present century will
have like condemnation.

Yet we are told to tighten our belts. If
we tighten our belts, how will industry sell!
If industry cannot sell, how will it employ
men? If industries cannot sell and cannot
employ men, how can we possibly increase
our production and thereby increase our real
wealth? If we cannot increase our production
and our real wealth, how can we pay our taxes?
Further, how can we possibly build up a
reserve of goods and goods producing power
against a time when perhaps those who are
now producing the wheat and other commodi-
ties needed by the world will be in such a
position that they will no longer be able to
produce so freely, and when consequently there
may develop a tremendous demand upon our
productive power to provide the very food
and raiment which the soldiers will need in
the conduct of the war?

These facts have to be faced by any group
of intelligent men who are planning the policies
which the country is going to follow to win
the war. In the light of these considerations
I ask how we can possibly get sense out of
the admonition to tighten our belts. May I
hasten to say I am not averse to saving,

economizing and all that sort of thing; I was
raised on that. Nevertheless we have gone
into a different kind of age in which, appar-
ently, something different from saving is de-
manded. Canada must make the maximum
war effort; all hon. members agree on that.
The only difference of opinion among us is
as to how we shall bring about Canada’s
maximum war effort.

This country has great potentialities. She
could be the determining factor in the war;
and to the degree to which we manage or
mismanage our country we may be saving or
destroying the hopes of the British race, with
all that that destruction implies. We have the
resources; we have the industrial equipment;
we have the railroads, and other means of
transportation. At the present time we have
man-power which to an astounding extent is
unused. Undoubtedly our potentialities are
great.

Everyone agrees that there is the gravest
danger to the empire. I think there is no
necessity to labour the importance of the
British empire in the world. I am a firm
believer in the British empire, the British
commonwealth of nations, and I believe most
hon. members hold similar views. I am a
believer in the principle that nations have a
mission to perform, and I do not believe that
the British empire’s mission has been achieved.
I believe it still has things to do greater
than any which it yet has done. y

Regardless of whether or not defeat in this
conflict would mean the destruction of the
British empire, there is great significance to
Canada, as Canada, in the conflict. As I see
it, our nation has before it three pathways,
any one of which she may choose to follow.
She may choose to become more and more
an integral part of the British empire, in
which event she will become more and more
British. Or she may elect to become inde-
pendent and suffer a precarious existence,
remembering for all generations the fate of
that Holland, that Denmark and that Nor-
way about which we heard so abundantly from
our friends, the members of the Canadian
Cooperative Commonwealth Federation, during
the last four years, when those countries
were referred to as the modern nations which
had continued for a hundred years to be
independent and neutral and had never had
need of armaments. Or Canada may turn to
the United States with the object of becom-
ing an integral part of the great north
American union under the leadership of the
United States.

I am not going to comment upon the
desirability or lack of desirability of any one
of these three courses. However, I prefer the
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first one, that of becoming more and more
British. Not that I mean that we shall lose
our sovereignty in any sense of the term,
but rather that we shall continue giving lov-
ing adoration and spontaneous homage to
Britain’s king and queen and to the common
ideals of the British people, ready to stand
or fall with them. I have indicated the sig-
nificance of this conflict to Canada.

How are we going to make our greatest
contribution to the empire? I fancy that there
has been no disagreement with me up to the
present time, but I feel that probably there
will not be as much agreement with what I
am going to say from now on. Before I com-
mence to give my message I should like to
read a few lines from the remarks made the
other day by the Prime Minister (Mr. Mac-
kenzie King), lines which I am glad he uttered
and which I am sure he uttered designedly.
On page five of Hansard -of May 16 I read
these words:

_In parliament, particularly in most critical
times like the present, everyone can make some
gontnbution to the needs of the day, and
indeed will be expected to do so fearlessly and
to the best of his ability. To a great extent
an opposition can help a government in shaping
the policies which may be best for the adminis-
tration of public affairs.

I read another excerpt as follows:

We will not expect to be exempted from
criticism. Indeed one of the great functions
of an opposition is that it may help to safe-
guard the proceedings of a government and
that by its constructive criticism may prevent
what might otherwise be in the nature of hasty
or ill-conceived action, or what some might
feel to be a lack of sufficient action.

Encouraged by those words I am going
to attempt to offer my solution. In a general
way Canadians seem to be much nearer the
solution which this group commenced to advo-
cate four years and a half ago. I think they
are much nearer that solution in their con-
cepts to-day than they were. They have been
forced nearer to it and I think Canadians will
be well advised if they do not wait until
they are shoved into it. And before I proceed
to outline my proposals I should like to talk
in a strain in which a good many people are
talking just now. We are told that we are
to have a prayer Sunday throughout the
British empire on May 26, which is next Sun-
day. I do not know how many members of
this house solemnly believe in prayer—I do.
I do not know how many of them solemnly
and devoutly believe in a God who directs
this world—I do. I do not know how many
believe implicitly in the Bible—I do. I crave
the indulgence of the house for a few moments
while I speak in a religious vein.

[Mr. Blackmore.]

If we are to engage in an empire-wide
prayer for victory less than a week from
to-day, I think it behooves us to put our
minds in tune with religious concepts and
thinking. We are being told in many places
to-day that we must repent, but I am not so
sure that there are many of us who know
definitely just of what we should repent. I am
going to suggest one or two things in our
national life of which it probably behooves us
to repent. I think everyone in this chamber
has heard over and over again this statement
which should sound familiar to Liberals par-
ticularly: “Usury once in control will wreck
any nation.” Let us turn our attention for a
moment or two to the question of usury. I
doubt if anyone in this house is unaware that
the scriptures solemnly and expressly forbid
usury and forbid interest.

Mr. REID: It is not against interest.

Mr. BLACKMORE: I should like to read
just one passage from the scriptures. Havi_ng
been browsing through the pages of the serip-
tures during the last few months I should like
to read one passage from the several which I
found. I do not know whether I am in order
in reading a passage of scripture to the house;
I have never tried to do it before, but I am
going to venture it now at the risk of dis-
pleasure. Ezekiel, chapter 22, from verse 12,
reads:

12. In thee have they taken gifts to shed
blood; thou hast taken usury and increase, and
thou hast greedily gained of thy neighbours
by extortion, and hast forgotten me, saith the
Lord God.

13. Behold, therefore I have smitten mine
hand at thy dishonest gain which thou hast
made, and at thy blood which hath been in
the midst of thee.

14. Can thine heart endure, or can thine
hands be strong, in the days that I shall deal
with thee? I the Lord have spoken it, and
will do it.

If such a passage of scripture was not
designed to apply to such times as these,
then my power to think logically must be
most deficient. I repeat these words:

Can thine heart endure, or can thine hands
be strong, in the days that I shall deal with
thee?

Some people say, “How can we get along
without interest?” Since I came into this
house in 1935, except for the members of the
group with which I am associated and two or
three members of the Liberal party, I have
never heard one member rise in his place in
this house and tell us how we can get along
without interest. I have found wvery little
patience manifested by members of this house
when I have tried to show how we might get
along without interest.



MAY 20, 1940

r
~3

The Address—Mr. Blackmore

Mr. REID: I wonder whether the hon.
member would answer one question.

Mr. BLACKMORE: I would much rather
that the hon. member would raise his question
after I haye finished my speech.

Mr. REID: But I want to dispute the
hon. member’s statement that the Bible is
against interest.

Mr. BLACKMORE: Will the hon. member
dispute this passage—

Mr. REID: I am disputing that the Bible
is against interest, as the hon. member puts it.

Mr. BLACKMORE: Will the hon. member
dispute this passage I have just read? If he
wants to disecuss the Bible with me, I will
retire to my room with him after my speech,
and I think he will come out a repentant man.

Mr. REID: Let me tell the hon. member
that I will take him up.

Mr. BLACKMORE: We are going to have
an enjoyable time and a profitable one.

Mr. REID:
will.

Mr. BLACKMORE: Yes, and I am sure
that my hon. friend will, too.

Now, we are steeped in interest. We pay
interest on every move we make with money.
At the present time, no matter how much the
country may need it, or for what purpose, it
is impossible to get money into circulation
without interest. =~ What behaviour as a
nation!

In another respect we are to be condemned.
We have accumulated debts. Anyone who
has read the first five books of the Old Testa-
ment will remember how solemnly and with
what care the Creator commands against the
accumulation of debts, especially beyond fifty
years. We have gone on allowing debts to
accumulate for hundreds of years, and now the
total has become so great that it is crushing
us so that we cannot even conduct a war
successfully.

In the Bible the Lord continually condemns
the people of Israel for their stiff-neckedness.
I maintain that a good many of us have been
altogether too stiff-necked in refusing to
listen to any possibility of a change. We have
allowed poverty to grow to such an extent
that it is destroying the very foundations of
our nation. It is destroying our children, and
discouraging those who would bring children
into the world. Verily in that matter “there
is no health in us.” Surely the time has come
to repent and to find out how all this has
come about.

What must we in Canada do in order to
make this country successful in war? Besides
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moral rearmament—the thing I have been
discussing, for we must rearm ourselves mor-
ally by repentance—we must see to it that we
remove suffering from this land. We must
make Canada a land to love, a land that
men will rejoice to fight for. Certainly one
hesitates to put into words what ought to be
said regarding conditions in this country at
the present time. We must give aged people
something like a chance. Imagine a man who
has spent seventy years building up this coun-
try, condemned to live on $20 a month, to
pay his rent and light and water, any doctor
bills he may have, and then live! Think of
the meagre allowance we give our mothers!
Consider the way in which we deal with relief
recipients! Think of the way in which we
deal with our returned men! How, under con-
ditions like these, can we expect the morale
of a country to be strong?

Again, we must check the trend to autocracy.
The hon. member for Rosetown-Biggar (Mr.
Coldwell) has commented on that matter. I
believe that the defence of Canada regula-
tions are simply a reflection of this tendency.
It is one thing to say that we need stern
regulations; it is another to prove that we
need sterner regulations than England has.
Why should we have section 21 when England
has withdrawn that? Why should we have
such sections as 27, 39, 39A, 62 and 63?7 Why
should it be necessary in Canada to suspend
the Habeas Corpus Act when Britain has not
done so? Tell me who is the autocratic
sovereign who has demanded of Canada that
she should abolish the habeas corpus which
we won hundreds of years ago? In those days
our fathers wrenched that right from King
John. Who is the modern King John against
whom our generation should arise? He is not
Hitler, or Mussolini, or Stalin, but his methods
surprisingly resemble the methods of these
three gentlemen. It is time that we revised
these objectionable statutes. They are not at
all in keeping with the general way of life
of a democracy, and how can people who are
aware that such laws are in force in this
country, go forth with any kind of enthusiastic
belief that they are fighting for democracy?

We must also rearm Canada physically.
Some reference to that was made by the Prime
Minister. In order to rearm physically, the
first thing that we must do is to make sure
that we have in our country a price structure
which renders it possible for our producers to
produce and live. I am going to read to hon.
members some figures which will indicate
what has happened to the western farmer since
1914. The Prime Minister reviewed not long
ago some of the disadvantages under which
we labour in comparison with the conditions at



58 COMMONS

The Address—Mr. Blackmore

the beginning of the last war. Here are some
prices which the western farmer is required to
pay, as reported from the Searle index:

Article Price Price

in 1914 in 1938
Cream separators (500 lbs). $ 37.50 $ 53.50
Post maul 16 1bs.. .. .. .. .85 1.12
Barb wire 4 point, per roll.. 2.30 4.05
1}-h.p. engine, each.. .. .. 39.50 64.75
Wagon, complete.. .. .. .. 100.50 164.25
Teaming harness, per set.. 34.50 46.90
Wire nails, per 100 Ibs. .. 3.20 5.00
Crow bars, each.. .. .. .. D 1.85
Logging chain.. .. .. .. .. 1.50 3.75
Qil lantern, each.. .. .. .. .70 1.20
Grindstone, each. . e 5.00 9.25
Sheepskin coat, each.. .. .. 5.00 9.95
Wool socks, per doz. pair.. 83.76 7.50
Underwear, Wolsey, per suit 3.75 7.50
Shirt, grey flannel. .. .. .. 1D 1.75
Work boots, per pair. .. .. 2.50 3.50
Gang plough.. .. .. .. .. 89.50 147.25
Seed drill, Double D.. .. .. 143.00 260.00
VIOWET, bk o) o s dsiidd s 89.50 147.25
Bob sleds, 2} steel shoe.. .. 24.40 44 .00

Taxes, per quarter section.. 20.00 30.00

In the light of figures like these and many
similar ones, I ask, how can men suppose the
western farmer can produce, especially when he.
is getting lower prices for his products and
is in doubt whether he will be able to sell
his products at all? It is absolutely neces-
sary for us at this time, if we are going to
secure maximum production in this country,
to see that there shall be such a price
structure as will make maximum production
possible. How this is to be done I am not
going to take the time on this occasion to
tell, except just to indicate this, that it would
be impossible to accomplish it merely by
legislation. This government last year set
a seventy-cent-a-bushel price for wheat. It
was going to do that by a subsidy or bonus.
A subsidy or bonus must be used not only
to ensure a price to the producer but to cut
down the price to the consumer. People will
ask, where is the money to come from? That
is the problem which confronts us to-day.

May I ask once again the question which
I was pleased to hear the hon. member for
Rosetown-Biggar ask to-night. How do the
members of this house suppose that the
dictators succeeded in building up in seven
years the colossal armaments which they
have built up, starting from away below
scratch in 1933? I am sorry the leader of
the opposition (Mr. Hanson) has just left his
seat, because I was going to ask him how it
was that Canada was unable to afford any
money for the construction of armaments all
through the period from 1930 to 1935, while
the dictators at the head of absolutely pros-
trate nations, ruined and bankrupt in every
way, were able to build up such terrific arma-
ments that they are to-day the dread of
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the world. Will some one tell me where those
dictators got the money? They must have
a way of getting it. I am not saying that
their way was the right one, but it seems to
me that they did have some way, which is
different from the one we had.

If we are to have maximum production in
this country we must also have maximum
consumption. People are not talking at all
about how to get the people of Canada to
consume more; our authorities are rather off
on a tangent, in the direction started by
the governor of the Bank of Canada when
he told us that we must consume less. I
say, Mr. Speaker, that we must learn to
consume more. How are we going to do it?
That is another problem, but I think it would
be a profitable occupation for an intelligent
committee of this house to study it for several
months. Certainly it must be done and I
am sure it can be done, especially in a country
such as ours, where we must increase con-
sumption. I believe we might be wise to
consider possibly the bonusing of Canadian-
made goods. Out in Alberta, where we are
struggling with a great variety of handicaps
thrown around us, and determinedly and
meticulously kept there, we have contrived
to give a bonus on Alberta-made goods, and
the results, according to figures we have, are
simply astonishing even to us who expected
much. If this parliament could contrive to
bonus Canadian-made goods so that our people
could get them more cheaply, we would over-
come a great many of the difficulties which
now harass us.

There is another matter which I think
we should consider and which the bonusing
of Canadian-made goods brings to mind. We
are to-day labouring under the grievous dis-
advantage of a high adverse exchange rate
against our dollar. We are buying vast quan-
tities of war supplies from the United States
and are paying that adverse exchange. Surely
no Canadian believes that this is a sound
state of affairs. Is there no way by which we
can overcome it? In the first place, we should
contrive to buy fewer goods from the United
States and to buy more Canadian goods. I
know the stock argument will be maised: If
we do not buy their goods, how can they buy
from us? But if they continue to manufacture
armaments and we continue to need them
as we have done during the past few months,
we shall have no trouble in buying plenty of
goods in the United States. But what we need
to do is to refrain from buying such of their
goods as we can get along without.

There is another point. Even though we
have already taken measures to restrict the
outflow of capital of Canada into the United
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States, I believe that we are still allowing too
much of our capital to be exported. We are
buying too much life insurance from United
States companies for example.

Mr. SPEAKER: I am sorry to interrupt
the hon. member, but his time has expired.

Mrs. DORISE W. NIELSEN (North Battle-
ford): Mr. Speaker, in rising for the first
time to speak in this house I wish to express
my regrets that the Rev. W. G. Brown is not
sitting here beside me this evening, because,
having known him, I feel sure that his
voice would have been raised throughout this
gession in the interests of the people of
Canada.

I find myself in the unique position of
being the only woman member of this house,
and I deeply regret it. It is a sad reflection
upon us as a nation when, while over fifty
per cent of our voters are women, we can have
only one representative of our sex in this
house. Mrs. Black and Miss Agnes Macphail
have contributed greatly in the past in the
work of this house and I very much regret
that they are not sitting on these benches
this evening. All through the ages we women
unfortunately have been regarded more or
less as the property of men. Because of that
position we have been expected to be but the
shadows of men, to reflect their ideas and to
echo their sentiments. It is only within the
last few years that we have become persons
in our own right. And we have at last the
courage to search our own hearts and to find
there that we have ideas and ideals peculiar
to ourselves. To fail to give expression to
these ideas is to deny our womanhood.

To-day the one great question of war over-
shadows everything else; until now it has
received more attention in this house than
anything else. From a woman’s point of view
I should like to say this, that war does not
always mean the same things to women as it
does to men. To me war means broken homes,
widowhood, fatherless children, destruction,
agony and death. I would ask you, Mr.
Speaker, what have women to do with death?
Our purpose in the world is to give life and
to protect it. At this time, particularly in this
crisis, I feel that the women of this nation
must keep a sane and level outlook, and they
must remember that in a time of crisis their
great duty is to guard and to protect life.

Through these last years two great calamities
have reduced the people of the west, some
of whom I have the honour to represent in
this house, to the point of destitution. The
economic depression and drought have brought
to our people in the west insecurity, fear of
the future, heartbreak and hopelessness.

Possibly it has often been said in this house
that the west has not received from this
government the attention and the considera-
tion that it should have received. I wish
to stress that most emphatically. The farmers,
if they had received the consideration of this
government in past years, if they had received
a just and fair price for their products, would
have been only too willing to struggle on
to be self-supporting. The farmers of the
west are wonderful people; they have virility
and vitality in the highest degree, yet to-day
you find them despondent and hopeless, fear-
ing to look into the future, because they dread
the years ahead. This government, having in
the past failed to solve the great problem of
the west, failed to give our farmers a price
which would enable them to be self-supporting,
and failed to find employment for our youth,
threw out relief as a sop to desperate people.
I am not an advocate of relief; there has
never been anything more demoralizing to
our people in the west than relief, there has
never been anything more calculated to
destroy their morale, take away their self-
respect and sap their energy than this relief.
Yet to-day and in the months ahead, if the
basic problem of agriculture is not tackled
by this house so that these farmers of the
west can be once again self-supporting, then
relief must be continued and it must be
increased if the people of the west are to
survive. I feel myself very much qualified
to speak upon this question of relief, because
for three years I have lived upon relief.
I had to feed a family of five—listen care-
fully—upon $11.25 a month.

An hon. MEMBER: A dirty shame!

Mrs. NIELSEN: And I have often wished
I had the wisdom and the ability of the
Minister of Finance (Mr. Ralston) to help
me balance my budget. Indeed, it is a task.
1f this government in the days ahead cuts
down the standard of living of the people in
the west by reducing their relief, it condemns
them to slow and agonizing death, both
physical and mental. It has already been
agreed by those who are best qualified to
study these problems that even before the
coming of drought and depression the farmers
of the west were not having a square deal or
getting a decent living. Professor Britnell of
Saskatchewan university has stated in one of
his books that the people of the west have
through these last years suffered unduly. I
should like to quote from his book as follows:

Direct relief became necessary if starvation
was to be averted, though the standard of
living was often actually lower for the very

large marginal group that managed to avoid
relief, or for those who were just to be pushed
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on to relief, than for the actual relief recipi-
ents, though relief schedules have not been
extravagant.

Indeed I, who have had to live upon relief,
know that they were in no way extravagant.
I would say to you, my friends—and I call
you my friends because I cannot believe that
hon. members on the government benches are
men of stone; you are men of flesh and blood;
you are made of the same texture as these
people who are struggling in the west to earn
for themselves a livelihood, to provide a
home for their children; you are made of the
same stuff as they—I cannot believe that you
have not in your learts that human compas-
sion for your feliow men in times of such
distress. There is another kind of hunger.
Robert Service, the poet of the north, calls it
“hunger which is not of the belly kind.”
I speak of that need which the people of the
west have for culture which is their natural
right as citizens of this great country. They
are living to-day under conditions which make
it impossible for them to avail themselves of
those things which they should have. Again
I quote from Professor Britnell. He said:

There’s no music, no books, no contact with
cultured, leisured world. One can’t even
window-shop. Dirty, tawdry little village stores
—and even they are miles away. There is only
an aching, bewildered body whose strength
wanes and waxes and wanes again. Above
all, beyond all, there is the loneliness. It is
an everpresent, all-pervading thing that both
agonizes and numbs the soul. Or have farm
women souls? Gorgeous sunrises flare and
flame, painting the eastern sky with their glow,
reflected in the west. We glance at it numbly
as we stumble out. It means the beginning of
—another day.

I will not tell you any more about these
things. Possibly you have heard them
expressed many, many times. This is not
hunger for food but hunger of the mind.
I wish I could take you to our little schools.
In the children of the west we have a vast
reservoir of genius which as a nation we
should be training and developing for the
benefit of the world in the future. What as
a nation are we doing for those children?
To-day some of our little schools are even
closed because we cannot afford to put teachers
in them. Among those children of the west
we may have girls and boys with the fingers
of surgeons or the minds of scientists, who,
if they were trained, might give of their
knowledge to the benefit of the whole world,
and who might help make the name of
Canada famous among the nations of the
world. To-day, however, if their mothers
and fathers are unable to buy their textbooks
and send them to high schools, those girls
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and boys go to work scrubbing floors and
picking stones in the fields. Frustration is
everywhere.

I want to bring these things to you, my
friends, and once again advisedly I call you
my friends because you cannot be insensible;
you cannot be unaware of the need for us as
a nation to guard our youth and all the
virility that is theirs. There is also another
matter in the west which affects us as a
nation. Owing to our lower standards of
living during these last few years another
problem is coming to the front; that is, the
question of the health of our people. In the
west we have isolated districts in some of
which the people may have to go twenty or
thirty miles to get a doctor. In my travels
through that north country I have come upon
instances which may appear to you almost
unbelievable. I have known cases where a
father or mother, with a desperately sick child
at home, has had to travel twenty miles or
more in sub-zero weather, not to fetch a
doctor but like a whipped dog to beg of a
relief officer in an endeavour to obtain a
permit to get a doctor to look after that child.
These things are a reflection upon us as a
nation. I have said many times that a chain
is only as strong as its weakest link, and as a
nation we are only as great and as fine as the
most humble of our people. When some of
our people are living under such conditions as
I have mentioned, then we definitely are not
a great nation.

Since I have been in this city I have admired
the great memorial to the soldiers who gave
their lives in the last war. From an artistic
point of view it is a wonderful monument,
which has impressed me very greatly. It is a
monument of stone, a monument to com-
memorate death and the dead. In Saskatch-
ewan we have living monuments to the last
war. There I have seen returned men who,
like driftwood cast up after the whirlwind
and the whirlpool of the last war subsided,
are now left on those desolate homesteads,
uncared for and unnoticed. Since I have been
in this city I have thought that I should
like to bring some of those men here, in all
their rags and tatters, and stand them around
your great monument, to form a living testi-
mony to the ingratitude of Canada.

This is undoubtedly a time of great crisis.
Already the people of the west have realized
that during this period they are going to be
asked to make sacrifices, and they are begin-
ning to ask themselves how they, who are so
near the edge of destitution, can make yet
another sacrifice. In their minds they are
beginning to doubt many things; suspicions
are beginning to arise. They believe, and I
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think rightly, that the last government failed
to give them economic freedom; to-day they
are beginning to realize that they no longer
have civil liberties or freedom, and, as I say,
this is raising great doubt in their minds. We
have been told that the defence of Canada
regulations are to be enforced to defend the
Canadian people from subversive elements.
The people of the west are beginning to realize
that there is one subversive element in Canada
for which those regulations do not provide.
They know it to be the greatest of all sub-
versive influences. It is poverty, and it has
been at work among them for many years.
Realizing these things the people of the west
are beginning to question many things in
their own minds.

In times of crisis, Mr. Speaker, as at all
times, life must go on. Life is greater than
death; it prevails and goes on into the future.
Every day children are born. Every day people
must eat. Every spring the seed must be
sown, and every fall the harvest must be
gathered in. In a time of crisis such as this
we are sometimes prone to forget that life
continues and must continue, else there is
nothing in the future toward which we may
look. I would say most emphatically that the
time to consider the life of the people of
Canada is not when the war is finished but
now. Life must be protected now in this
country. Although death stalks throughout the
world and knocks at the door of every nation,
life goes on. In this time of crisis I feel that
as a woman, and particularly as the only
woman in this house, even though mine is
the only voice raised—and I sincerely hope it
will not be—yet I must raise it in defence
of and for the protection of life, the life of
the Canadian people, because the people of
Canada must have life and they must have
it more abundantly.

Mr. T. L. CHURCH (Broadview): Mr.
Speaker, I do not wish to detain the house
for more than ten or fifteen minutes, but I
believe the people of Ontario, together with
the people of all Canada, believe that we have
reached the darkest hour in the history of this
empire, and we want a real war government.
After all is said and done, leaving party
politics out of it, we know in our hearts that in
this war Canada has not done her duty to the
mother country. Constantly for the past five
years I have been drawing the attention of
the Canadian people to the situation of the
British empire and Canada, urging rearmament
and cooperation and coordination with Britain.

On March 21 of last year, on a motion to go
into supply, I read a list of commitments made
by the government of Great Britain to several
countries in Europe; I pointed out that auto-

matically those commitments meant that
within a few months there would be a war,
and that when Britain is at war, Canada is at
wag, and I asked, Whither Canada?

After Munich what was done? What did
Canada do? I say Canada did nothing; it
refused to face the situation or take the
question of defence seriously. The govern-
ment of the day had supported the pacifist
and peace societies’ movements, both in and
out of the house. I say that in the country
there have been three agencies which have
been responsible for the people of Canada
being, prior to the war, the worst informed of
any of the overseas dominions in regard to
defence and foreign affairs. One of those
agencies has been the government of the day.
It was responsible for declaring what the war
policy would be and refused to give the people
the real facts. Another agency was the press.
While there have been some exceptions, I
must say that in my opinion the press did
not do its duty in the past four years in
educating the public or in bringing to the
attention of our people questions of defence.
Owing to a lack of leadership we have not
taken the question of defence seriously. From
a few weeks before the beginning of the war
the press has done its work well and patriotic-
ally. Another agency has been the radio. I say
that down to the hour of the declaration of
war the radio supported the pacifists and led
our people to believe that there would not be
a war.

What have we in the speech from the
throne? It is a meaningless thing. It has
left undone those things which it ought to
have done, and it is significant not because
of what is in it but because of what is left
out of it. What is the government’s war
policy to-day on this secret, limited liability
war? Nobody knows. How about man-power?
I say the party in power has sidestepped the
whole question of man-power; both before
and after Munich it has refused to face the
facts. It has not taken the people of Canada
into its. confidence. We hear that to-day
Germany has from 180 to 220 divisions, most
of which are on the western front. No line of
fortifications can last forever. A time will
come, in fact I believe it has now come, when
the allies will be waging an offensive because
attack is the best defence. That was done in
the days of Hannibal. No fortifications can
last forever, and in that connection we are
reminded of the operations of the Japanese
against the Chinese at Port Arthur.

In spite of all this the government of the
day has done little or nothing to support
voluntary recruiting or to establish man-
power, which is the most important thing in
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the war. Under methods of voluntary re-
cruiting this country could have had 600,000
men in uniform by this time. What has been
the policy of the government with respect to
recruiting? So far as they are concerned this
would seem to be a limited liability war.
They have been conducting a secret war, and
even from the Prime Minister (Mr. Mackenzie
King) one cannot obtain any information. In
season and out of season for five years in
urging rearmament, I have tried to find out
what has been done, and have tried to have
papers produced.

What has been the government’s policy with
regard to recruiting? It has been one of on
again, off again, on again, until to-day it is
as hard to get into the army as it is to get
into the Rideau club, and I believe there is a
long waiting list at that club. Many men gave
up their jobs and went to the recruiting offices
to enlist, only to find that one division is
overseas, that another will not be ready until
next fall, and that they are not wanted.

As I said on March 21 last it takes a year
and a half or two years to train a man and
to get the necessary equipment and modern
mechanized power. Two years ago in the
House of Commons I suggested that the gov-
ernment should have a survey made of large
and small industrial plants, to be ready for
war and rearmament, so that if the occasion
arose we would have at hand a proper survey
of those plants to start work. Did the govern-
ment adopt my suggestion? I asked not one
but five or six ministers on the front benches
if they would tell us anything about that
report. We know now that right down to
the hour of the declaration of war no survey
was made. At the last, when I kept urging
the government for action of that kind, it
did send out some letters, but down to the
hour of war nothing had been done for a
survey of man-power, economic power, indus-
trial power or food power,

I had hoped that in the speech from the
throne something would have been said about
the glorious efforts of the soldiers of France
and about the mother country which has pro-
tected our shores. I should have thought there
would be some reference in the speech from
the throne to the Christian church and to
Christian religion generally, because we know
that Christianity is part of the law of England,
and has been from time immemorial. I thought
there would have been some expression of
appreciation for the efforts of France, the
nation towards which the eyes of the whole
civilized world are now turned. In that land
which is suffering terrible privation, trial and
suffering, and which for the second time in less
than a generation has been the scene of vicious

[Mr. Church.]

fighting, we have an example of the most sub-
lime patriotism.

I had thought, too, that some tribute would
have been paid to the mother countrys for
what it has done for the people of Canada.
Had it not been for Great Britain every town
in Canada on the American seaboard would
be blacked out, because all the liberty and
freedom we have in this dominion we owe to
the mother country. I say some tribute should
have been paid to Mr. Chamberlain and to
his successor. One of the most outstanding
events in all history has been the inspiring
leadership which in the past two years has
been given by Mr. Chamberlain before and
after Munich.

We must remember the views which have
been expressed by pacifists in and out of the
house. Canada has been one of the prime
movers in pacifism, and urged Britain to scrap
the finest army, navy and air force the world
had ever seen. We cannot get that back in a
day or a generation. That is what caused the
war. We did nothing while Germany rearmed
on loans from the allies.

Another cause of the war was the lack of
action during the Ethiopian erisis in 1937. At
that time I brought before the house an
empire training scheme. There were many
young men in the city from which I come
who were anxious to give service at that
time, but who had to go overseas in cattle
boats at their own expense and who have won
decorations. They went to England and en-
listed in the Royal Air Force because they
could not enlist in Canada.

If we had that air force to-day, the force
which Canada rejected—and I have the papers
to show that I brought this matter before the
house for at least three years—we would not
have had a war at all. During the first great war
18,000 air mechanics and pilots were trained
in Toronto. The plants which operated at that
time could have begun operations again two
or three years ago. Had they been in opera-
tion they would have been able to give the
necessary equipment to the mother country.

The record of the British government in
eight months has been a glorious one, par-
ticularly so when compared with that of the
government of Canada. I can say truthfully
that I am heartily ashamed of what has been
done in Canada in connection with the present
war. Two years ago I asked the Minister
of Agriculture (Mr. Gardiner) if, in view of
the mistakes made during the first great war
and the submarine menace, he would establish
food reservoirs in England. Did he do that?
No, he did not. When we see what Britain
has done we can thank God for four things:
First, geography; second, the glorious Royal
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Navy; third, the glorious French army, which
has protected civilization from the 200 German
divisions, and, fourth, the Royal Air Force.
I can say that the action of the British gov-
ernment, that of the Royal Navy in its cam-
paign at sea, that of the Royal Air Force,
which has taken command of the air by acts
of unparalleled heroism, the close economic
alliance made immediately with France and
the mobilization of man-power, are activities
which have been carried out in a magnificent
fashion.

The government in England has had to
face the gigantic and difficult problem of
defence of the civil population. It has had
to consider the organization of supply groups,
the suppression of profiteering and a process
of equitable distribution of food stuffs. Is it
any wonder the whole world has been
thrilled by the efforts of the mother country
and has pointed to it with pride?

I put forward the constructive idea that
Canada should find a way of making possible
the impossible. In other words, where there
are no barracks or implements of war we
should do as we did before, namely, take
other public buildings. If men have no
uniforms, let them train without uniforms.
If they have no rifles, machine guns or other
modern implements of warfare, then they
should do as has been done in France and
Great Britain, namely, use dummies until the
real weapons can be obtained. Instead
of allowing these men to drift around with
nothing to do, they should be given the
proper training immediately. Toronto is the
main recruiting district, and the other day I
was given to understand that 169 men in the
Royal Air Force were to be ready as pilots
next fall. Some of these men are at the
Eglinton barracks and I have seen a few of
them working on a city dump on Lawrence
avenue. I do not know what they were doing
there, they were probably moving refuse stuff
from the Eglinton barracks to the dump, but
they are getting tired of doing work like this,
because many have left good jobs. The same
thing applies to the infantry units in Toronto.
The men want to get overseas and not have
inaction. This is not the way to fight Hitler.
The government will have to wake up. We
shall never beat Hitler and win this war if
we leave it to Canada. The war would be lost
before we got into it at the rate we are going
now. It will take one or two years before
Canada is ready to give any help to the mother
country in trained men or aircraft.

We do not know whether this country is
going to be invaded. I do not know and
you do not know. None of us knows to whom
this country will belong at the end of the
year. We should bestir ourselves. We have

not done our part. We have not done what
we should have done. Because of the secret
policy of the government, because of the
limited liability war the government have
been waging, the people of Canada have not
taken defence seriously. The people of Canada
have been kept in the dark with such ideas
as collective security, pacifism, the league, the
Monroe doctrine, and pan-Americanism. The
Prime Minister visited Hitler and the day
before the war sent back a cable to him: Use
your influence for peace; do your duty to
secure peace. We have been relying on Wash-
ington for our defence. Did not the Prime
Minister tell the House of Commons that there
would never be an expeditionary force and that
the danger to Canada was minor in degree and
secondary in origin?

The political executive of Canada have
fallen down badly since the war started and
the people now have no confidence in them.
The people of Canada have not the confidence
they should have. They do not believe that
Canada has done all she ought to have done.
I believe a mistake was made in the past
year in not giving the people of Canada the
full facts on defence and foreign affairs. Since
the last great war we have not taken the
matter of a defence policy at all seriously.
There will be other opportunities to make
remarks, but I did not want this opportunity
to pass without something being said by a
representative of the main recruiting district
at Toronto.

There should be a shake-up in No. 2
military district. Men from all over Canada
have been brought in there to command that
district who are not doing their duty. They
do not understand the needs of Toronto. Is it
any wonder that voluntary recruiting has
fallen down? There should be Toronto men
at the head of that district, as was the case
in the past. I received a letter from the
Minister of National Defence (Mr. Rogers)
on October 14 to the effect that all members
should take part in this effort. We have
never been invited by the heads of that
military district to attend a single public
parade to see this federal work in Toronto.
The members of parliament from the Toronto
district have been ignored, probably because
they are Conservatives. I do not want any
invitations myself or urge this because my
stand on defence and foreign affairs in this
house during the past five years has been a
non-party stand. I have urged that we should
cooperate and coordinate with the British
empire.

The minister has never visited or inspected
No. 2 district. He can visit England, which
was probably necessary, but under the terms
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of the Militia Act and Army Act he should
visit the military districts rather than have
some spokesman speak for him.

In conclusion, let me say that the way this
government has carried on voluntary recruit-
ing has been a mistake. First, they exempted
large bodies of people, and then they exempted
other bodies of people in the provinces. By
their inaction and policy they are going to
make conscription a live issue in this country
before many more months have passed because
Canada may be invaded. They will have to
face the country on the question of man-power
and munitions, on the question of food and
on the way this war has been conducted. So
far as I am concerned there will have to be a
redress of grievances all along the line before
supply is voted.

Motion (Mr. Lapointe, Lotbiniére) agreed to.

Right Hon. W. L. MACKENZIE KING
(Prime Minister) moved:

That the said address be engrossed and
presented to His Excellency the Administrator
by such members of this house as are of the
honourable the privy council.

Motion agreed to.

WAR APPROPRIATION BILL

PROVISION FOR GRANTING TO HIS MAJESTY AID
FOR NATIONAL DEFENCE AND SECURITY

Hon. J. L. RALSTON (Minister of Fin-
ance) moved that the house go into com-
mittee at the next sitting to consider the
following resolution:

That sums not exceeding $700,000,000 be
granted to his majesty towards defraying any
expenses that may be incurred by or under the
authority of the governor in council during the
year ending 31st March, 1941, for—

(a) the security, defence, peace, order and
welfare of Canada;

(b) the conduct of naval, military and air
operations in or beyond Canada;

(¢) promoting the continuance of trade, in-
dustry and business communications, whether
by means of insurance or indemnity against war
risk or in any other manner whatsoever; and

(d) the carrying out of any measures deemed
necessary or advisable by the governor in
council in consequence of the existence of a state
of war.

With provision also empowering the governor
in council to raise by way of loan under the
provisions of the Consolidated Revenue and
Audit Act, 1931, such sum or sums of money,
not exceeding in the whole the sum of
$700,000,000, as may be required for the purpose
of defraying the aforesaid expenses, the prin-
cipal and interest of any such loan to be a
charge upon and payable out of the consolidated
revenue fund.

He said: I am asking that the amount of
$700,000,000 be inserted in this motion which
appears on page 18 of the routine proceedings.
I desire to say also that His Excellency the

[Mr. Church.]

Administrator, having been made acquainted
with the subject matter of this resolution,
recommends it to the consideration of the
house.

Motion agreed to.

LOAN OF $750,000,000

TO MEET LOANS OR OBLIGATIONS, TO PURCHASE
UNMATURED SECURITIES, AND FOR PUBLIC
WORKS AND GENERAL PURPOSES

Hon. J. L. RALSTON (Minister of Finance)
moved that the house go into committee at
the next sitting to consider the following
resolution:

That the governor in council be authorized
to raise by way of loan under the provisions
of the Consolidated Revenue and Audit Act,
1931, an amount not to exceed in the whole
the sum of seven hundred and fifty million
dollars for paying or redeeming the whole or
any portion of loans or obligations of Canada
and also for purchasing unmatured securities
cf Canada and for public works and general
purposes.

He said: His Excellency the Administrator,
having been made acquainted with the subject
matter of this resolution, recommends it to
the consideration of the house.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): I want it
to be understood that the accepting of this
resolution is to be subject to the reservations
stated by the Prime Minister in his speech.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: Certainly.

Mr. POULIOT: Before it is adopted, I am
under the impression that this motion has
been mentioned, and we are on the same
motion for the second time.

Mr. STIRLING : The first one is on page 18.
This is on page 17.

Motion agreed to.

FARMERS’ CREDITORS

AMENDMENT OF ARRANGEMENT ACT AS TO
PROPOSALS FOR COMPOSITION, ETC.,
IN MANITOBA

Hon. J. L. RALSTON (Minister of Finance)
moved that the house go into committee at
the next sitting to consider the following
resolution:

That it is expedient to introduce a measure
to amend The Farmers’ Creditors Arrangement
Act, 1934, to provide inter alia that proposals
for a composition, extension of time or scheme
of arrangement may be made under the said
act by farmers in Manitoba.

He said: His Excellency the Administrator,
having been made acquainted with the subject
matter of this resolution, recommends it to
the consideration of the house.

Motion agreed to.
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TRANS-CANADA AIR LINES

EXTENSION FOR ONE YEAR OF INITIAL PERIOD
DESCRIBED IN ACT

Right Hon. W. L. MACKENZIE KING
(Prime Minister, for the Minister of Trans-
port) moved that the house go into committee
at the next sitting to consider the following
resolution:

That it is expedient to amend the Trans-

Canada Air Lines Act, 1937, to extend for one
year the initial period described in the said act.

He said: His Excellency the Administrator,
having been made acquainted with the subject
matter of this resolution, recommends it to
the consideration of the house.

Motion agreed to.
CANADA AND THE WAR

MESSAGE TO BRITISH PRIME MINISTER RENEWING
ASSURANCES OF FULL COOPERATION

Right Hon. W. L. MACKENZIE KING
(Prime Minister) : Mr. Speaker, this afternoon
I made mention of a telegram which I sent
this morning to the right hon. the Prime
Minister of Great Britain, and I thought it
might be desirable to have it on the records
of the house to-day. With the permission of
hon. members I will read it:

Ottawa, May 20, 1940.

Along with my fellow Canadians I have
heard your speech to the people of the common-
wealth with feelings deeply stirred, and with
profound admiration and pride.

This afternoon our new parliament will begin
its consideration of Canada’s war organization.
The members of the House of Commons which
assembled on Thursday last, are fully conscious
of the grave responsibilities involved in the
mandate which they have received from the
Canadian people. I am making a statement
before our House of Commons renewing the
government’s pledge to put forth its utmost
effort in the organization of the resources and
power of this country for the successful prosecu-
tion of the war. In this effort I know that the
government will have the wholehearted support
of the parliament and the people of Canada.

In these grave and clouded hours I want to
renew to you, to the government and people
of the United Kingdom the assurances that
have already been given to you and to your
predecessor in office of the full cooperation of
our dominion in the struggle against the forces
of evil which have been unleashed in the world.
We shall muster the utmost strength of this
country so that we may make our full contri-
bution to the triumph of right which must and
will prevail.

COMMONWEALTH AIR TRAINING

SUMMARY OF AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE UNITED
KINGDOM AND GOVERNMENTS OF CANADA,
AUSTRALIA AND NEW ZEALAND TABLED

Right Hon. W. L. MACKENZIE KING
(Prime Minister): May I table the summary
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of a memorandum of agreement between the
governments of the United Kingdom, Canada,
Australia and New Zealand relating to the
training of pilots and aireraft crews in Canada
and their subsequent service. I table this
memorandum in both English and French.
The memorandum was handed to the press, I
learned, early in January. It is the summary
of the agreement which was agreed to at the
time. The agreement itself has some clauses
in it which do not appear in this summary.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): The right
hon. gentleman was going to give me person-
ally a copy of the agreement. What I have
is the summary,

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: Tt is a copy of
this that I meant, but I shall be pleased to
show my hon. friend a copy of the agree-
ment.

On motion of Mr. Mackenzie King the house
adjourned at 11.10 p.m.

Tuesday, May 21, 1940
The house met at three o’clock.

EUROPEAN WAR

STATEMENT AS TO RECENT DEVELOPMENTS
ON WESTERN FRONT

Right Hon. W. L. MACKENZIE KING
(Prime Minister): Before the house enters
upon the business of this afternoon I feel I
should acquaint hon. members with the situa-
tion as it is in Europe at the present time in
so far as the government has information that
may be regarded as official and wholly
authentie.

The military situation in France has become
more serious. The Germans, after breaking
through the relatively lightly fortified line
facing the Belgian border, were held on the
south and east. They have, however, after a
temporary slowing up, succeeded in making
rapid headway toward the west and northwest,
particularly down the valley of the Somme.
Arras and Amiens are reported by the French
authorities to have fallen. The enemy are
striving to reach the channel ports and to
cut off the Anglo-French forces in Belgium.
The enemy have relied upon rapid advance
by huge tanks and armoured cars working
in close cooperation with diving bombers and
followed by infantry.

REVISED EDITION
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It has not been easy for the allied forces to
realign their forces and to devise new tactics
to meet the unexpectedly rapid advance, but
they are straining every effort. The British
and French forces have done brave and
effective work in attacking enemy bases and
lines of communication. The morale of the
French armies is unbroken, and the appoint-
ment of Marshal Petain and Marshal Wey-
gand to the supreme direction has given new
confidence. M. Reynaud, in his frank and
courageous address to-day, declares, “ These
two great peoples, two great empires, cannot
be defeated. France cannot die.” This is the
true voice of France. It is equally the voice
of Britain and of the entire British common-
wealth of nations.

The situation as it apparently exists at the
front is changing from hour to hour, aye even
from minute to minute. In this, probably one
of the darkest hours in the history of our
country and empire, we can, however, all take
some consolation by reminding ourselves of
the past. The Germans were at the gates of
Amiens, and the British army separated from
the French army, in March, 1918. The hour
was grave indeed, yet no one thought of
giving up the struggle. Then, thanks to the
resiliency and buoyancy of the French
character and temperament and the dogged
determination and persistence of the British,
the line was reformed, reestablished and held,
and finally the victory was that of the allied
powers.

That is all the information I am in a posi-
tion to give the house at the moment.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): I desire to
thank the Prime Minister. I hope he will
continue this practice of letting the house and
the country know the worst or the best.

INQUIRY AS TO STATEMENT BY DEFENCE MINISTER
ON CANADA’S PARTICIPATION

Hon, GROTE STIRLING (Yale): May I
rise on a question of order to ask the Minister
of National Defence (Mr. Rogers) if it is
his intention to make a statement on Canada’s
participation in the war, and if he will do so
at the resolution stage of the war appropria-
tion measure so that in subsequent stages of
the discussion we may be the better informed?

Hon. NORMAN McL. ROGERS (Minister
of National Defence) : I may say to my hon.
friend that it had been my intention to speak
while the resolution standing in the name of
my colleague the Minister of Finance was
under discussion, and I shall be very glad
indeed to do so.

[Mr. Mackenzie King.]

WAR APPROPRIATION BILL

PROCEDURE IN REFERENCE TO COMMITTEE OR
COMMITTEES FOLLOWING SECOND READING

Hon. R. B. HANSON (Leader of the
Opposition) : If I am in order I should like
to ask the Prime Minister (Mr. Mackenzie
King) if he will be good enough to clarify
what he had in mind yesterday when he was
referring to the proposal which he then made
that after a general debate on the resolution
to provide the moneys required to support
Canada’s war effort the appropriation bill
would be referred to a committee or commit-
tees of the honse. If the Prime Minister will
refer to page 49 of yesterday’s Hansard he will
see the passages to which I have reference.
Perhaps in order to clarify my question I
might take the time to read them:

There should be a general debate on the
resolution. We can then refer the appropriation
bill to a committee or committees of the House
of Commons in order that there may be dis-
closed to the members of those committees
information which would not probably be in
the public interest to place on the pages of
Hansard or to broadcast in debate to the House
of Commons.

Further on he made this observation:

I should like to emphasize that the setting
up of these committees will not preclude in
any way any member from debating any subject
to which he may desire to call the attention
of the house and the country, and I give my
assurance to hon. members that the constitution
of such committees will not be used as a
pretext for concealing any information which
it is in the public interest to disclose.

I have studied those two statements very
carefully and they appear to me to be incon-
sistent. Reading the first statement by itself
without reference to the second it would appear
that the intention is to refer the appropriation
bill to a select committee of the house, on
which we shall be represented, and that there
will then be disclosed information which the
government may declare that it is not in the
public interest to place on Hansard or debate
in the house. That of course, if agreed to,
and if we participate, would tie our hands and
preclude us forever from using information
so disclosed, whether or not we agreed with
respect to the principle of public interest.
On the other hand the second statement
emphasizes the view that the setting up of a
special committee or committees will not in
any way preclude any hon. member, including
I assume any member of the committee or
committees, from debating any subject to
which he may desire to call the attention of
the house and the country.

If the information, or some of the informa-
tion, given to this committee, is of such a
character that it would not be in the public
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interest to disclose it, how is it possible that
any hon. member can, if he so desires, use
in debate the information so disclosed? The
two suggestions seem to be incompatible and
inconsistent, and before we are able to
acquiesce and agree to act or cooperate I
think the Prime Minister should clarify the
situation. I invite him to do so; if he does
not, we shall be obliged to review the situa-
tion further before reaching a decision one
way or the other.

Right Hon. W. L. MACKENZIE KING
(Prime Minister): May I say to my hon.
friend the leader of the opposition (Mr.
Hanson) that I am obliged to him for bring-
ing immediately to my attention any matter
concerning which there may be the slightest
doubt in his mind as to the intention of the
government. With respect to the appropria-
tion bill, which is the one that relates to
the war expenditure, the procedure is in the
first instance the presentation of a resolution;
the bill being a money bill has to be preceded
by a resolution which is approved by this
house. The resolution is debatable in° much
the same manner as the bill itself. The
resolution with the permission of the house
was introduced yesterday and is now on the
order paper. On the motion to go into
committee on the resolution, general debate
will take place. In the debate hon. mem-
bers are free to make whatever representations
they may wish with respect to its subject
matter. If the resolution is adopted it will
then be referred to the committee of the
whole, and while in committee hon. members
will be free to question the government on
matters respecting Canada’s war effort on
which they may wish to have information.

Some questions may be asked to which it
would not be possible, and others to which
it would be unwise to attempt to make an
immediate reply on the floor of this house.
Whether or not the government would be
justified in the nature of the reply it might
make will of course be apparent from the
nature of the reply itself. ‘

When the committee stage is concluded and
the resolution is referred back to Mr. Speaker
and is finally passed a bill will then be intro-
duced founded on the resolution. The bill
will go through first and second readings, and
after the second reading will, if the procedure
proposed is followed, be referred to a special
committee. The committee thought of is a
committee which will be composed of hon.
members from both sides of the house. It will
have the right and the power to call for the
production of papers and documents and to
ask members of the public service, including
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the heads of all three branches of the Depart-
ment of National Defence, to appear before
them. With respect to the appropriations
that are being considered, such questions may
be asked direct of the responsible heads of the
defence services as hon. members may deem
advisable. Obviously some questions will be
asked calling for information which it might
not be in the public interest or more partic-
ularly in the interest of the allied powers to
have made public on the floor of this house
or in any other way. Such information might,
however, be imparted in confidence to mem-
bers of a committee where it could not be
given publicly. In saying this I hope my
hon. friend and hon. members of the house
will not think that the government would be
trying in any way to withhold information
which hon. members might wish to have and
to which they are rightly entitled. Such in-
formation as it would be necessary to impart
in confidence would be in the nature of mili-
tary secrets and information that it would not
be advisable to have given in a manner which
might result in its reaching and assisting the
enemy.

The government has left open for considera-
tion the question whether it would be advis-
able to have one committee dealing with
defence matters generally or committees to
deal separately with the different branches of
the service; for example, one committee to
deal with matters relating to the army and
another with the navy, and yet another with
the air force.

I think I mentioned yesterday that it would
be advisable that great care should be taken
in the selection of the personnel of the
committee or committees to which I refer.
By that I mean that members of the different
parties would be asked to select those of
their number in whom they had the greatest
confidence, having regard to the extreme
importance of the matters which would be
disclosed to members of the committee. That
is not a reflection upon any hon. member of
the house; rather it is a caution which it is
important should be expressed by the govern-
ment, which of course becomes responsible for
all information that may be disclosed. I
would say, for example, that any hon. member
who had been a minister of the crown would
naturally be first choice. A next selection
might be from among members who have had
wide parliamentary experience or special
knowledge of the branch of the service to
which the committee would be related, the
purpose being to have on each committee
as much experience and wisdom as possible
in safeguarding matters of great public
importance whether such experience and
wisdom were gained from long association with
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public affairs inside parliament or in other
ways from outside, on the part of those who
may be duly elected to parliament.

I do not know whether I have answered my
hon. friend’s question in full. My hon. friend
did raise a question about members being free
subsequently to bring up any subject for
discussion. The thought was that many of the
questions which might be mentioned in the
committee of the whole on the resolution
would be of such a character that hon.
members would have to be informed at once,
“This is a confidential matter which cannot
be disclosed on the floor of the house.” It
would be expected that material presented
in that light would be further discussed in
committee with members of the staff of the
Department of National Defence and would
receive the confidence that should be given
following such a statement. It is not the
desire in any way to prevent hon. members
from knowing all that can possibly be known;
it is simply a desire to follow the practice
which has been followed for many years at
Westminster, of taking the house as fully
as possible into the confidence of the govern-
ment in connection with confidential matters,
but doing so in a manner which will protect
the public interest. If I have not answered
my hon. friend with sufficient clarity, and he
wishes to speak to the matter further, perhaps
he will do so. I may add that I shall, as
mentioned yesterday, be only too happy to
confer with my hon. friend and with the
leaders of other groups in the house concern-
ing the proposal before we move to have the
appropriation bill referred to any committee.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): With that
understanding I am content.

SUPPLY
APPOINTMENT OF COMMITTEE

Right Hon. W. L. MACKENZIE KING
(Prime Minister): According to the rules of
the house the first business to be taken up
immediately after the motion regarding the
address in reply to the speech from the throne
has been agreed to is the constitution of the
committees of supply and ways and means.
Hon. members will find that standing order 57,
which relates to that subject, is as follows:

The house will appoint the committees of
supply and ways and means at the commence-
ment of every session, so soon as an_address
has been agreed to, in answer to his excel-
lency’s speech.

These are the committees of the whole
house. The committee of supply controls the
public expenditure and the committee of ways

(Mr. Mackenzie King.]

and means provides the public income raised
by means of taxation. In accordance with the
standing order I move:

That this house will, at its next sitting,
resolve itself into a committee to consider of
a supply to be granted to his majesty.

Hon. R, B. HANSON (Leader of the Oppo-
sition): I have no objection at all to this
procedure, but I should like to point out to
the Prime Minister that as yet we have not
received the estimates.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: Noj; the esti-
mates cannot be before the committee of
supply until the committee itself has been
constituted, and at the moment I am simply
constituting the committee. This is a formal
routine procedure which is necessary at the
beginning of the session. The estimates will
be presented in due course. My hon. friend
the Minister of Finance (Mr. Ralston) will
be able to inform the house, possibly to-
morrow, when he expects to have the estimates
brought down.

With regard to war expenditures I may
repeat to my hon. friend the leader of the
opposition (Mr. Hanson) that it is of course
intended to follow the procedure which has
been followed in previous parliaments at a
time of war. Those expenditures will be dealt
with in the appropriation bill and will not
form part of the estimates.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): I thank
the right hon. gentleman for that statement.
I am not very familiar with this procedure.

Motion agreed to.

WAYS AND MEANS
APPOINTMENT OF COMMITTEE

Right Hon. W. L. MACKENZIE KING
(Prime Minister) moved:

That this house will, at its next sitting,
resolve itself into a committee to consider of
the ways and means for raising the supply to
be granted to his majesty.

Motion agreed to.

THE DEPUTY SPEAKER

ELECTION OF MR. THOMAS VIEN, MEMBER FOR
OUTREMONT

Right Hon. W. L. MACKENZE KING
(Prime Minister) : Now may I draw the atten-
tion of hon. members to standing order 56,
which reads:

(1) A chairman of committees of the house,
who shall also be deputy speaker of the house,
shall be elected at the commencement of every
parliament, as soon as_ an address has been
agreed on in answer to his excellency’s speech;
and the member so elected shall, if in his place
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in the house, take the chair of all committees
of the whole, including the committees of supply
and ways and means, in accordance with the
rules and usages which regulate the duties of
a similar officer, generally designated the chair-
man_of the committees of ways and means, in
the House of Commons of the United Kingdom
of Great Britain and Northern Ireland.

(2) The member elected to serve as deputy
speaker and chairman of committees shall be
required to possess the full and practical
knowledge of the language which is not that of
the Speaker for the time being.

(3) The member so elected deputy speaker
and chairman of committees shall continue to
act in that capacity until the end of the
parliament for which he is elected. . x

From this hon. members will see how
important is the position of deputy speaker,
or chairman of committees of the house.
It is a very honourable position, requiring
attainments and qualities on the part of him
who may occupy the post very similar to
those required to be possessed by the Speaker
of the House of Commons. Indeed, the
deputy speaker, as hon. members will have
noted from the standing order, takes the
chair at many times during the course of a
session and may be called upon to substitute
for the Speaker whenever the Speaker may
wish to have someone take his place. It is
obviously desirable that in selecting the one
to fill this important office the house should
make the best possible choice. The name
I am about to propose is that of a gentleman
whose experience in parliamentary affairs has
been considerable. It is that of a gentleman
whose known ability to fill any position of
the kind is so familiar to hon. members who
have been with him in this house in former
years that I have not the least doubt that
his nomination will meet with ready accept-
ance on the part of all.

The hon. member to whom I allude is
Lieutenant-Colonel Thomas Vien, the hon.
member for Outremont.

Lieutenant-Colonel Vien has had a long
association with parliament. If I recollect
correctly, he was first elected to the House of
Commons in 1917. He dropped out of parlia-
ment for a while, during six years of which
time he held the position of deputy chief
commissioner of the board of railway com-
missioners. In his position on that board he
was afforded wide experience in dealing with
questions which required a judicial tempera-
ment and impartial decision. He resumed
the practice of law for a short time before
being again returned to this House of Com-
mons. Lieutenant-Colonel Vien has been a
member of the Commons for, in all, about
thirteen years. In that period of time he
frequently was asked to preside as chairman
of committees and in the absence of His

Honour the Speaker and the deputy speaker
to occupy the Speaker’s chair. As a presiding
officer, in a temporary capacity and as chair-
man of standing committees of the house, he
earned a high reputation for fairness and a
judicial demeanour. We all know in what
measure he possesses those qualities of courtesy
which are a traditional characteristic of gentle-
men of his race. His facility in both of the
official languages of the house is a most
valuable personal and public asset.

I mention these qualities in order that hon.
members on all sides of the house may know
in advance why I believe that, if chosen as
Deputy Speaker, not only will Mr. Vien do
great credit to the position and honour to
himself, but as I believe you, sir, as Speaker
are doing at the present time, will reflect
honour upon the House of Commons itself.

I move, therefore:

That Thomas Vien, Esquire, member for the
electoral district of Outremont, be appointed
chairman of committees of the whole house.

Motion agreed to.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE

PRECEDENCE FOR GOVERNMENT BUSINESS ON AND
AFTER WEDNESDAY, MAY 22

Right Hon. W. L. MACKENZIE KING
(Prime Minister) moved:

That on and after Wednesday the 22nd May,
1940, to the end of the present session, govern-
ment notices of motions and government orders
shall have precedence at every sitting over all
other business except introduction of bills,
questions by members and notices of motions
for the production of papers.

Mr. T. L. CHURCH (Broadview): Mr.
Speaker, I do not rise to oppose the motion,
but in view of the fact that this is a war
session I believe all parties in the house
should act as one. In other words it should
be our sole purpose to win the war; that
should be our main and only business. While
there are many domestic questions, in my
view they should wait until the war has been
won. I do not intend to oppose the motion,
but it is my intention to assert the rights
of a free parliament and a private member.
I do that because under our constitution the
private member is the connecting link be-
tween the government of the day and the
electorate, and when he ceases to function,
parliamentary government is at an end.

I hope the motion before us, if adopted,
will not prevent criticism. I am not referring
to eriticism offered merely for the sake of
criticizing. All hon. members want to see
the government get on with its war work, but
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I trust that constructive criticism, or that
which is based upon fact, will not be pre-
vented.

Just a year ago we enjoyed the visit of the
king and queen, representatives of monarchy.
The visit showed the tremendous popularity
of the monarchy and the decay and decline
of the House of Commons because of the
usurpation of the rights and functions of par-
liament by the executive. In my opinion we
should assert the right to free parliaments, free
assembly, the freedom of the press and free-
dom of speech. These conditions should con-
tinue, so long as they do not interfere with
the prosecution of the war.

We need not be ashamed of the record of
private members in the House of Commons.
In the last twenty years, while I have been
a member of the house, the initiative for for-
ward action has come in a large degree from
private members. They have taken the initia-
tive with respect to our national coal supply,
rearmament, supporting the war and Great
Britain. The war has come so close to us
that no doubt the government wants to get
along with its programme, and I want, as does
the country, action. On the other hand I do
not want parliament to become a paradise of
inaction, coma and inertia.

The first order under “Notices of Motions”
stands in my name, and relates to the advisa-
bility of adopting measures for the better
protection of soldiers serving in the expedi-
tionary force, with particular reference to
the establishment of a system of life insur-
ance for all soldiers. This is not a long
motion, and its discussion would not take
more than ten minutes. We have insurance
on bonds, securities and stocks; why not have
it on the men who are overseas fighting our
battles for us? The United States had a
similar insurance scheme for all its soldiers
at the time of the last great war. So had the
city of Toronto.

It will be understood of course that I am
not now discussing the resolution. Paragraph
(b) deals with a transportation allowance for
soldiers in Canada. We know the govern-
ment pays for automobiles for some of its
military district officers, and I believe our
soldiers are entitled to the consideration I
propose. Paragraph (c) of the resolution has
to do with the guarding of public property.
The last parliament placed responsibility on
the municipalities, and the suggestion is that
it should be that of the federal authorities.

While I am not opposing the motion I hope
that in passing it we will not be turning the
House of Commons, this free parliament, into
a body of yes-men and nodders. We ought
to use great care, because it is yes-men and

[Mr. Church.]

nodders who caused this war and the sur-
render to tyranny of Germany and Italy.
We must be careful not to interfere with the
rights and privileges of members of parlia-
ment who are sent here. Burke has said of
a private member that his wisdom, his knowl-
edge, his mature judgment he does not derive
from parliament or the law of the land. It
is a trust from Providence, and for such he
will later be held accountable.

We should be extremely careful in this new
parliament, because the last one was criticized
for its lack of action. There are eighty-five
new members with us, and we ought to use
great care when we are considering the taking
away of their rights and privileges and func-
tions, which they may not realize are being
taken from them. First I have to consider the
rule of anticipation, a rule which, when a
matter has by a reference been referred to a
committee, prevents one from dealing with a
problem until the report of the committee is
before the house. I would point out, however,
that twenty or thirty important resolutions
stand in the names of private members, and
that those resolutions in the past have given
governments useful ideas. The government
rejected for nearly ten years my motion for a
national fuel policy, but at the end of that
time on the eve of an election they have not
been slow to accept and adopt the suggestion.
They have not hesitated to say then, “We
did this” or “We did that.”

In my view the House of Commons should
sit longer hours and in the mornings and, at
least in the first week or two there should be
an hour for the discussion of private members’
resolutions. If that opportunity is not given,
I hope the government will answer through
process of ordinary question and answer, and
that attached to answers will be an indication
of policies proposed in regard to these private
members’ proposals.

Mr. M. J. COLDWELL (Rosetown-Biggar) :
Mr. Speaker, I should like to say a word on
this motion on behalf of the group with which
I am associated. We wish to do everything
possible to facilitate the business of the house.
We believe that in the crisis which we now
face the government should have the right
of way with its business, but we want it to
be clearly understood that we do not think
that this should be allowed to become a pre-
cedent at any time. We would suggest that
at a later date, when the urgent business has
been transacted, some of these resolutions
might be allowed to come before the house
and be given consideration.

It is now almost a year since parliament met
in regular session. During that time we have
had a general election, and those of us who
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are in our seats this afternoon have just come
from the electorate. There are certain prob-
lems that we have been asked to bring before
the House of Commons by way of resolution.
While we are not objecting to the govern-
ment asking us to forgo this right because
of the circumstances that exist, we would ask
the government to provide ways and means
later on in the session, when perhaps the
regular business slackens—those of us who
have been in the house know that at times,
for very good reasons, government business is
not ready for the house—for the consideration
of these private members’ resolutions. Per-
haps an alteration in the rules would make
possible the consideration of some of these
resolutions,

On behalf of the group with which I am
associated I want to reiterate that we wish to
do all we can to facilitate the business of the
house, but we also want to maintain the right
of a private member to discuss the matters
which the electors have requested should be
brought forward by member’s resolution.

Hon. R. B. HANSON (Leader of the
Opposition) :  Mr. Speaker, I should like to
say a word on this motion, although hon.
members have in some respects anticipated
what I had intended to say; perhaps I was
not sufficiently alert. I appreciate the desire
of the government to get on with the business
of the country at this time, especially after
what we have heard to-day and what we have
been hearing for the last two or three days
from the front. I do not think there is any
disposition on the part of anyone to retard
the business of the session for the sake of
discussing, shall I say, what are more or less
academic questions.

I have never had a great deal of enthu-
siasm for the discussion of private members’
notices of motions. In the years that I was
in the house in days gone by I never had the
temerity to introduce one myself. I always
thought that it was more or less a waste of
time. Nevertheless I suppose ten per cent
of the resolutions which have been put on the
order paper during the last ten, fifteen or
twenty years have served a useful purpose.
Of that ten per cent, probably half have
resulted in action in one form or another. I
had hoped that the government would see
its way clear to giving private members at
least to-morrow afternoon. I still hope that
the government will consider that. It would
be a compromise and.it would dispel any
impression there might be in the minds of
hon. gentlemen that they are being deprived
of their rights and prerogatives. I just throw
that out as a suggestion; I am not going to
move an amendment to the motion.

There is one other thing I should like to
point out. I hope this will not be considered
as a precedent for future sessions. Private
members have substantial rights of debate in
this house and if they are taken away at this
session, perhaps some future government, not
next year but later, will say, “What is the use?
We need this time; here is a precedent, let us
follow it.” I am not hopeful that the sug-
gestion put forward by the hon. gentleman
who has just taken his seat will have any
effect on the government. As a matter of
fact, as time goes on I believe there will be
less and less opportunity for the discussion of
private members’ resolutions. If this motion
is carried we may take it as an accepted fact
that it is the end of private members’ motions
and resolutions for this session. I commend
to the Prime Minister (Mr. Mackenzie King)
and the government the suggestion I have
made, that private members should be given
to-morrow afternoon.

Mr. RALPH MAYBANK (Winnipeg South
Centre) : Mr. Speaker, I rise to express in as
few words as possible my opposition to the
proposal of the leader of the opposition (Mr.
Hanson), that we postpone the adoption of
this motion, or at any rate not make it
effective for a day or so. There is a strong
feeling in the country that this government is
too complacent, that it is not ready to go to
work and that it has not been doing any work.
Now the government proposes to put every-
thing else aside in order to try to push for-
ward its own plans. In the light of that, no
opposition of any kind should be presented to
the motion. It should not be delayed until
to-morrow afternoon; it should not be de-
layed one minute. So far as its being a pre-
cedent is concerned, so far as taking away the
rights of private members is concerned, where
the devil would your private members’ rights
be if we lost the war?

Some hon, MEMBERS: Order.

Mr. MAYBANK: All right; I will take
back that word and speak less feelingly; hon.
members will understand it. I share very
largely the view that there is too much com-
placency on the part of the government, and
this in spite of what I heard yesterday. I am
not satisfied, and I want that to be known
now. I would not interfere for one minute
in any way with the prosecution of the pro-
gramme of this government. Rather I want to
see it put forward and got under way.

Mr. J. H. BLACKMORE (Lethbridge):
Mr. Speaker, my group is just as anxious as
any group in the house that the business of
the government should go forward, but the
expedition with which this war is carried for-
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ward does not depend altogether upon the
speed with which we get through with this
session of parliament. The government had
plenty of opportunity to show its speed before
parliament was called, and it will have abund-
ant opportunity to do so after this session is
concluded. Notwithstanding the considera-
tion which should be given to this matter,
I believe it is of the utmost importance that
the individual members from the various parts
of this country should have complete freedom
to express the sentiments of their communities.
I recognize that in this resolution all that is
called for is that a committee shall be struck,
and that—

Some hon. MEMBERS: No.

Mr. BLACKMORE: Then I say what I
have said already with greater emphasis. I
was out of the chamber temporarily and lost
the trend of the discussion. I do not feel well
disposed toward limiting the opportunities of
private members.

Right Hon. W. L. MACKENZIE KING
(Prime Minister): Mr. Speaker, perhaps I
may be allowed to say a word, because I did
not speak on the motion itself. May I state
at once how much I appreciate the attitude of
hon. members in all parts of the house with
respect to the proposal made by the govern-
ment and the ready manner in which all have
accepted it. I should like to assure hon.
members that the government is just as desir-
ous as they are that the rights of private
members should be as fully preserved as pos-
sible. Were this not a time of war and were
this not a war parliament; were it not the
fact that at the moment the destiny of the
great empire to which we all belong is at
stake, I would not hesitate to try to meet my
hon. friend the leader of the opposition (Mr.
Hanson), in his suggestion that an exception
be made of one afternoon for the discussion
of private members’ resolutions. However,
with the situation what I know it to be, and
as I have disclosed it to the house, I am sure
that the people of Canada generally would
feel that we had not a proper appreciation of
our responsibilities in prosecuting Canada’s
war effort to the utmost, in the most rapid
manner possible, if we did not seek every
means to give precedence to the government’s
programme as respects Canada’s war effort.
For that reason I hope my hon. friend will
not feel that I have not sought to meet his
wishes. I am positive that it is in the public
interest that we should make just as rapid
progress as possible with the government’s
measures with respect to the war and Can-
ada’s war effort, and take up as little time as
possible with other matters until progress has
been made with these more urgent measures.

[Mr. Blackmore.]

May I point out that the resolution does
not shut out any motion or bill. It simply
gives precedence to government measures.
Public bills will be introduced as usual and
will be given their place on the orders of the
day after government business, but they will
not be considered after eight o’clock on Tues-
days and Fridays.

In making the motion which I have, we
are but following the practice which has been
followed at Westminster throughout the period
of the war. In relation to the last session at
Westminster, Prime Minister Chamberlain, on
November 29, 1939, moved:

That during the present session government
business do have precedence at every sitting

and no public bills other than government bills
be introduced.

It will be
further than

seen that motion went even
the motion before the house.
It prohibited even the introduction of public
bills. As the positions have become parallel,
I should like to read to the house what the
Prime Minister of Great Britain said, speak-
ing to the motion on November 29:

I told the house yesterday that the govern-
ment intended to propose to take the whole
time of the house with government business

to provide for the presentation of government
bills only, during the present session.

A little further on he said:

I propose to follow the precedents of the
last war. In the sessions of 1914-16, 1916,
1917-18 and 1918 similar action was taken. At
that time the then Prime Minister, Mr. Asquith,
said that every effort was concentrated upon
one purpose, namely, the successful prosecution
of the war, and that the time was inappropriate
to bring forward controversial legislation on
matters of academic interest.

Mr. Chamberlain went on to quote from Mr.
Asquith certain words which I should like
to re-quote inasmuch as they express the
present intention of this administration with
respect to the matters to which they refer.
Mr. Asquith said:

So long as this order is in force the govern-
ment will introduce no legislation of a party or
a contentious character and they will, indeed,
confine their legislative proposals, unless in
some exceptional case, to such measures as may
be found necessary to facilitate, financially and
otherwise, the successful prosecution of the war.

Prime Minister Chamberlain went on:

The position to-day is the same as it was
then. We must confine our efforts to the
consideration of those matters which are
urgently necessary for the successful prosecution
of the war.

I think hon. members will agree that in
following the practice which has been followed
at Westminster in this time of war, the
government is making no mistake. Indeed,
were it to attempt to depart from such a
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procedure in this all important time of crisis,
it would I believe be considered remiss in its
duties.

I should like to say one further word in
reference to the word “complacency” which
with respect to the government’s attitude
towards the war, has been used in different
parts of the house and by a section of the
press in different parts of the country, a
word of which use was again made this after-
noon. I hope that hon. members of the house
will seek to appreciate the very difficult posi-
tion in which the government finds itself with
reference to making known to the public from
day to day and from week to week much of
the information which we should like the
people of Canada to have. In the first place
when the government did begin to broadecast
information with respect to Canada’s war
effort—it made numerous broadcasts setting
forth the work of the government with respect
to the winning of the war—we were accused,
and accused very widely as I recollect it,
especially throughout the recent campaign, of
putting forth propaganda. Any description
of its war effort was increasingly characterized
as an endeavour on the part of the government
to popularize itself. That is one ever present
danger that it is impossible to avoid in any
statements made by the government with
respect to Canada’s war effort. On the other
hand there is the danger, and it is a greater
danger still, that in duly publicizing our war
effort it is very difficult to give the informa-
tion that the public generally might wish to
have for its own use, without, at the same
time, imparting that information in equal
measure to the enemy. That is a circumstance
of which the government has constantly to
take full account.

I really believe that such impression as has
been created in the minds of some that the
government has been complacent in any par-
ticular with regard to its war effort has arisen
from the causes I have mentioned. It arose
first of all from the fact that during the period
of a general election it was inadvisable to
introduce into the discussions in a political
contest fresh information from day to day
with regard to what the government was
doing. And since that time such information,
for instance, as I gave to the house yesterday
was of such a character that it seemed advis-
able to withhold it until parliament met in
order that, if there was any question with
respect to its authenticity or the fairness of
its being made public by the administration,
that question if raised could be immediately
answered from official sources on the floor of
parliament itself.
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Now that parliament is in session, there
will be opportunity for hon. members from
day to day to question the ministry with
respect to matters concerning which they
believe the public desire information. Now
that such information will be coming forward
from day to day as a result of our parlia-
mentary discussions, I hope that what I believe
to be a wholly erroneous impression with
respect to complacency wherever it exists
will very rapidly disappear. I believe that
hon. members who heard what I gave last
night, of the government’s record must already
feel that any criticism of the kind has been
wholly unwarranted, and would probably not
have been made had the public been able to
receive before last night the extent of the
information which was given at that time.
I mention this only because I feel that at
this time of war, when the government is
doing its very best on behalf of the people
of Canada, it is hardly fair to Canada itself
not to give the fairest representation to the
public of the government’s action, also that
when the government is carrying the load it
is, the government is entitled to expect as
much in the way of legitimate support, as
little in the way of non-constructive criticism,
as it may be possible to give in the one case,
and to avoid in the other.

With respect to the rights of members to
get information on matters of interest to
their constituents and to themselves, may I
say that there is not a subject that I can
think of that cannot be discussed frankly
and fully on the estimates, or, as regards the
defence services, or the appropriation bill.
The estimates of the government cover all
the public services. They will be presented
to parliament, and as they are discussed in
the house members will be free to bring up
for discussion questions relative to items under
consideration. The items as a whole cover,
I believe, every conceivable category that has
to do with matters of public interest and
concern.

Motion agreed to.

HOUSE OF COMMONS

APPOINTMENT OF COMMITTEE TO CONSIDER PRO-
CEDURE AND INTERNAL MANAGEMENT

Right Hon. W. L. MACKENZIE KING
(Prime Minister) moved:

That a select committee consisting of Messrs.

be appointed to consider with Mr. Speaker the
procedure of this house in regard to a more
expeditious dispatch of public business and to
suggest any changes that may be desirable
therein; and also to inquire into the terms
and operation of the House of Commons Act,

REVISED EDITION
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the Senate and House of Commons Act and
provisions of other acts relating to the internal
management of the House of Commons’ affairs;
and to recommend such amendments thereto
as the committee may deem advisable; with
power to call for persons, papers and records,
to examine witnesses and to report from time
to time.

He said: As some hon. members have indi-
cated by what they have already said, it is
apparent that this particular resolution bears
an immediate relation to the one that has just
been passed. The proposal is that a com-
mittee of the house should be appointed to
consider matters of procedure looking to a
more expeditious dispateh of public business
and to such changes as may be desirable
therein. In other words, while the house has
just passed a resolution giving the govern-
ment the right of way with regard to govern-
ment business to the fullest extent that could
Le desired, and to that degree may appear to
be depriving hon. members in part of some
of their rights, the proposal is that that whole
situation will be reviewed by a committee of
the house composed of members of the differ-
ent parties, who will be free to bring back
to the house recommendations which in their
opinion are essential for the preservation of
the rights of private members or for the pur-
pose of making still more secure the position
of the government with respect to expediting
public business.

I do not think I need say more on this
resolution except to observe that, as it stands
at the moment, it does not mention the names
of those who will compose the committee. If
the resolution carries, however, I am advised
that there can be no exception to the Prime
Minister announcing later on the names that
have been agreed upon. The resolution hav-
ing carried, it will be assumed that the house
will be agrecable to the names decided upon
after conference between the whips. I believe
it is better not to insert the names imme-
diately as not to do so will afford fuller
opportunity for careful consideration and con-
ference in the selection of the personnel.

Hon. R. B. HANSON (Leader of the
Opposition) : I wish to ask the Prime Minister
a question but I should not like to be debarred
from saying something on the resolution later
on, although I do not intend to discuss the
matter at present. Has not the government in
mind something concrete which it proposes to
lay before the committee, and if so what is
it? I ask that question in order that we
may know the reason for setting up the com-
mittee. Personally I have not heard a demand
for such a committee to be set up, and I
would ask the Prime Minister to be good
enough, if he feels so disposed, to inform

[Mr. Mackenzie King.]

the house what the government has in mind,
or what has actuated him in making the
suggestion,

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: The sole motive
of the government in making the suggestion
is to gain an opportunity to expedite the
business of the house. The kind of questions
that would be considered by this committee
might be, for example, to provide for present-
ing non-money bills without notice and pass-
ing them through the three stages the same
day. I do not say that would be a question
which the committee, if appointed, would agree
upon immediately, but they might consider
whether it would not be one means of helping
to expedite the business of the house.
Another matter which would require considera-
tion would be that of giving government
business precedence at an earlier date; in
other words, a reexamination of the resolution
which has just been passed.

Another question might be that of limiting
the number and kind of questions to be placed
on the order paper. My hon. friend is an
old parliamentarian and he has no doubt seen
the order paper frequently filled with ques-
tions many of which might be asked in the
course of discussion in committee of supply,
questions that mostly serve to clog the order
paper, and help to protract the proceedings of
the house. My hon. friend, I am sure, has
also seen the order paper clogged with in-
numerable resolutions often making it impos-
sible for the most important resolutions to
be dealt with before others much less import-
ant are reached. There might be adopted
measures similar to those at Westminster with
respect to resolutions, whereby a better method
might be found of deciding which of them
should have precedence, how many should
be taken up, and so on.

Again, there is the question of appeals
from decisions of the Speaker. There has
grown up in the last few parliaments a practice
of appealing from decisions of the Speaker,
made with such frequency that it seems at
times to make the rule of respecting the
Speaker’s ruling the exception rather than the
practice. That is putting it a little strong,
but the committee might well consider whether
the practice of appealing from decisions of the
Speaker, unless there is a very special reason
for so doing, might not be restricted in some
way.

Then, again, there is the right of ministers
to amend their own motions. It is a very
small matter, but I have seen considerable
delay created in the house when a minister
who has a measure before the house has to
turn and find one of his colleagues to propose
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the desired amendment for him. That seems
to me to be the kind of thing which might be
regarded as unnecessary at this time, when
we have very serious matters to consider.

Then there is the question of a possible
change in the hours of sitting. I am not
at all sure that I would wish to see the hours
changed in many particulars. I think, how-
ever, that if we followed the practice on
Friday of meeting in the morning and adjourn-
ing at six, instead of meeting at three in the
afternoon and sitting until eleven usually
with a slim house in the evening, that pro-
cedure might help to expedite the business
of the house to have it attended to more
thoroughly and also serve the greater con-
venience of hon. members. That is a good
example of the kind of question that might
be considered.

Again, there might be a standing order to
curtail protracted debates. There are certain
statutes concerning the business of the house
that might be improved. A suggestion has
been made that there are sections of the
Senate -and House of Commons Act with
respect to the leader of the opposition and
some of his perquisites or prerogatives—

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): I hope
you are not thinking of curtailing them.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: —which might
be looked into with advantage, I believe to
him. There are some sections in the act that
are now anomalous or obsolete that might be
improved. The clerks of the house and of
the senate, and the law clerks, might prepare
possible improvements for submission to the
government.

That is the presentation as I made it to my
colleagues, and I wish to assure my hon.
friend that there is no subtle device or aught
that is at all devious behind anything that I
have put forward or ulterior motive behind
the resolution as a whole.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): I am
obliged to the Prime Minister for having
acceded to my request and given the house
the concrete ideas he has in view. To some
of these suggestions I think we can give most
favourable consideration; there are others
which I should like to ponder a little.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: My hon.
friend understands that I am not putting them
forward as government proposals, but only
suggesting the kind of questions a committee
might profitably consider.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): I know; I
am just making some general observations.
There are others to which I should be definitely
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opposed. There can be I think no objection
to the motion in itself. I cannot recall the
year, but I remember that under Mr. Speaker
Lemieux—

Mr. LAPOINTE (Quebec East): The year
was 1927.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): Thank
you. A committee of this kind was set up,
and my recollection is that some very good
men were on that committee.

Mr. LAPOINTE (Quebec East):
hear. My hon. friend was on it.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): I was not
thinking of myself, but I was thinking of
Sir George Perley, a highly honoured and res-
pected member of this house, who knew a lot
about the rules for—shall I say—a layman. I
think the gentleman who was subsequently
Mr. Speaker Black was on that committee,
and your humble servant. We evolved the
forty-minute rule, of which we had high hopes.
If the Minister of Justice was on that com-
mittee—

Mr. LAPOINTE (Quebec East): I was.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): —he will
probably remember that he thought that by
limiting speeches to forty minutes we should
curtail the duration of sessions of parliament.
I do not want to speak dogmatically, but my
impression is that it did not have any such
effect; more people spoke, and they spoke
oftener. You cannot by any time limitation
curtail free speech in a body of men composed
of Anglo-Saxons, men who desire freedom of
thought, speech and action. However, I would
not go back on the forty-minute rule; it has
had some salutary effects—we do not have
to listen to such long speeches. But I am a
bit fearful that some of the suggestions which
the right hon. gentleman has made will have
the effect of curtailing disenssion. Of course
the government can put things through if
they want to, but if this resolution is adopted
it will have the effect of curtailing the rights
of private members and of extending the
power of the cabinet and the executive. I
know that in England they have had to do
these things; the pressure of empire business
is so much greater than the pressure of busi-
ness here that perhaps they cannot give effect
to all the desires of private members along
the lines of certain social legislation which is
being promoted from time to time. But I
hope the government will pause before taking
any step that would curtail the rights of hon.
members of this house—I am taking as long

Hear,
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a view as I can—and result in the aggrandize-
ment or enlargement of the powers of the
executive in the House of Commons itself.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: Hear, hear.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): I am
astonished that even the suggestion of such
a thing should come from a Liberal prime
minister.

Mr. T. L. CHURCH (Broadview): I would
support this motion if I thought it would
cause immediate action and help in getting
on with the war. But I fear it is going to
have the opposite effect. We in this house
have been slow to see how the executive,
known as the cabinet, have been usurping
the functions and privileges of parliament.
The present government got along without a
parliament for a year less eighteen days, except
for four or five days last September. We
might just as well abolish parliament alto-
gether if we are going to refer the question
of war to the Minister of Finance’s committee
and stop any criticism of it. They eriticize
war mistakes in Britain and France.

The committee system has been weighed in
the balance and, in my opinion, found want-
ing. We have had illustrations. What is par-
liament for? What are the functions of parlia-
ment? Parliament is a place where the people
whom we represent can address their griev-
ances to the government and have them dealt
with by 245 members in this house. It is a
place where the country can get facts, some-
thing they have not been able to get so far
about this war; where they can get facts
about government policy, about immigration,
about trade and tariffs and finances and the
way the country is run. There is no other
place where the people through their repre-
sentatives can get these facts and the govern-
ment’s explanation of federal policies. They
cannot get them from the press or radio; they
can get them only from one agency, where the
press and radio should get them, must get
them in part, namely, from the government
of the day. Under our parliamentary system
the responsibility is on the government of the
day for laying down a policy, and their re-
sponsibilities and trust should not be shunted
off on some committee or side show.

What is this committee system? We were
told that if the Canadian National Railways
estimates were referred to a committee we
would find out the facts and have some con-
trol, but the big I's were not restrained, they
kept on building big hotels and all kinds of
branch lines almost to the sun, the moon and
the stars. When you entered the committee
what did you see? I went to the committee

[Mr. R. B. Hanson.]

four or five times; they invited me once, and
once was enough. Members sat around a
table, more than two-thirds of them smoking
the pipe of peace and passing everything—
a whitewashing affair.

Now, if we are going to deal with the bill
of the Minister of Finance about the war by
referring it to a committee we might just as
well close parliament right now, and there will
be no criticism or redress of grievances. Think
what criticism did in France, the glorious
country to whom civilization owes so much
to-day; how it speeded up action. They
are practical people, they know the world in
which they live, they can appreciate the present
struggle, they know what Germany is because
they have lived beside her for thousands of
years. In France they get reforms not by
shunting things off to a committee but by
the chamber of deputies taking them up and
forcing the government to speed up the war
on land, at sea and in the air before they
grant supply. I am just referring to the
committee system.

I had a resolution along the very same lines
as this motion in the sessions of 1937, 1938
and 1939. It called for a committee to take
up the whole question, in view of the foes
within the country and outside. It proposed
to reorganize our parliamentary system, our
constitutional system, our cabinet system, our
legal system; to bring our system of govern-
ment up to date to meet modern conditions.
This resolution proposes to amend the Senate
Act. That is an old plank from the platform
of the Liberal party—senate reform. Do they
propose to refer the selection of senators to
this committee? They were to reform the
Senate; how did they reform it? They made
it worse than it was before. It was proposed
in this house in the dying days of the session
in June last year that instead of the crush and
crowding of the opening in the senate they
should use this chamber for the opening day.
But the government would do nothing. Now
they propose to deal with the Senate Act.
The resolution is not broad enough to deal
with Canada’s main domestic problem, namely
parliamentary reform, constitutional reform,
cabinet reform, law reform. In the old
country they had reform of the House of
Lords; we want senate reform and law reform.
We are miles behind the old country all
along the line. Four years before the war
Britain acted and reorganized her parlia-
mentary and legal system, with the result
that she was ready.

I have seen some of the results of these
committees, their reports received in the
dying days of the session. What happened
here three days before parliament closed one
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session? At eleven o’clock in the morning
the then Minister of Pensions and National
Health (Mr. Power) brought in the report of
the elections committee. The late member
for St. Lawrence-St. George (Mr. Cahan)
discussed the report and no one else was
given a chance to say a word; the chairman
got up and moved the adjournment of the
debate and prevented further discussion. That
was the last we heard of that report until an
hour or two before the close of the session,
when no one could speak on it.

See how we have dealt with the Canadian
National railways. Once we divest ourselves
of powers and functions that is the last of it.
Very little was heard about the committee
on agriculture or the grain committee after
these references to committees. Another point
is that when these matters are referred to
these committees no action can be taken in
this house because of the rule of anticipation.

This government has been very fond of the
committee and royal commission method of
dealing with these questions which should be
dealt with in this house. It has been a
favoured method of the federal government
to postpone action on the very matters with
which they were elected to deal, on which
action was most imperatively required in
connection with both domestic and external
affairs. These committees and commissions
achieve nothing; that is one reason why they
are appointed. In any event they are only
advisory and their reports to this house
generally do not amount to anything. Here
we have this commission on the constitution,
which T am told cost $400,000, and the report
will just go to the archives. Canada has had
enough of these Pickwickian committees and
commissions, all of which are instructed by
the government as to their personnel and as
to the scope of their inquiry. Many of these
appointments are made for reasons of
expediency, while some of the commissions
are overloaded with professors.

We are behind the times in Canada. If
something of this sort is needed I believe the
government should adopt the resolutions I
brought before the house in 1937, 1938 and
1939, on parliamentary, constitutional, cabinet
and law reform, which would include senate
reform. Dear knows senate reform is badly
needed, when we see some of the appointments
which have been made there recently for
political reasons.

Mr. JEAN-FRANCOIS POULIOT (Temis-
couata) : Mr. Speaker, I have devoted a great
deal of thought and study to the subject of
parliamentary practice and have gathered a
library of parliamentary rules embracing every
parliament, legislative assembly and legislative

council within the empire. I think perhaps
my collection is more complete than any other
here in Ottawa, even in our parliament. I will
gladly place my collection at the disposal of
any hon. member who would like information
about the parliamentary rules of Australia,
New Zealand, South Africa or even the legis-
lative bodies of Jamaica, the Bahamas or any
other part of the British empire. Once in
London I approached a firm of publishers and
asked if they would publish a book on com-
parative parliamentary procedure and practice
throughout the empire. I left the manuscript
in the hands of a reader who, when I returned
after a few days, said to me, “Sir, the only
way to have this published is through a
foundation, because no one will read a book
on parliamentary practice and procedure.”

A few years ago, as a delegate to a small
conference of the British Empire Parliament-
ary Association, I had the opportunity of
addressing a few words to a meeting of that
conference at Westminster, which meeting was
presided over by Sir John Simon. I went on
to explain the practices in the various legisla-
tive bodies of Canada and other parts of
the empire, and told my fellow delegates that
the most complete rules in Canada were
those of the province of Quebec which had
been prepared by Mr. Geoffrion at the time
Sir Lomer Gouin was premier. Then a dele-
gate from New Zealand rose and said, “What
is the use of mentioning any number of rules?
They do not count at all, because in every
legislative body the main rule is the will of
the government.”

I believe it will be agreed that the text of a
rule is not so important as an understanding
of the British parliamentary tradition at West-
minster. It is our duty as a parliament—and
I speak for the Senate as well as for the
House of Commons—to follow as closely as
possible the British tradition which has been
established at Westminster and which has
been in force there for many centuries; but
what is the use of aping it? There is a great
difference. In this parliament we have two
books; we have the rules of the house, which
is a very thin book, and we also have a com-
pendium which has been prepared by our
common friend Doctor Beauchesne, the clerk
of the house. As I have said, the rules them-
selves form a much smaller book than the
compendium, but they are the rules adopted
by this house. We are the masters of our
destiny. I remember quite well when a
dinner was given to my chief, the Prime
Minister (Mr. Mackenzie King), at the
Chateau Frontenac in Quebec city after the
election of 1926. Speaking of the position of
the Prime Minister in this parliament my
right hon. friend said, “I am only the first
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among equals.” In this house, Mr. Speaker—
and I take this opportunity to congratulate
you warmly upon your election as Speaker—
you are the master. You can call the prime
minister to order just as you can call the
leader of the opposition or myself to order,
should the necessity arise. Moreover, you
have the responsibility for whatever happens
in this house. Therefore in this parliament
you are the first citizen; that is why you
preside over our deliberations.

I am very much concerned about any change
in the rules at this time. If the change is
to expedite the business surely it is super-
fluous, because I never saw the address voted
as quickly as it was this session. This morn-
ing I met people who asked me if it was true
that the address had been voted last night.
That was very expeditious. The house open-
ed on Thursday; the address was moved on
Friday; there was no sitting on Saturday or
Sunday, and on the second day of debate the
address was adopted. It cannot be more
expeditious than that. Of course the house
is free to change the rules if in these times
they are found unsuitable. My fear is, how-
ever, that under the cover of patriotism some
people who are not members of the house may
take advantage of the war to improve their
own personal positions.

There are many new members in the house
this session, and I congratulate all of them
upon their election. I believe that the aver-
age of the House of Commons in 1940 is
better than that in 1935, although I must
express my regret that a few members were
defeated. Speaking in a non-partisan way
may I tell new members that in the House
of Commons the danger does not lie in the
application of the rules; it lies in what is
done outside the rules.

A moment ago I was referring to the rules
and orders of the house. Those rules and
orders are contained in a small book which has
been divided into two parts, dealing respec-
tively with public bills and private bills. Any
hon. member wishing to get information con-
cerning debate on public bills has only to look
at the few rules passed by the House of Com-
mons and contained in that book. To show
how tiny is the understanding of those rules
may I remind you, Mr. Speaker,—and prob-
ably you have not forgotten—that at times I
have heard even ministers of the crown refer-
ring to rule No. 535 or rule No. 625, when in
fact there are not even two hundred rules
passed by parliament. Those references in
Doctor Beauchesne’s book are merely to quota-
tions from authors who have written respect-
ing parliamentary procedure and practice.
They are not rules; they are references. They
refer to quotations from authors such as

[Mr. Pouliot.]

Bourinot, May and others, who have sum-
marized rulings given by speakers either in
Canada or at Westminster.

One point I have never understood, and
it is this: A member may say whatever he
thinks is true. In saying it, he may use any
language, provided it is the king’s language,
about any individual, with the exception of
His Majesty the King, members of the royal
family and members of the House of Com-
mons and the Senate. I remember well that
a former leader of the opposition used very
strong language regarding a newspaper man
from the west, and in the use of that language
he was called to order and was sustained by
the chair. I can remember that on one
occasion, when Mr. Bennett was either prime
minister or leader of the opposition, I made
a statement which was denied by him, and I
had to withdraw. There was no reason at all
for my withdrawal. My word was as good
as that of a millionaire, and in this chamber
my rights were equal to those of Mr. Bennett
or anybody else. In the event of an hon.
member making a statement and that state-
ment being denied by another hon. member,
the hon. member who believes the statement
is inaccurate has the right of denial. But the
member who made it cannot be forced to with-
draw unless he has used unparliamentary
language or expressions which are not fit for
use in debate.

Therefore, sir, we have before us the very
reason why we should be most careful when
amending the rules of the house. One reason
is that the rights of any hon. member, whether
he be a back-bencher or a front-bencher, a
private member or a minister of the crown,
are deserving of the most careful considera-
tion. All hon. members have the same right
in debate, and you, Mr. Speaker, must decide
who is right and who is wrong. You cannot
decide in favour of one against another simply
because one is a minister or a privy councillor
and the other is a back-bencher. That is only
elementary justice and fair play.

Then, there is another thing to be feared
in the House of Commons, and that is the
atmosphere created at times. May I at this
point congratulate the Minister of Finance
(Mr. Ralston) upon his appearance in the
house. I am glad to see him here, particularly
because he is so healthy, and does not
pose as a sick man. Sometimes debate has
been hampered because of sickness, and when
we have approached a discussion in the house
we have thought that we must be in the cor-
ridor of a hospital. One could almost smell
the chloroform, the anaesthetic, the bandages
and the iodine. That was the atmosphere in
which we worked. One was tempted to believe
that he was speaking in a hospital where there
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were sick men, and on occasions we have had
to swallow everything because of that sick-
ness. I know something of that—but I did
not swallow anything.

Then there is the atmosphere of the pink-
tea room. I realize of course that the new-
comers are surprised when they hear me make
these statements. However they must be
familiar enough with British traditions to know
that every civil servant is represented in the
House of Commons by his minister, and if a
civil servant acts under instructions received
from his minister, or in accordance with those
instructions, then he must do it within the
knowledge of the minister, and that minister
is bound to defend him in the house or to
resign his portfolio. On the other hand if it
is within the knowledge of a member of par-
liament that in any respect any ecivil servant
has been faulty, he is within his rights when
he asks information from the government about
such individual. We are the ones who are
called upon to vote the salaries and at times
without any explanation to vote formidable
increases in already high salaries of civil ser-
vants. We must inspire in those individuals
both fear and respect of parliamentary institu-
tions. I tell the Prime Minister (Mr. Mac-
kenzie King), the Minister of Justice (Mr.
Lapointe), the new Secretary of State, (Mr.
Casgrain)—whom I now congratulate—the
Minister of Agriculture (Mr. Gardiner), my
old friend the Minister of Labour (Mr. Mec-
Larty), and the Minister of Finance (Mr.
Ralston) that among the whole gang of
bureaucrats by whom they are surrounded they
will never find anyone as true and as sincere
as any member of the House of Commons,
whether that member be on one side or the
other.

At times the government may not like to
listen to criticism from the other side or
even from this side of the house. Ministers
do not like to be contradicted. But I will
tell you, sir, that no member of parliament
can be elected by thousands of votes unless
he has something to his credit. Moreover,
each member on this side of the house is a
bar of the ladder on which the government
climbs to power. No bars, no power. Bars
are small things, but they must be con-
sidered. The Prime Minister and his col-
leagues know the respect I have for them,
but at the same time they know that dis-
cussion is impossible in this house unless you,
Mr, Speaker, or the chairman of the com-
mittee of the whole, comply not only with
the letter of the rules that we have, which
I admit are very complete, but also with
British parliamentary tradition, which I hope
will be kept intact for the future in this
country as well as in Great Britain,

Mr. J. H. HARRIS (Danforth): Mr,
Speaker, I will leave it to someone else to
clear the atmosphere or to describe just what
kind of atmosphere we come out of when my
hon. friend sits down. Considering the cloud
under which we rest to-day we ought to be
brought back most quickly to a realization of
our responsibilities. I am thoroughly in
accord with the suggestion that there be a
more expeditious dispatch of business. How-
ever, I cannot just see how a committee which
will call and examine witnesses and perhaps
bring in a report at the end of the session
can be of much use at this particular time.

Let us get on with the public business of
this country, whether we sit Friday morning,
Friday afternoon or Friday night. Let us sit
all the time and get on with the business if
there is business to be done. Let us get on
with the government business of this country.
Let us get on with the war effort of this
country as quickly and expeditiously as
possible without having these academic dis-
cussions as to whether or not a committee
should be set up. The Prime Minister (Mr.
Mackenzie King) has been good enough to
give us some idea of what this committee
might do. What is the real object in setting
up this committee? In my opinion its real
object is to shorten this session. We have
had too many short sessions.

The Prime Minister says that we should
follow Westminster. Since this tragic war
started, Westminster has not missed a month
without sitting. Those elected to the parlia-
ment of Great Britain were able to examine
the actions of the government and let the
people know what was going on. How have
hon. members felt since war was declared?
Hon. members did not know what was going
on and yet the people looked to them as
members of parliament to let them know
what was going on. Hon. members waited
patiently from the time of the short session
to the next very short session expecting that
they would learn something, but there was
an almost imbecile inactivity. The govern-
ment now brings forward a resolution which
will tend only to shorten the session. We
should be sitting each and every month; we
should be sitting through the hot weather,
through the cold weather and at all times
while this emergency exists. We are ready
to expedite the business of the government in
every way we possibly can, but do not send us
home leaving everything for the government
to do. That is not enough. The people of
Canada must know what is going on.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: May I say to
my hon. friend—
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Mr. HARRIS (Danforth): We are all
disturbed at the news, but we in Canada are
British and we can take it. We do, however,
want to know what is going on. I will
answer the question of the Prime Minister
in just a moment. Let us follow Westminster
and let us give the people an opportunity of
knowing what is going on.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: I was going to
say to my hon. friend that if it will help us
to get on with our war effort, and if he were
prepared to end his speech, I would be quite
prepared to withdraw the resolution. Rather
than have any doubts as to the motive of the
government in this matter, with the consent
of the house I will withdraw the resolution
immediately.

Mr. HARRIS (Danforth): I have never
been accused of wasting the time of this house
and I do not propose to do it this session.
I am quite in accord with the suggestion of
the Prime Minister that he withdraw the
resolution.

Motion (Mr. Mackenzie King) withdrawn.

UNEMPLOYMENT RELIEF

ALLEVIATION OF UNEMPLOYMENT AND AGRICUL-
TURAL DISTRESS—FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE TO
PROVINCES

Hon. N, A. McLARTY (Minister of Labour)
moved that the house go into committee at
the next sitting to consider the following
resolution:

That it is expedient to bring in a measure
to provide assistance in the alleviation of un-
employment and agricultural distress out of
moneys appropriated by parliament, and for
such purpose to supplement the measures taken
by the provinces towards providing assistance
to those in mneed, establishing unemployed
persons in employment and training and fitting
suitable persons for productive occupations, and
also to provide financial assistance to the prov-
inces by way of loan, advance or guarantees
out of unappropriated moneys in the consoli-
dated revenue fund, and for the appointment
of necessary officers, clerks and employees.

He said: His Excellency the Administrator,
having been made acquainted with the subject
matter of this resolution, recommends it to
the consideration of the house.

Mr, HANSON (York-Sunbury): Is this the
usual preliminary resolution giving notice of
a bill?

Mr. McLARTY: Quite so.

Mr, HANSON (York-Sunbury): Is there
any explanation which the minister desires to
make at this stage?

[Mr. Mackenzie King.]

Mr. McLARTY: I think perhaps it might
be better to do it when the bill is presented.
This is a reenactment of the Unemployment
and Agricultural Assistance Act.

Mr. HARRIS (Danforth): Are there any
additions or changes?

Mr., McLARTY: There are three amend-
ments, but they are not of great importance.
There is one amendment in connection with
the preamble to the bill. If it is satisfactory,
perhaps these explanations could stand until
the bill is before the house.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: I might say
that this motion is not debatable; it is simply
a formal motion.

Motion agreed to.

SOLDIER SETTLEMENT

DISPOSITION OF MINES AND MINERALS ACQUIRED
WITH OR UNDERLYING LANDS

Hon. T. A. CRERAR (Minister of Mines
and Resources) moved that the house go into
committee at the next sitting to consider the
following resolution:

That it is expedient to introduce an amend-
ment to the Soldier Settlement Act to
authorize the director of soldier settlement,
with the approval of the minister, to grant to
the original soldier settler the mines and
minerals acquired with the lands, and also to
authorize the director to dispose of mines and
minerals underlying land not under purchase
contract by an original soldier settler.

He said: His Excellency the Administrator,
having been made acquainted with the sub-
ject matter of this resolution, recommends it
to the consideration of the hcuse.

Motion agreed to.

PENITENTIARY ACT

REMOVAL OF CONVICTS FROM YUKON AND NORTH-
WEST TERRITORIES TO GAOLS OR PENI-
TENTIARIES IN THE PROVINCES

Right Hon. ERNEST LAPOINTE (Min-
ister of Justice) moved that the house go into
committee at the next sitting to consider the
following resolution:

That it is expedient to introduce a measure
to amend the Penitentiary Act and the Peniten-
tiary Act, 1939, to provide for_ the removal of
convicts from the Yukon and Northwest Terri-
tories to gaols or penitentiaries in the provinces,
and for the payment by way of compensation to
the provinces for the confinement of such con-
victs therein.

He said: His Excellency the Administrator,
having been made acquainted with the sub-
ject matter of this resolution, recommends it
to the consideration of the house.

Motion agreed to.
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CITY OF OTTAWA AGREEMENT

AUTHORIZATION OF PAYMENT oF $100,000 For
THE YEAR ENDING JULY 1, 1940,

Hon. T. A. CRERAR (Minister of Mines
and Resources, for the Minister of Public
Works) moved that the house go into com-
mittee at the next sitting to consider the fol-
lowing resolution:

That it is expedient to introduce a measure
to authorize the Minister of Public Works on
behalf of his majesty to enter into an agree-
ment to pay to the corporation of the city of
Ottawa the sum of $100,000 for the year ending
July 1, 1940.

He said: His Excellency the Administrator,
having been made acquainted with the sub-
ject matter of this resolution, recommends it
to the consideration of the house.

Motion agreed to.

SEEDS ACT

MEASURE TO EMPOWER THE MINISTER TO PRE-
SCRIBE FEES FOR SEED CONTROL SERVICES

Hon. J. G. GARDINER (Minister of Agri-
culture) moved that the house go into com-
mittee at the next sitting to consider the
following resolution:

That it is expedient to bring in a measure
to amend the Seeds Act, 1937, to empower the
minister to prescribe fees for seed control
services.

He said: His Excellency the Administrator,
having been made acquainted with the subject
matter of this resolution, recommends it to
the consideration of the house.

Motion agreed to.

CIVIL SERVICE SUPERANNUATION

ORDER IN COUNCIL OF AUGUST 11, 1939, To HAVE
FORCE AND EFFECT OF STATUTE

Hon. J. L. ILSLEY (Minister of National
Revenue) moved that the house go into com-
mittee at the next sitting to consider the
following resolution:

That it is expedient to introduce a measure
to provide that the order in council respecting
civil service superannuation dated 11th August,
1939, shall have the same force and effect as
if sanctioned by act of parliament on the
said date.

He said: His Excellency the Administrator,
having been made acquainted with the subject
matter of this resolution, recommends it to
the consideration of the house.

Motion agreed to.

WHEAT CO-OPERATIVE MARKETING

CALCULATION OF INITIAL PAYMENTS TO SELLING
AGENCIES—AUTHORITY FOR PAYMENT OF LIABILI-
TIES AND ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES

Hon. J. G. GARDINER (Minister of Agri-
culture) moved that the house go into com-
mittee at the next sitting to consider the fol-
lowing resolution:

That it is expedient to introduce a measure
to amend The Wheat Cooperative Marketing
Act, 1939, to provide for the calculation of
initial payments paid to selling agencies, and
also to grant authority for payment of liabilities
of the minister under any agreement and of
administrative expenses.

He said: His Excellency the Administrator,
having been made acquainted with the subject

matter of this resolution, recommends it to
the consideration of the house.

Motion agreed to.

NATIONAL DEFENCE

CREATION OF AIR MINISTRY—ADDITIONAL DEPUTY
MINISTERS FOR MILITARY, NAVAL AND
AIR SERVICES

On the order:
The Prime Minister—in committee of the
whole—the following resolution:

That it is expedient to introduce an act to
provide for the appointment of a Minister of
National Defence for Air, at the same salary
as the Minister of National Defence, to deal
with matters relating exclusively to the air
service, and also for the appointment of addi-
tional deputy ministers for the military, naval
and air services respectively.

Right Hon. W. L. MACKENZIE KING
(Prime Minister): Mr. Speaker, the resolu-
tion which appears in my name is one related
to the appointment of a Minister of National
Defence for Air. I should like, if the house
would give its consent, to have this resolu-
tion expedited, passed and if possible the bill
introduced to-day with a view to having the
second reading of the bill to-morrow. If the
house will give its consent to expedite this

‘very important bill which has immediately

to do with the prosecution of the war, I
would like to move that the house do go
into committee of the whole on the resolu-
tion at the present sitting.

Mr. MacNICOL: May I ask if the bill will
restrict the duration of office of the new min-
ister to the duration of the war?

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: Yes, it will for
a definite period in reference thereto. Mr.
Speaker, if the house consents, I move that
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the house go into committee of the whole
at to-day’s sitting to consider the following
resolution :

That it is expedient to introduce an act to
provide for the appointment of a Minister of
National Defence for Air, at the same salary
as the Minister of National Defence, to deal
with matters relating exclusively to the air
service, and also for the appointment of addi-
tional deputy ministers for the military, naval
and air services respectively.

His Excellency the Administrator, having
been made acquainted with the subject matter
of this resolution, recommends it to the con-

sideration of the house.

Motion agreed to and the house went into
committee, Mr. Vien in the chair.

Mr. MASSEY: Mr. Chairman, if I might
be permitted a brief word I should like to
commend the government for the step they
are proposing in this resolution. I think we
all realize not only the gravity of the situa-
tion but the stress and strain which must
be put upon the Department of National
Defence as a result. We appreciate that it
is obviously impossible for one man no matter
what his capabilities adequately to cope with
all these matters. The onerous responsibili-
ties placed on the shoulders of the Minister
of National Defence (Mr. Rogers) cannot pos-
sibly be carried by one man. Yesterday after-
noon we listened to the Prime Minister (Mr.
Mackenzie King) as he laid before the house
the present plans of the empire training
scheme. It is my privilege and one of which
I am proud to be an officer of junior rank of
the Royal Canadian Air Force, and I have
some very definite ideas in regard to the
importance of the air training plan. I am sure
that hon. members will fully appreciate that
the air training scheme as at present in project
and in course of development is one which
will and must demand the full services of a
minister qualified to cope with the extent of
the plan itself.

I might further be permitted to say that
as a result of my contact I am deeply im-
pressed with the calibre of the men who are
in the Royal Canadian Air Force, from the

chief of the air staff down to the airmen and -

aircraftmen. One cannot help but be proud
of his fellow Canadians when one associates
with them as it has been my privilege to do.
I have reason to make these few remarks only
to commend the government for the step they
are taking in establishing a ministry for air
and to assure the Prime Minister that this
step will be most fully appreciated by the
Royal Canadian Air Force. I say this without
attempting to belittle in any way any of the
efforts of the personnel of the air force them-
selves. They are a magnificent body of men,
[Mr. Mackenzie King.]

and while we may be proud of the Royal Air
Force and its personnel, I think it is well
known that there are no pilots and airmen
equal to Canadians, and they deserve the best
that can be had. There is nothing too good
for the Royal Canadian Air Force; there is
no service which the government can render
that can exceed its responsibilities to the
Royal Canadian Air Force. It seems to me
that the step contemplated by this resolution
is one in the right direction, and I commend
the Prime Minister for it.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: I should like
to express to the hon, member for Green-
wood (Mr. Massey) my warmest appreciation
of the remarks he has just made. They are
doubly appreciated, coming from him as an
officer of the Royal Canadian Air Force, and
especially as he appears in the house this
afternoon wearing the uniform he does.

Mr. CHURCH: Will this particular bill be
within the four corners of the empire agree-
ment, and has the British government been
consulted about it and consented to it?

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: I am not quite
sure that I catch my hon. friend’s meaning
about the four corners, but I gather that what
he desires to know is whether this measure
will apply to the administration of the British
commonwealth air training scheme—whether
that whole scheme will come under the ad-
ministration of the air ministry. If that is
the question, I answer yes.

Mr. MacNICOL: Are there to be three
ministers of national defence in charge of
naval affairs, air and the military service
respectively, and three deputy ministers?

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: The present
Minister of National Defence will be the
minister immediately responsible for the army
and navy. The minister for whom provision
is being made in this bill will be immediately
responsible for matters pertaining to the air
service. The present Minister of National
Defence, in order that continuity may be
preserved in the administration of the depart-
ment and to ensure the proper coordination
of the defence forces will have a certain super-
vision over the entire services, and the final
say where questions of policy affecting the
relations of all three will have to be con-
sidered. I may as well mention immediately
that the intention of the government, if
this measure is passed, is to request His
Excellency the Administrator to appoint as
Minister of National Defence for Air my col-
league and friend the present Postmaster
General (Mr. Power). My hon. friend, as
hon. members are aware has from time to



MAY 21, 1940 83

War Appropriation—Mr. Ralston

time for many years filled the position of
acting Minister of National Defence when
the minister of that department has been
absent from the capital. The present Post-
master General has been in complete charge
of the Department of National Defence dur-
ing the recent absence of the present minister
in London. He is already wholly familiar
with the work of the department not only as
it relates to the air service, but also to the
other services. The two ministers, happily,
enjoy the closest of personal as well as public
relations, and there will be, I believe, to each
of them a distinet advantage in being able
to confer together with respect to matters
affecting the department as a whole.

In the old country it has been found advis-
able at this time of war, where they have
had three separate ministries, one for the
army, one for the navy and one for the air,
to have one minister take supervision of the
three services. That function, so far as it
relates to the proper interrelation of the ser-
vices, will continue to be performed by the
present Minister of National Defence. For
many reasons I believe no better possible
choice could be made for minister for air
than the present Postmaster General. He has
not only had the experience to which I
have just referred in administering the affairs
of the Department of National Defence. He
has had wide experience in the administration
of other government departments. He also,
as we all know, served his country overseas
in the last war.

There was a question asked by my hon.
friend opposite; I did not catch his words.
Did he ask me whether the bill would define
“Minister of National Defence”, or did he
wish to know whether it would be confined
to him?

Mr. MacNICOL: I was not very clear
and I am not quite clear yet as to what is
intended. The last line refers to the military,
naval and air services, and I was wondering
whether there was to be a minister for military
services, one for naval services and one for
air services, and three deputy ministers.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: The question
my hon. friend asks is whether there will
be three separate and distinct deputy ministers,
one for each department. There will be three
deputies but only two ministers responsible
for the three services.

Resolution reported, read the second time
and concurred in. Mr. Mackenzie King there-
upon moved for leave to introduce Bill No.
15, to amend the Department of National
Defence Act. )

Motion agreed to and bill read the first time.

WAR APPROPRIATION BILL

PROVISION FOR GRANTING TO HIS MAJESTY AID
FOR NATIONAL DEFENCE AND SECURITY

Hon. J. L. RALSTON (Minister of Finance)
moved that the house go into committee to
consider the following resolution:

That sums not exceeding $700,000,000 be
granted to His Majesty towards defraying any
expenses that may be incurred by or under the

authority of the governor in council during the
year ending 3lst March, 1941, for—

(a) the security, defence, peace, order and
welfare of Canada;

(b) the conduct of naval, military and air
operations in or beyond Canada;

(¢) promoting the continuance of trade,
industry and business communications, whether
by means of insurance or indemnity against
wag risk or in any other manner whatsoever;
an

(d) the carrying out of any measures deemed
necessary or advisable by the governor in
council in consequence of the existence of a
state of war.

_ With provision also empowering the governor
in council to raise by way of loan under the
provisions of the Consolidated Revenue and
Audit Act, 1931, such sum or sums of money,
not exceeding in the whole the sum of
$700,000,000 as may be required for the purpose
of defraying the aforesaid expenses, the prin-
cipal and interest of any such loan to be a
charge upon and payable out of the consolidated
revenue fund.

He said: I do not propose to take the time
of the house for very long in connection with
this resolution. The matter of the physical
aspect of Canada’s war effort was dealt with at
length by the Prime Minister (Mr. Mackenzie
.’_King) yesterday, and I have no doubt that
in the course of the discussion there will be
fgll opportunity to obtain the fullest informa-
tion consistent with the public interest with
regard to the various phases of our war effort.
Suffice it for me to come immediately, as the
desire has been indicated from all sides of the
house, to the business of the day, that is to
present in a word or two the make-up of the
sum which it is now suggested may be voted
fqr the use of the government in connection
with the purposes set out in the resolution.

The house will remember that, back in
November last, I intimated to the public of
Canada that the programme which had been
laid down by the government and which had
been announced, it will be remembered, within
a very short time after parliament prorogued,
was estimated to cost $315,000,000. After that
thert_e had been added a considerable amount,
I think some eight or ten millions, on account
of what we have referred to repeatedly as
ancillary troops, troops which may be used
event}mlly as corps troops or divisional troops;
an{l in addition there had been added the
estimated cost of the air training scheme. all
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of these for the first year of war, that is to say
the year ending September 1, 1940. At that
time I intimated that Canada’s rate of expend-
iture during that first year of war was estimated
to be about $1,000,000 a day. Since that time
that sum has had a very progressive and
sturdy growth. I am not asking for any
sympathy in the position which I occupy in
endeavouring to direct to some extent, if I
can, the economic policy of this country and
this government. But I do say that the sums
which come to one for consideration and which
have to be dealt with in connection with the
provision of funds for our war activities are—
may I say this at least?—somewhat larger
than I have been used to in private life. They
are almost overwhelming. This sum to which
I have referred, which amounted to something
like $375,000,000, grew so that when the esti-
mates were prepared at the end of the year
for the session which was to open on Janu-
ary 25, 1940, it amounted to, not $375,000,000,
but $500,000,000. Soon after that I intimated
in a public address which I made that I
estimated that these commitments which were
proposed would, for the fiscal year ending
March 31, 1941—if hon. members will differ-
entiate that from the first year with which I
was dealing, the first year of the war—amount
as I said to not less than $500,000,000. Then
some items of difference arose from factors
which are difficult to estimate.

May I say there is the greatest difficulty in
estimating the cost of military units because
obviously it depends entirely on where the
military unit may be serving, in other words
on what the cost of maintenance may be,
or to use a more brutal word, what the
wastage may be; and the wastage depends
on the degree of activity in which the unit
is engaged. Officers of the Department of
National Defence advised me that it was
difficult to make estimates and they had to
do the best they could by taking the rates
of wastage which were being used from time
to time, resulting from experience, in order
- to make up these estimates. The amount
was roughly $500,000,000. Included in that
were amounts for some other departments
which were engaged in war activities.
amount continued to grow. I do not want
to go into items at all; but I remember one
item, it did not mean the provision of another
division or anything which the public would
know anything about, it was an increase in
the establishment of the rifle battalions in
the division. That sum alone, just for the
increase of the numbers in each rifle battalion
in the division, of which there were nine,
amounted to between $5,000,000 and $6,000,000.
I remember also there was a change in the
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engineers establishment, and although there
was still a division, the changes made in that
item amounted to about $4,000,000. I
remember that a depot for mechanical trans-
port—and there was nothing to indicate to
the public that anything was being done;
it did not show on the surface—cost about
$1,200,000. I just mention these items to
indicate some reasons for the increase which
took place in the financial obligation.

In addition there was the announcement
made by the Prime Minister in January that
a second division would be going overseas,
which meant an increase in cost, on account
of the necessity for providing additional equip-
ment, of something like $41,000,000. There
were other items which I need not mention
which increased the estimate to between
$560,000,000 and $570,000,000. Then in prepara-
tion for this session the estimates were
reviewed again, further additions were made,
and the amounts—and here again I realize
that they are estimates—were in round figures:
for the army, $265,000,000; for the navy,
$100,000,000—the Prime Minister used the
figure $103,000,000; I think that is the more
exact figure—for the air force, $100,000,000,
and for the air training plan, after allowance
for payments to be received from our sister
dominions of Australia and New Zealand, the
net cost will be, according to the estimates,
something like $120,000,000, making a total of
between $585,000,000 and $595,000,000.

Mr. HOMUTH: Does that figure for the
air training plan include the capital expend-
iture on the fields and so on?

Mr. RALSTON: That would include the
capital expenditure on the fields. The cost
of the air training plan is lumped, as I think
was said by the Prime Minister yesterday, at
something like $600,000,000. I believe he was
a little modest in that estimate, but there
again officers find it very difficult, in forecast-
ing a programme, to set down the cost of fields
and buildings covering a long period. May I
say here to the hon. member for Greenwood
(Mr. Massey) that I have a great admiration
for the air force. There is one branch of the
force which I think excelled themselves;
along with Air Vice-Marshal Croil, they took
part with the staff officers from the air ministry
of the United Kingdom, Australia and New
Zealand in working out this plan and endeav-
ouring to make the most effective programme
and the best estimate possible. These men
made no less than three different plans and
estimates, necessitated by variations in the
plan which resulted from the fact that
Australia and New Zealand took over certain
portions of the plan which originally were
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expected to be carried out here, but which
they preferred to do at home, particu-
larly in connection with the elementary train-
ing. This made readjustments necessary and
required the preparation of completely new
estimates. As I was saying, that amounted
to between $585,000,000 and $590,000,000.
There were also certain administration services.

And now, as the Prime Minister announced
vesterday, there has been authorized the for-
mation of a Canadian corps. I am sure there
are many people in the country, and possibly
some members of this house—and I am one of
them—who did not realize and possibly do
not realize yet what that involves in the
matter of expenditure. The formation of a
Canadian corps, as I have learned, is not
simply the putting together of two divisions
and having a corps headquarters. The for-
mation of a Canadian corps means the aug-
menting of those divisions by corps units. By
the way, I understand each division contains
no less than forty units, although most of
us think of a division as being composed
of nine or twelve battalions with a certain
number of ancillary units such as army service
corps, ordnance and signallers, et cetera. As
I was saying, the formation of a corps does
not mean simply putting together those two
divisions; it means the provision of a num-
ber of units known as corps units, which
operate with the corps as an integral and
cohesive body, which, if the two divisions
were operating in another corps, would nor-
mally be supplied by that corps command,
whatever it may be. When I tell hon. mem-
bers that the additional cost due to the form-
ing of a Canadian corps complete with all
ancillary units does not mean just the cost
of a corps headquarters, but means, accord-
ing to the estimates given me, between $50,-
000,000 and $65,000,000, they will realize that
the decision which was made by the govern-
ment involves a substantial further financial
commitment. In addition, as the Prime Min~
ister has indicated, it has been decided to
mobilize a third Canadian division. The
estimated cost of that third division for one
year of service in Canada, in England and
overseas, is in the neighbourhood of $38-
000,000. So that the $591,000,000 may be in-
creased by about another $100,000,000, and
then there are amounts to be provided for
other departments for expenditures connected
with the war.

It may be said that possibly this bill does
not provide sufficient money. Those of us
who are on the government benches know
that as the result of communications we
have sent overseas other suggestions have
been made and other matters are under con-

sideration by way of cooperation. At the
moment, however, this $700,000,000 is the
amount for which we are asking parliament.

I was indicating that it was difficult to
make estimates in the matter of military units.
Let us take one example in connection with
the air force, which has been referred to by
the hon. member for Greenwood. The initial
cost of a fighting squadron, including pay and
allowances for one year, without active opera-
tions, is $2.500,000; but the cost of keeping
in the air in actual operations those twelve
or sixteen machines depending on the sort of
squadron it may be, is something like $10,-
000,000 for the year. The initial cost of a
bomber squadron is in the neighbourhood of
$2,700,000, while the cost of keeping those
machines in the air and restoring wastage
for the period of a year is something like
$23,000,000. So. as the house will understand,
in estimating the cost one has to take some
hypothetical figure and some hypothetical view
as to what will be the degree of activity of
that particular unit.

The house may wish to know the expendi-
tures from September 1 to March 31. For
this period the total payments on defence
account were $112,000,000. The total pay-
ments to May 15 were $136,000,000. The com-
mitments from September 1 to March 31, in
addition to pay and allowances, amounted to
$267,000,000.

Mr. MacNICOL: Up to what date?

Mr. RALSTON: From September 1 to
March 31.
Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury) : Could

the minister give us any break-down of that
expenditure?

Mr. RALSTON:
here.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): I do not
want to give the minister too much trouble.

Mr. RALSTON: I had thought those par-
ticulars might be given when the bill reached
committee, but I am perfectly willing to give
them now if my hon. friend prefers.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): I will
leave it to the discretion of the minister.

Mr. RALSTON: Then perhaps I can
leave it until the bill reaches the committee.
I have already stated that the commitments
from September 1 to March 31 amount to
$267,000,000. The degree of financial obliga~
tion which we undertook can be perhaps
realized to some extent by comparing these
appropriations with those for the last war.
Please, Mr. Speaker, do not let anyone think
I am making any invidious comparison be-
tween our efforts in the last war and our efforts

I have a break-down
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in this war. What I am pointing out is that an
entirely different situation exists to-day. In
the last war our contribution obviously was
largely represented by man-power. This time
it is represented by man-power and machines;
by a naval force of from 6,000 to 10,000 men
as compared with 1,500 in the last war; by an
air force, which of course did not exist at all
in the last war, and by the air training scheme,
which of course is entirely new. In the last
war the appropriation that was requested by,
I think, the Prime Minister of the day, who
sponsored a similar bill, was $100,000,000. This
year we are compelled to ask for $700,000,000
for practically the same period. May I add
also, in order to show the financial obligations
we have undertaken as compared with those
of the last war, that to-day the dollar is worth
more in terms of purchasing power than it
was at that time.

I do not think I need go into further detail
in connection with this resolution. I have
tried to give a running picture of how the
amount is made up and have indicated
sketchily the differences in the various depart-
ments of activity in this war as compared with
the last war. There has been some talk of
red tape. I think my colleagues will agree,
as I believe the house would agree if it knew
the circumstances, that every endeavour has
been made to shorten not only departmental
but also official procedure in every way. In
my capacity as Minister of Finance I have
not hesitated to sign my name to authoriza-
tions which I believed would be honoured by
this house and by the Canadian people, auth-
orizations covering commitments extending
beyond the first year of war and even beyond
the first fiscal year, where that seemed to be
necessary in order to promote, speed up or
produce greater efficiency and greater economy
in the production of war materials. Speaking
of commitments, I think I should remind the
house that the amount provided for in this
bill does not by any means represent the total
economic effort of Canada.

As the house already knows, we have en-
deavoured to assist the United Kingdom in
connection with the purchase of goods from
this country by providing here a market for
the acquisition or, as we sometimes call it,
the repatriation of Canadian securities held in
the United Kingdom. This means that we are
furnishing an internal market to take the place
of an external market for those panticular
securities, and providing the funds necessary
therefor.

The first operation provided for the repatria-
tion of something like $91,000,000 in securities.
I might say that since that time there has
been a substantial accumulation of sterling, and
only a few days ago T gave authority for a
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still more substantial accumulation of sterling
on the part of the Canadian government,
looking forward to a further repatriation effort
which would be made in the not far distant
future. In the meantime, as members well
realize, that accumulation of sterling provides
the funds necessary to assist in the purchase
of Canadian goods.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): Before the
minister leaves that question, would he be
good enough to explain a point to the house?
As I understand it, these securities are pur-
chased with government funds with the idea
of disposing of them in Canada.

Mr. RALSTON: No; those are government
securities which are redeemed. The particular
issue with which we dealt before was one which
was callable.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): Your own
obligations?

Mr. RALSTON: Yes.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): I thought
you were dealing with something along the
lines of securities of the Canadian Pacific
Railway Company.

Mr. RALSTON: No. They were dominion
securities which were payable in England, and
callable.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): When the
minister spoke in the first instance, he did not
distinguish between our indebtedness and other
indebtedness. )

Mr. RALSTON: They were dominion secur-
ities payable in England, and callable. They
had been registered, and were subsequently
requisitioned by British authorities on our sug-
gestion, and the Dominion of Canada provided
the money necessary to retire them.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury) : That clari-
fies the situation.

Mr. RALSTON: I am glad my hon. friend
reminded me of that point, because there is
another matter along similar lines I should
like to mention to the house. I may say that
in addition to that, in order to assist, not-
withstanding our foreign exchange control
regulations regarding the transfer of foreign
balances held by non-residents, we concurred
in the requisition by British authorities, shortly
after the outbreak of war, of balances held by
United Kingdom citizens in Canada. That pro-
vided further Canadian dollars for the British
authorities.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury: That was
their own.



MAY 21, 1940 87

War Appropriation—Mr. Ralston

Mr. RALSTON: Yes, their own, and held
by their own citizens. A few weeks ago we
authorized an arrangement—and this brings me
to the point mentioned by my hon. friend—
whereby Canadian securities held by British
investors were allowed to be sold in this mar-
ket, subject to permit issued by the exchange
control authorities of the two countries. This
gave the United Kingdom government the
benefit of the Canadian dollars provided by
the Canadian market for the purchase of these
securities.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): .Which
would be at the disposal of the British
government.

Mr. RALSTON: Yes. In other words, it
was the repatriation of privately-held securities
as compared with the repatriation of publicly-
held securities. As I have said, that repatria-
tion programme means of course that that
much more money has to be found in the
Canadian market in order to provide Canadian
dollars for the purchase price of those securi-
ties which previously had been held in the
United Kingdom market.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): Of course
that is a refunding operation.

Mr. RALSTON : My hon. friend will under-
stand that it was a refunding operation well
in advance of our obligation to refund, and at
a time when facilities for refunding are, in
view of our war necessities, much more limited.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): There
might be a profit in the matter of exchange.

Mr. RALSTON: It is at a fixed rate, an
arranged rate. I can say to my hon. friend
without hesitation that our friends in the
United Kingdom have been exceedingly
appreciative of this method of providing
Canadian dollars for their purposes.

One other matter I should like to mention
is the suggestion which appeared in one of the
morning papers to the effect that the entire
payment of this year’s war bill will be by
borrowing. This bill does not mean that, by
any means. 1 wish to assure the house and
the country of that fact. It is true that in
accordance with the last paragraph of the
resolution provision is made for the issuing
of bonds and the borrowing of any sum up to
the amount stated. But that is only to assure
us of adequate authority for that purpose.
Our policy—and I believe it is the policy
wanted by the people of Canada—is that
which was announced at the first session after
war was declared, namely, a policy of paying
as you go, so far as that may be found possible.
The system of raising funds for purposes of
the war will be by taxing taxation, and then

by borrowing any portion of our war expendi-
ture which it may be found necessary to fin-
ance in that way.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury) : Would the
minister permit a further question? Has the
government formed any estimate of the
national income?

Mr. RALSTON: Yes. Perhaps, however,
my hon. friend would permit me to deal with
that when we are discussing the budget.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): Of course
I am not trying to embarrass the minister.

Mr. RALSTON : I understand that. It will
be understood that that question involves a
consideration of the full commitments of the
country, for both war and civil expenditures.
1 would prefer to deal with that matter when
we come to the budget.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): Very well.

Mr. RALSTON: I know my hon. friend and
other hon. members will not expect me to go
farther by way of mentioning the methods by
which we will raise this amount of money,
and particularly in connection with matters
of taxation because that is properly a budget
matter.

Mr. HOMUTH: Could the minister tell
the house how much we may have to borrow?

Mr. RALSTON: No, I am not in a position
to say that at the present time.

I have given a brief outline of what is
contained in the measure, and the way the
amount has been made up. We have been
asked, and I have been asked, what the
extent of our war effort is to be. I have said
before and I say it to-day—and without any
heroics it is said in the words of the speech
from the throne—that the limit of Canada’s
war effort is only the limit of her strength
and of her capacity. I am sure the govern-
ment and the house believe that Canada
wants to put every ounce she can muster into
the war, and that in trying to estimate and
appraise her capacity every true Canadian
will approve the principle of not how little,
but how much. It is in that spirit that we
have approached the problem of providing
funds for the war effort outlined yesterday by
the Prime Minister. As I have indicated
already, as a result of communications we
have sent to the United Kingdom further
measures are contemplated. I can only assure
the house that if it is seen fit to give this
vote of credit or appropriation to the govern-
ment, it will be used in the best way which
earnest men can devise, not in any spirit of

_complacency but as men who realize only too

vividly the seriousness of the responsibilities
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resting upon their shoulders, in an endeavour
to make as definitely effective a contribution
as possibly can be made to the success of the
cause which is at stake in this the greatest
world crisis of all time.

Hon. H. A. BRUCE (Parkdale): Mr.
Speaker, we on this side of the house readily
acceded to the request of the Prime Minister
(Mr. Mackenzie King) to discontinue the
time-honoured custom of replying to the
speech from the throne because we were
informed that we would have other oppor-
tunities. The consideration of this resolution
to provide the Minister of Finance (Mr.
Ralston) with additional funds presents such
an opportunity, of which I shall take advantage
for a few moments. I may say at once,
speaking for myself and, I feel sure, for my
associates, that we will vote any amount of
money asked for to enable Canada to make
the maximum war effort and to get our
factories busy with the manufacture of the
implements of war.

Those of us who, like myself, are newcomers
to this house enter upon our duties under
conditions that are the gravest the parliament
of Canada has ever been called upon to face.
Even in the darkest days of the last war the
danger to Canada seemed much more remote,
and indeed was more remote than it is to-day.
Canadians, in company with all right-thinking
people of the world, are in the throes of a
terrible awakening. Even in the long period
of foreboding when the vileness of the nazi
ideology and the ruthless brutality of nazi
aims were becoming more and more apparent,
Canadians were slow to visualize the menace
that overhung the destinies of free and
enlightened people. I fear even at the time
when this new parliament was elected many
were cherishing the conviction that the nazi
danger was a nightmare that would pass away,
so far as the British empire and the western
hemisphere were concerned.

To-day we are beginning to recognize reali-
ties. Britain was and is our shield, but hour
by hour the tidings show Britain to be fight-
ing with her back against the wall. Easy-
minded persons who had said repeatedly, “the
United States will protect us anyway,” are
faced with the sharp realization that the United
States are themselves alarmed for their own
safety. Their president has not hesitated to
sound the note of alarm. All free peoples are
face to face with a situation in which lethargy
and half-hearted measures may mean their
doom.

We, the elected representatives of the people
of Canada in parliament assembled, have a
responsibility second only to that of our sol-
diers in the field. Throughout this broad
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land the people who voted for us, aye, and
the people who voted against us, look to us
for concentrated effort and for comprehensive
measures more potent than have so far been
forthcoming, in behalf of our national security
and in behalf of the cause of freedom, justice
and Christian civilization. Ours is a sacred
task, a consecrated task. God forbid that
in future days it should be on the lips of
any of our own sons to say that in this grave
crisis Canada failed in her duty and failed to
play her part manfully because of the weak-
ness of her government, because of the weak-
ness Jf her parliament,

An awakened people look to us now, irre-
spective of our party affiliations, to see to it
that no stone shall be left unturned and no
ounce of energy left unemployed to save
Christian civilization in the death grapple in
which it is engaged. I suppose that there is
no member of this house who has not received
messages asking, “What is Canada doing?”
If by the time the present session ends we
have not provided a full and satisfactory
answer to the demand of the people, we shall
indeed have a bitter ordeal to face. Every
act of government and parliament from now
onwards must be directed toward the single
aim of helping to make victory complete, or
we shall experience disgrace.

In common with many members of this
house, and with Canadians from sea to sea,
I welcomed the words of the hon. member
for Vancouver North (Mr. Sinclair) when
on Friday last he sounded a note of rebellion
against the attitude of complacency which so
far has marked Canada’s dealings with the
problems of this war. The hon. member, as
by right, voiced the high aspirations of the
youth of this country. And, let me add, he
spoke also for a myriad of others no longer
young.

The Prime Minister and his colleagues, as
was natural, have received many congratula-
tions on their victory of March 26. It brought
them an immense majority and congratula-
tions were no doubt in order, but let me warn
them that those congratulations will speedily
turn to imprecations if there is a continuance
of that complacency. I have no desire to
minimize the burdens the government has to
bear, but I would be remiss in my duty if
I did not dwell on the fact that it must now
face an awakened public consciousness of
danger that was torpid when the last parlia-
ment was dissolved suddenly in January. In
March the people of this country voted blindly
and without clear information as to what the
government had done to maintain the great
and glorious name Canada won for herself in
the last war through the glorious efforts of
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her soldiers. Voting blindly, a majority of
the electors of this country resolved to give
the administration a new lease of power. It
was a vote of confidence that embodied a
great trust.

It is the duty of the government to see to
it that that trust is not betrayed. Nor should
it be forgotten that it was by no means a un-
animous vote of confidence. Nearly 2,000,000
electors who voted for opposition candidates
were clearly dissatisfied with the manner in
which the military effort of this country was
being organized and pressed. Since Hitler’s
blitzkreig in Denmark and Norway began early
in April they have been more than ever dis-
satisfied.

Every member of the house, no matter to
what party he may belong, is face to face with
an electorate which is demanding a great
deal more information than the government
has vouchsafed to it and more information
than private members have so far been
privileged to receive. After eight months of
war very few of us know what is actually the
exact position of this country as a belligerent.
In the press, in public assemblages, and on
street corners questions like these are being
asked: What has been done about recruiting
since it became clear that Hitler had embarked
on a total war? Was the empire air training
plan which was advertised to the world last
autumn pressed with all speed, and how is it
getting on? How far have we advanced with
the second division, which months ago we
were told would shortly reinforce the first?
Is Canada really mobilized, in both a military
and industrial sense? When I was in my home
city over the weekend I was asked questions
such as these, and, of course, I had no answers
to give. The sooner the government provides
the answers fully and candidly, the better for
the morale of this country.

It is interesting to those of us who sit on
this side of the house that, through pressure
of events elsewhere, the opposition has sud-
denly assumed great importance in the public
mind. Though months ago many were talking
as though critics of a government were unneces-
sary in times like these, now, on all sides,
we are told that an efficient and vigilant
opposition is necessary if the government is
to be spurred on to the necessary effort. It
is being impressed on us that our responsibility
is a grave and patriotic one. I think I speak
for my colleagues when I say that we shall
endeavour to live up to that responsibility,
under the distinguished and able parliamen-
tarian whom we chose as our house leader
and who yesterday justified the wisdom of our
selection.

Dependence on our vigilance and patriotism
is being expressed in many quarters. It is, I
take it, a symptom of the apprehension which
many Canadians feel. There is a much deeper
realization that the task of winning this war
for civilization will be longer and heavier
and more difficult than many at the outset
anticipated. The possibility that through lack
of energy and initiative victory may be with-
held is a thought that, while it may chill
the hearts, inflames the energies of a people
such as ours. The fear that Canada may be
found wanting is a more intimate one. People
are dismayed by the thought that Canada
has not, so far, done its share to avert the
fate which awaits all decent people in this
world should the Nazis triumph.

The public demands assurances, not by
promises but by action, that whatever sins
of omission or commission may have occurred
in the past, our effort shall be wider in scope
and more intense in efficiency and resolve.
True patriotism at the present time visualizes
the Canadian nation as a young and virile
people engaged in a righteous campaign for
the salvation of all that is precious in human
existence. There is alarm lest Canada has not
been living up to the full glory of that picture.
The duty that lies before government and
parliament is to quell such alarms; to make
our effort tally with that vision. -

Canadians have not as yet had it made
clear to them in what directions and to what
extent they can make their contribution
effective. It was hinted from governmental
quarters that a different kind of assistance
would be needed in this war. If the condi-
tions ‘created by new methods of warfare de-
mand new and different measures, the public
unrest should be quelled by knowledge of
what the new requirements are. Why was
the public kept in the dark so long? The
government cannot escape the charge that its
policies and administrative methods have
aimed at keeping the lid on public enthusiasm.
Let there be an end of this. In the face of
hourly news from Europe, public sentiment is
boiling over. An arbitrarily limited assistance
in the face of danger is repugnant to all our
thoughts. g

A check has been put on recruiting. Men
anxious to serve in any capacity have had it
coldly intimated to them that this desire is
misplaced enthusiasm. The government cer-
tainly has it in its power to create channels
for the energies of those who wish to serve.
Britain is making use of every man and
woman available for service. Why does Can-
ada lag behind? At least the government
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can provide camps for voluntary training
where young men could find outlets for their
patriotic ardour by drilling in their spare time.
And who is so bold as to say they shall not
be needed?

There is another point of paramount im-
portance. While we must spare nothing to
organize the most complete war effort of
which Canada is capable, we should pursue a
policy of rigid economy in respect of non-
essential war-time work. This is a vital con-
sideration. The people have been warned of
the necessity for war-time thrift, but unfor-
tunately there has been little evidence that
the government is pursuing a like policy of
thrift in non-essential expenditures. It is to
be feared that political promises in connection
with projects initiated in peace time but non-
essential now, have overridden counsels of
economy. This is no time to be building post
offices and railway stations, when England
is calling desperately for men, guns and aero-
planes.

The state of the public mind demands clear
information as to what measures the govern-
ment is taking to coordinate war administra-
tion and deal with the problems of military
organization, problems which the cabinet has
neither the time nor the technical knowledge
to solve. I beg leave to suggest that there
be added to any advisory board of military,
naval and air experts that may now exist a
small group of members of the Senate and
Commons who have had war experience in the
past. Such a body would, I feel, be of real
assistance in coordinating our war effort and
facilitating business. Moreover, I urge on
the Prime Minister the early appointment of
a Canadian Minister of Defence, overseas, who
shall be in continuous consultation with Brit-
ish military authorities. This I believe is
essential. The transatlantic telephone has its
uses, but it cannot alone suffice in the present
crisis.

In conclusion, let me say that I am speak-
ing for the first time in a tribunal hallowed by
the memories of public men who served their
country during the past eight decades, men
whose names are bound up with the history
of our nation. In seeking election I had no
political ambition, no interest but to serve
the cause of helping to stimulate a total war
effort by this country.

I said on election night that the govern-
ment would have my support in all sincere
and efficient efforts to achieve that aim, and,
Mr. Speaker, I repeat that assurance on the
floor of this house.

At six o’clock the house took recess.
[Mr. Bruce.]

After Recess

The house resumed at eight o’clock.

Hon. NORMAN McL. ROGERS (Minister
of National Defence): As the first speaker
from this side of the house to follow the hon.
member for Parkdale (Mr. Bruce), I should
like to offer him my congratulations upon his
initial participation in the debates of this
house. I feel I can offer those congratulations
no less sincerely because I dissent very strong-
ly from some of the conclusions which he
expressed in the course of his address, As
members of the house are aware, the hon.
member for Parkdale had a long and honour-
able public career, in the medical profession
as a distinguished officer of our medical ser-
vices in the last war, and later as Lieutenant
Governor of Ontario. I am quite sure he will
bring distinction and honour both to himself
and to his party as a member of this house.
Those of us on this side who must differ from
him in his political views have the highest
respect for the patriotic motives which prompt-
ed him to stand as a candidate for election
to parliament in these troubled times.

Before I proceed with the main portion of
what I had intended to say this evening, I
should like to make an appeal to this house
to avoid where possible anything in the nature
of recrimination., Some idle words have been
spoken in this house regarding the alleged
complacency of members of this government
in the face of the present crisis.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): No, before
the crisis.

Mr. ROGERS: I wish to say to members
of this house that no men, whatever their
party affiliation might be, could hold positions
of responsibility at this time without having
a keen sense of duty and without being de-
sirous at all times to put forth the maximum
effort which this country can summon to the
aid of the allied powers. I wish to rebut most
strongly any suggestion of complacency or
indifference directed against members of this
government. After all, surely we can remem-
ber the issues at stake in this gigantic strug-
gle. From the outbreak of war and long
before, when with clear vision he saw how
events were tending, the Prime Minister of
Canada (Mr. Mackenzie King) has given of
his utmost at all times to organize a maximum
war effort on behalf of the Dominion of
Canada. And why should it be otherwise?
We know the issues at stake in this struggle;
we know that our political freedom is in jeo-
pardy; and I ask members of this house who
are familiar with the history of Canada
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whether one who bore the name of William
Lyon Mackenzie could be indifferent to those
issues at such a time as this.

I turn next to my colleague the Minister of
Justice (Mr. Lapointe). Has this house for-
gotten, has this country forgotten that not
long ago the Minister of Justice risked his
political future in order to bring a united
Canadian sentiment behind a vigorous war
effort on the part of the dominion? Has this
house forgotten, has the country forgotten
that in that crucial struggle which was essential
if this country was to put forward a united
effort, there stood by his side his colleagues
from the province of Quebec, the Minister of
Public Works (Mr. Cardin) and the Post-
master General (Mr. Power), who is soon to
be Minister of National Defence for Air.

I turn next to the Minister of Finance (Mr.
Ralston). It so happened that two of my
brothers served under his command in the
last war. Had it not been for a stubborn
medical board I, too, would have served under
his command. Is there a single member of
this house who will charge the Minister of
Finance with complacency or indifference in
this war?

I turn next to the Minister of Mines and
Resources (Mr, Crerar), who was a member
of the Union government in the last war. Is
there a member of this house who is prepared
to say that the Minister of Mines and Re-
sources would be less zealous in this war than
he was in the last?

I turn to the members of this government
who served in the last war—my hon. friend
the Minister of Pensions and National Health
(Mr. Mackenzie) and my hon. friend the
Postmaster General—

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: And yourself.

Mr. ROGERS: Can it be said for a moment
that those who form this government, those
I have named, and every other member of
this government, have not been as ready and
willing to put their utmost effort into this
struggle as any other group of men in any
other part of this house would be under present
conditions?

And so I would suggest to the house at
the outset to-night, particularly in the face
of the grave crisis which confronts us, that
we try to concentrate upon those things that
bring us together and put to one side for a
while those things that must sometimes divide
us. I find no fault with criticism; let there
be criticism, but let it be directed to the
policies of this government and not at any
time to the motives of its members.

If I interpret correctly the mood of this
house, there is no desire that any one at
this moment should spend a great deal of time

in a general review of what has happened
in the past. I do not intend to detain the
house at great length. Much of what I had
intended to say has come to have little rela-
tive importance in relation to the great events
which are taking place at this day and hour.
At the same time, I did feel it my duty and
I believe that it would be perhaps the wish
of the house that I should make some report
upon my recent visit to England and France
as one who for the time being holds the
position of Minister of National Defence, and
should give at least in broad outline some of
the measures which have been taken by the
government in order to meet the present grave
situation. I say I shall give merely an outline
of this, because it does seem to me that no
extensive review on my part would wholly
meet the situation. I assume that within a
short time this resolution will be before the
house in committee; it will then be within
the power of any hon. member to address to
the government questions respecting those
various aspects of the war effort in which he
may be particularly interested. I cannot
promise to answer at once all questions that
are directed to me. I have not been able as
yet to charge my memory with all that has
happened during the period of my absence. I
can tell the house this, that I feel it my duty
as Minister of National Defence, to avoid
giving any answer here unless I am convinced
that the answer is accurate. I shall there-
fore ask the indulgence of the house from
time to time when I say that I will take a
question under advisement and will secure the
information as soon as it can be obtained.

Yesterday the Prime Minister gave to the
house a number of the decisions which have
been reached by the government after con-
sultation with the government of the United
Kingdom in order to meet the urgent needs
of the present situation. I wish first to com-
ment briefly upon some of those decisions.
Hon. members may recall that the Prime
Minister intimated that the government have
decided to advance the date of dispatch over-
seas of a second division of the Canadian
Active Service Force, and also to advance the
date of the dispatch of such further reinforce-
ments of the first division as have not already
proceeded overseas. I can tell the house that
the United Kingdom government, having been
advised of this decision on the part of the
Canadian government, expressed its warm
appreciation of it, and its readiness to facilitate
as quickly as possible the movement of the
second division to the TUnited Xingdom.
That does not mean, nor would I have it
thought that it meant, that the second division
will be able to proceed overseas immediately.
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The transport problem is one of considerable
difficulty. I simply tell the house that this
decision has been received most warmly by
the United Kingdom government. I also am
in a position to announce that we have just
received advice from the United Kingdom
that a further contingent of Canadian troops
has arrived in the British Isles. That con-
tingent includes certain ancillary units and

also further reinforcements of the first
division.

The government have also decided to push
forward the recruiting of reinforcements

for the second division of the Canadian
active service force, who will follow the
first division overseas at the earliest
possible date. As far as recruiting for rein-
forcements is concerned, that type of enlist-
ment is carried out through the depots of the
various divisional units, and the men proceed
from these depots to the training centres and
thence to the holding units for the reinforce-
ments in the United Kingdom.

The government have also decided to form
a Canadian corps in the field in accordance
with arrangements which have been discussed
with the British war office, As stated by the
Prime Minister, this corps will include, in
addition to all divisions, their ancillary units
and the necessary additional corps troops,
which will involve the dispatch overseas of
several thousand men beyond those already
mentioned. Instructions were sent out from
the Department of National Defence to-day,
following immediately after the statement
made by the Prime Minister yesterday, that
recruiting should commence at once for those
ancillary units which will be necessary in due
course for the formation of a Canadian corps
in the field. It was also intimated by the
Prime Minister that the government have
decided to undertake the raising of a third
division to be available for such service as
may be required in Canada or overseas.

May I say that our method of recruiting
during the present war differs in a number of
material respects from the method of recruit-
ing which was followed in the last war. At
that time, as hon. members are aware, units
were authorized, and commanding officers
appointed, and these commanding officers were
frequently entrusted with the duty of recruit-
ing their units up to strength. Under a system
of that kind, in the very nature of things
recruiting was in a sense competitive, and
perhaps had a certain appeal to our people
because it was of a competitive nature. There
are few of us here who cannot remember the
recruiting meetings, the marching bands and
the recruiting sergeants seeking men to enlist
in their units. There is no doubt that such a
method of recruiting had a strong popular

[Mr. Rogers.]

appeal. At the same time I must advise the
house that it is not a method of recruiting
that fitted into the scheme of mobilization
which had been worked out carefully by
officers of the Department of National Defence
prior to the outbreak of the present war.

In the present war, as members of the
house are aware, each division includes a
number of selected non-permanent militia
units. The divisions once authorized, the
non-permanent militia units once selected,
become themselves 2s it were the recruiting
centres for further enlistment. That course
was followed with respect to the first and
second divisions, and the same course will
be adopted with respect to recruitment for
the third division. I am able to tell the
house that the military members of the
defence council have been giving immediate
attention to the selection of non-permanent
militia units which will comprise the third
Canadian division. They will be announced
as soon as possible, but before it is possible
to announce completion of the entire third
division we may be in a position pro-
gressively to begin recruiting for various
units as those units are selected across the
country. I say this to guard against any
suggestion that recruiting can begin immedi-
ately for the third division right across the
country. As I said a moment ago, with
respect to ancillary units that can be done
and has been done. With respect to the
third Canadian division we shall lose no time
that can be saved in selecting the units and
authorizing recruiting in all the provinces

of Canada.

Other decisions announced by the Prime
Minister were as follows: To assign at the
request of the United Xingdom govern-
ment certain naval and military formations
to active duty in the Caribbean and north
Atlantic area. I doubt whether it would be
prudent on my part to expand this statement
at the present time. As expressed, I believe
it indicates clearly to this house and to the
country that this government with respect to
its naval and military dispositions has been
and is acting and will continue to act in the
closest consultation with the government of
the United Kingdom.

It is also announced that this government
will dispatch overseas No. 112 army coopera-

tion squadron as a reserve for No. 110
army cooperation squadron of the Royal
Canadian Air Force now overseas. That

indication of the intention of the Canadian
government has also been received with warm
appreciation by the government of the
United Kingdom.
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Finally it was indicated by the Prime
Minister that the government are determined
to adopt every feasible method of accelerat-
ing the output of pilots and air crews from
Canada for service in the field at the earliest
possible date. It was indicated by him that
certain methods had 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 might be made
available more quickly for active service.
Among these steps I should indicate particu-
larly measures already taken to expedite the
preparation of aerodromes and hangars in
advance of the schedules which formed part
of the British commonwealth air training
scheme.

Before I leave this aspect of our war effort,
and in particular before I pass from the
extent of our military effort, I should like to
place briefly before the house the actual
number of men who have been enlisted in
the Canadian active service force since the
outbreak of war. The table from which I
shall read is one which, with the consent of
the house, I shall place upon Hansard. Tt
indicates the expansion of our military effort
from one period to another during the last
nine months. First I come to the strength
return as of September 6, 1939, If I remem-
ber correctly, this was four days before this
government actually declared war, and while
we were still in what might be termed the
precautionary stage of mobilization. The
first division and units mobilized therewith
numbered 5588, and the second division,
4030. Manning coast defence and anti-air-
craft defence were 7,605, and guarding vulner-
able points, 5,655.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury):
moment?

Mr. ROGERS: As of September 6, actually
before Canada had formally declared war.
The total for this precautionary mobilization
at that time was 22878. I come next to
September 24, 1939, two weeks after Canada
had formally declared war. The first divisions
and units mobilized therewith numbered
20,017. The second division totalled 19,176;
manning coast defence and anti-aircraft
defence, 10,650; guarding vulnerable points,
6,161; miscellaneous, 813, or a total of 56,817
troops mobilized in Canada and either on
duty or in training two weeks after this
country was at war. By November 1, 1939,
the total in Canada had risen to 61,639. This
was the date when recruiting was resumed
in all arms. The first division was followed
by certain ancillary troops which were chosen
to proceed with that division. On January 15

At this

of the present year, the date set for the
opening of training centres, 4,728 reinforce-
ments were ordered in for training, as a first
quota. In this connection I should say to the
house that it is customary to send first
reinforcements forward with the division.
Generally speaking, those first reinforcements
amount to ten per cent of the numerical
strength; and this ten per cent, which as I
have said constitute the first reinforcements
of the various units, commonly remains at
the base until required for the purpose for
which it was enlisted. The figure I have just
given, however, refers to additional reinforce-
ments for the first division, who were enlisted
here and were to receive a certain amount of
training here before proceeding to join the
first division overseas.

Since January 15, 1940, in subsequent quotas
according to wastage figures and necessary
training periods, the following quotas have
been ordered to report to training centres:

All ranks

Bebruary 1o e e e oa v e oo 1474
REh T Py oA e A S (e e as 115070
1 el L DIAG B Ms S T R PSR V2
T N S I o e R P SaE e 1 1|
June 7 (ordered for 1st Division).. 1,730

(ordered for 2nd Division). 1,308

So the total number summoned for reinforce-
ment purposes, chiefly for the first division
but partly for the second division as well, is
14,016 at the present time. Therefore I do
not think it can be suggested by any member
of this house that the government has been
at all negligent in providing reinforcements
for our first division. As a matter of fact,
while I was in England a short while ago I
discussed this question of reinforcements and
asked if the number we were sending forward
appeared to be adequate for anticipated needs.
I was assured that this was the belief of those
who have the military responsibility in rela-
tion to the first Canadian overseas division.
I need not assure the house that if at any
time the numbers here indicated are proved to
be inadequate we will at once take the neces-
sary measures in order to enlist the additional
reinforcements and send them forward without
delay.

This means that the first division has had
its replacements due to pre-battle wastage
made up, and by the time the division is
expected to strike battle casualties there will
be, in addition to the first reinforcements with
the division, three months’ trained reinforce-
ments available, with others doing the required
four months’ training. In addition to this,
the second division reinforcements will start
training on June 7, and will thus build up the
required reserve as in the case of the first
division.
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Between November 1 and February 18
isolated umits were formed and personnel
brought into establishment as policy de-
manded. The strength on February 18—and
I am speaking now of the Canadian active
service force—was 63,518, excluding the rein-
forcements already mentioned. On this date
recruiting was opened to tradesmen and key-
men for the second division, and by March
18 the strength, less reinforcements, was 64,501,
On March 18 recruiting was opened completely
in the second division and certain other units
dictated by policy, bringing the strength on
May 20 to 72,013, exclusive of reinforcements.
IThe grand ‘total on May 20 was 83,394 all
ranks, of whom first division and certain
ancillary troops totalling 25,692 are over-
seas.

I said a moment ago, Mr. Speaker, that I
would speak briefly of my recent visit to
England and France. In doing so, of course,
I must confine myself to those features of my
visit which can be disclosed at the present
time and which may be of some immediate
interest to members of the house. I might
say that my purpose in going to England at
this particular time was twofold. In part it
was due to an invitation extended by General
McNaughton, and a pledge given by myself
that if at all possible I would visit the first
Canadian division before it should proceed to
active service in France. Apart from that,
there were certain questions outstanding be-
tween this government, and, more particularly
the Department of National Defence and the
several defence ministries of the United King-
dom government. There appeared to be a
distinct advantage in having certain of these
questions discussed at close range, as it were,
in order that we might come to final con-
clusions. There was also a natural desire on
my part, having regard to my responsibility,
to see with my own eyes how the machinery of
cooperation was developing in the United
Kingdom.

Those of us who are familiar with events
of the last war will recall that at times there
was serious and even dangerous friction be-
tween the various elements of the Canadian
expeditionary force. I had no reason to be-
lieve that such friction had developed or
could develop in the present instance, in view
of the close relationship existing between the
highest officers representing Canada in the
United Kingdom. At the same time I felt
it would be extremely useful if I could confer
with those who were charged with varying
degrees of responsibility, in order to see to
it that they in their work were attaining that
maximum of cooperation which we would
desire.

[Mr. Rogers.]

. obtaining that objective.

In the course of my visit I was accompanied
by Major General Elkins, Master General of
the Ordnance, and by Major General Odlum,
who has recently been appointed as general
officer commanding the second Canadian divi-
sion. I cannot speak too highly of the ser-
vices rendered during our mission by these
officers. The Master General of the Ordnance
had numerous conferences with the officials
of the War Office and the Ministry of Supply.
His assistance was also invaluable in the dis-
cussions between the United Kingdom govern-
ment and myself in connection with the for-
mation of a Canadian corps. I can also say
to the house that his presence in England at
this particular time has resulted in our receiv-
ing very full and detailed information on all
questions of equipment and supply.

As hon. members are aware and as, no
doubt, my colleague the Minister of Muni-
tions and Supply will indicate at a later time,
of necessity there has been continuous con-
sultation between the Ministry of Supply of
the United Kingdom and its Canadian and
American agencies, and our own supply agen-
cies in this country. From time to time we
have made certain proposals to the govern-
ment of the United Kingdom in the hope
that some of our industrial capacity in Canada
might be put to indefinite production of cer-
tain types of necessary equipment. Up to the
time I left we had not succeeded entirely in
We put forward
the proposal, on what we felt was sound
ground, that certain items of equipment for
the first Canadian division were being sup-
plied by British manufacturers—and neces-
sarily so in some cases, having regard to the
particular type of heavy equipment. We felt
it only reasonable that we might be able to
work out with them some kind of exchange
basis whereby in return for these items of
equipment supplied to us for our use we might
supply items of equipment beyond the re-
quirements of our own division, these to be
taken in replacement for the equipment sup-
plied to us overseas. I believe that as a result
of our discussion a few weeks ago defin-
ite progress was made towards the kind of
agreement we have contemplated. Having
regard to events in recent days, one only
wishes that such an agreement had been found
possible of achievement some time before.

In addition to attending many of the con-
ferences, Major General Odlum spent as much
time as possible with the Canadian troops at
Aldershot. In addition to that he proceeded
to France and was in close touch there with
the senior British officers on whom the re-
sponsibility of defending certain portions of
the French frontiers have been placed. The
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experience he gained in this way will be
invaluable, I am sure, not only to himself,
but to the Department of National Defence.
It will also be of distinct advantage in train-
ing and organizing the second Canadian divi-
sion, Although I would not for a moment
seek to claim any foresight in the matter, in
view of what has happened in recent weeks
it is peculiarly fortunate that General Odlum
was able to visit Aldershot, to confer with
General McNaughton, and to make certain
preparatory arrangements for the reception of
the second division there. It is fortunate that
he has been able to see the conditions under
which in due course the Canadian troops will
be serving in France.

At this time I should like also to add some
words of very sincere appreciation of the
work being done by the officers and men of
the first Canadian division, and ancillary
troops, under the inspiring leadership of Gen-
eral McNaughton and members of his staff.
I cannot use any other phrase which to me
describes more aptly the influence which Gen-
eral McNaughton has exercised over the men
of the first Canadian division. I would ask
the house to remember that before the first
division embarked it had been scattered across
this country in separate units, as it were, and
it did not have that opportunity of close
association which builds up coherence and
esprit de corps. General McNaughton actually
served as inspector general of these various
units in Canada, before they embarked for
overseas. He did not assume his command
until the division had actually been estab-
lished at Aldershot in England. But from
that time forward I know something of the
tremendous energy and splendid vision he has
put into the organization of this first Cana-
dian division. I have felt that at the very
first opportunity I should say to members of
the house how greatly we are indebted to
General McNaughton for the services which
thus far he has rendered to this country.

I was fortunate in being able to visit Alder-
shot on a number of occasions and to watch
many of the units undergoing training. Cere-
monial parades were reduced to a minimum,
and inspections consisted very largely of visit-
ing the training grounds in the Aldershot
area, and seeing the units of various kinds
undergoing active service training. Infantry-
men were learning gas drill, bombing, wiring,
trench digging, bayonet fighting and rifle and
machine-gun practice. Signal units were seen
carrying out field operations. It was the same
with medical units, artillery units, army service
corps units and engineering units. All were
engaged in carrying out practice work of the
kind which will be required of them later in
the field,

I was impressed, as any hon. member would
be impressed, by the keenness and intelli-
gence of our officers and men, by the remark-
ably fine spirit which pervaded all our units
and the vigorous determination with which
they seemed to wish to train themselves for
the task which lies ahead.

I should like at this point to refer also to
an incident reported already in this country,
but which I think has become of interest and
significance at this time. I speak of the
inspection of the first Canadian division, par-
ticularly the 48th Highlanders of Toronto, by
the Earl of Athlone, the Governor General
designate of Canada. I was in Aldershot on
the occasion of that inspection and at the
request of General McNaughton was able to
receive him on behalf of the Canadian
government. In view of the distinguished mili-
tary service of the Earl of Athlone in the late
war, it seemed to me that he could have had
no more appropriate introduction to his official
duties in Canada than the inspection of those
who now represent Canada overseas in this
struggle for freedom. I might say that at the
close of the interview I received a letter from
the Earl of Athlone in which he spoke in the
very highest terms of the bearing, fitness and
keenness of the Canadian soldiers of our first
division and ancillary units.

Later I had the pleasure of visiting No. 110
army cooperation squadron of the Royal
Canadian Air Force at its aerodrome in the
west of England. As members of the house
are aware, this is the first representative
squadron of the Royal Canadian Air Force
ever to go overseas. I had seen the squadron
before its departure from Canada and there
were no doubts in my mind as to how they
would conduct themselves in England. How-
ever, it was a real satisfaction to hear from
the lips of the commandant of the distriet
that this squadron of the Royal Canadian Air
Force had made an outstanding impression as
the result of its training in the short period
it had been overseas. Men from every prov-
ince in Canada were to be found in the ranks
of the squadron and they seemed to take
pride in the fact that they were the first unit
of the Royal Canadian Air Force ever to be
in England. They are keenly anxious, as is
this government, that they should be attached
to the Canadian corps when it is formed.

T see no reason why I should not say to
the house that during the course of my dis-
cussion at the air ministry I said that I felt
sure it would be the wish of the Canadian
government that this army cooperation
squadron should cooperate whenever possible
with the Canadian corps whenever such a
corps should be formed in the theatre of war.
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The air ministry gave me the assurance that
whatever duties the army cooperation squadron
of the Royal Canadian Air Force might per-
form meanwhile as part of the British air
component in France, it would be transferred
eventually to the Canadian corps. It is
intended that this army cooperation squadron
of the Royal Canadian Air Force shall serve
in due course with our Canadian soldiers in
the field.

Just before leaving, I also paid a visit to a
squadron which is Canadian in the sense of
origin but which is actually part of the organ-
ization of the Royal Air Force. Members of
the house may recall that some time ago the
air ministry decided that it would be of
distinet advantage if ‘Canadian personnel
scattered through the various squadrons in
the air force could be brought together to
form a squadron which would be largely Cana-
dian in its composition. That end has been
achieved, and except for a few non-commis-
sioned officers this particular fighter squadron
of the Royal Air Force is made up of
Canadians. The commanding officer, Squadron
Leader Gobeil, is a native of Ottawa, and as
1 passed down the line and met other officers
of that squadron I passed, as it were, across
the Dominion of Canada from one province to
another. The chief concern of the members
of this fighter squadron was that they had not
yvet been called for duty in France. I remem-
ber that the last words of the adjutant to me
were a request that I intercede with the air
ministry to see that they were sent to France
for active duty as soon as possible. I mention
that simply as typical of the spirit of the
men who represent Canada overseas at this
time.

I have left the Royal Canadian Navy to
the last because there were no elements of
the Royal Canadian Navy in England when
I was there. However, I should like to say
that even in England I was made conscious
of the splendid service that has been rendered
by the Royal Canadian Navy since the out-
break of the war. This arm of the service
has been more continuously engaged "in
arduous duty from the very beginning than
has any other branch. I need hardly say that
the work being done by our navy is absolutely
essential to the allied cause. I wonder some-
times if we realize fully what it means to
England and what it means to us on this side
of the Atlantic to have the assurance of that
life-line of commerce which has been made
possible by the work of the Royal Navy and
the cooperation of the Royal Canadian Navy.

There are those who sometimes are inclined
to say that we put our complete dependence
upon the Royal Navy. There was far more
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truth in that statement in 1914 than there is
to-day. At the Admiralty, from the chief of
naval staff and from more than one of the
members of the naval staff whom I met in
the course of my visit, I received the highest
tributes to the work which the Royal Cana-
dian Navy has done, particularly in the
organization of convoys across the Atlantic.
That only confirmed testimony of a similar
character which I had received from time to
time from those who represented the British
Admiralty in Canada. I say this because the
work of the Royal Canadian Navy may at
times seem monotonous and uninteresting to
those who are engaged in its work, especially
when they hear of the British navy performing
deeds of valour in European waters. But I
want the country to know that our navy is
carrying out its work of patrol and convoy
with the highest degree of efficiency and also
with that high sense of duty which has been
the mark of navy men throughout the
centuries.

Before I leave this subject, I should like to
place upon Hansard some evidence of the
growth of the Royal Canadian Navy in the
comparatively short period since the outbreak
of the war. Personnel: total strength at the
tenth of this month, 6,614 of all ranks. This
is being increased from time to time and it is
expected that the strength will approximate
10,000 by the end of the year. I ask the
house to remember, when it is suggested from
time to time that our war effort is insignificant
when compared with that in the last war,
that the Royal Canadian Navy in the number
of its personnel is rapidly approaching the
strength of an army division. The same is
true of the Royal Canadian Air Force. When
the air training programme is developed we
shall have, not the strength of one army
division, but probably of three army divisions
before another year is passed.

Of ships now in commission there are ninety-
four vessels of all kinds, including seven sub-
marines. These include fifteen mine sweepers,
anti-submarine vessels, fishermen’s reserve and
auxiliary vessels.

Ships under construction: There are ninety
additional vessels under construction, includ-
ing fifty-four patrol vessels and eighteen mine
sweepers. Vessels are also being constructed
for the Admiralty.

I see no reason why I should not tell the
house that while I was in England I discussed
with the Admiralty the terms under which
two new Tribal class destroyers are being con-
structed for the Canadian government. The
order for these destroyers has already been
placed and a beginning has been made upon
their construction.
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As to the duties of the Royal Canadian
Navy, it undertakes patrol duty on our own
Canadian coasts and it is actively cooperating
also on coastal patrol and the defence of New-
foundland and also in certain operations in
the Caribbean. I have also mentioned its
splendid work in connection with the convoy
system, and in that connection I would point
out that the losses under the convoy system
have been negligible and the work itself has
gone forward without any interruption.

I should like to say just a word or two
regarding the formation of the Canadian corps
in the field. In the last war the Canadian
corps was built up gradually in the field. We
began first, as we must now, with one divi-
sion in the field. We provided that division
with ancillary units; in due course a second
division joined the first division, and later a
third division, and then finally the Canadian
corps was established. When in the United
Kingdom I discussed with the war office the
conditions under which the Canadian corps
might be established in the field. I say that
in order that the house may know that the
consideration of the formation of a Canadian
corps was not prompted only by the events
of recent weeks. We made, I should say,
most satisfactory progress in our discussions
with the war office touching the formation
of a Canadian corps. These discussions re-
lated especially to particular units of an
ancillary character, such as artillery, army
service corps, engineering and mechanically
equipped units, which would be supplied in
the one case by Canada and in the other case
by the United Kingdom as was done during
the last war.

In these discussions I was assisted particu-
larly by Major General Crerar, who has been
appointed in command of Canadian military
headquarters in London. He, too, like General
MecNaughton, has given of himself unreserv-
edly to the task of maintaining a continuous
and effective liaison with the war office, and
Canada has profited greatly from his ability,
even as it has already profited from the splen-
did impression which General MecNaughton
has made in the United Kingdom.

I may say that the duties of the officer in
command of Canadian military headquarters
in London are rather difficult to perform.
He holds what might be termed a pivotal
position. Negotiations pass through him and
in particular are conducted by him. He has
special command over certain administrative
sections relating to our base establishments in
the United Kingdom, and possibly will have
similar duties in relation to base establish-
ments in France. He also must be in con-
tinuous consultation with the High Commis-
sioner for Canada in London, who also has
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been performing his duties with efficiency and
tireless energy in these recent months. I
found no evidence of any friction in the
working of our military machinery overseas. I
think that reflects credit upon all of those
particularly concerned, and I give that to the
house not only as my own testimony but I
am pleased to be able to say that from the
highest staff officers in the war office I received
nothing but the highest commendation of
these men who are serving Canada in high
military positions in England at the present
time.

I said at the beginning that I would not
detain the house at any great length. I come
now to a matter on which I wish to speak
with some care, namely, the campaign in
Norway, and I am going to ask the indulgence
of the house if in what I say regarding that
campaign I follow my notes very carefully. I
do not propose to discuss that campaign in
detail, but I should like to make two intro-
ductory observations, followed by a brief state-
ment of the part taken by Canadian troops
in the early plans for the Trondheim operation.

My first observation is that this government
has always felt that Canada’s war effort must
be fitted into the plans of the United Kingdom
government. While Canadian troops may act
in units or formations under the command
of Canadian officers, the real strength of our
assistance can be utilized only if those actions
are properly related to the disposition of the
British and allied armies. This constitutes
no derogation from the undoubted right of
this government to exercise final control over
the employment of Canadian troops. That is
our ultimate responsibility as a government.
It is simply a matter of arriving at the best
possible understanding and producing the most
effective striking force.

The second remark that I wish to make
relates to the supply of equipment. There
may be certain operations of a specialized
character wherein the full complement of
heavy equipment is not only not needed but
would be an actual encumbrance. In such
operations much more depends on the ingenuity
and initiative of the officers and on the intel-
ligence and skill of the individual soldier.
Rapidity of movement and control may be
required rather than crushing weight of mater-
ial. What has happened in France I suppose
provides ample commentary on that statement.
There the allied forces have had to move
back before a crushing weight of material.

A plan was prepared by the British joint
staffs for an operation in aid of the Nor-
wegians at Trondheim. This consisted of two
diversionary landings at Namsos and Andalsnes
and for a direct landing in Trondheim fiord
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of a force superior to that of the enemy which
had seized the port. The forts at the entrance
of the fiord and guns with which they were
equipped would require to be attacked and
overcome, and the navy were prepared to carry
troops in through the fiord to effect a direct
landing at the port.

The Canadians were asked to supply certain
troops to assist in the Trondheim operation.
Although the time was very limited, two bat-
talions, a little short of strength because of
certain details that were not required, and
certain specialized units and details were
selected, equipped and on their way to the
port of embarkation within the allotted time.
The two battalions thus selected, namely, the
Princess Patricia’s Canadian Light Infantry and
the Edmonton regiment, each contained a
number of men of Norwegian descent, some
of whom spoke Norwegian.

Although this operation required only a part
of the Canadian division, and although it was
definitely limited in extent, Canada was ready
to assume its share of the proposed operation.
British authorities did not hesitate to say
that there were nowhere available any troops
who were so well fitted to carry out the. par-
ticular task. As time went on, the original
plans were altered by the joint staff committee
of the United Kingdom government in the
light of changes in the military situation. The
abandonment of the frontal attack on Trond-
heim was due solely to certain military con-
siderations which were explained to the
British House of Commons by Mr. Churchill
on Wednesday, May 8, the day before I left
London. Mr. Churchill, I might add, was then
First Lord of the Admiralty.

Our Canadian soldiers were at a port in the
north of Scotland ready to proceed to Norway
when it was decided that the landing opera-
tion at Trondheim was not to take place. This
did away with the necessity of attack on the
guns against the fjord. Consequently our
men were returned to their encampment at
Aldershot. There was therefore no Canadian
force which actually served in the operations
in Norway. Opinions may vary as to the
wisdom of the Norwegian campaign in whole
or in part. It has been the subject of debate
in parliament at London. I was able to hear
a large part of that debate. In any event, it
has been overshadowed by more recent events.
The fact remains, however, and I can see no
good reason why it should be concealed from
this house and the Canadian people, that
Canadian troops were ready when the call
came. The military change of plans might
easily have involved the cancellation of the
use of other units. In fact, as is well known,
the decision not to attack at Trondheim it-
self meant that other troops besides the
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Canadians were not utilized. That does not
detract from our readiness and willingness to
serve when the request was made. The United
Kingdom government, I should add, has sig-
nified, both in conversations I had with the
Secretary of State for War and the Secretary
of State for the Dominions, and by formal
communication, its highest appreciation of
the manner in which Canadian battalions were
made available with the utmost speed to take
part in this proposed operation.

Mr. Speaker, before I close I should like to
emphasize once more as I did at the beginning
that during the period when this resolution is
before the committee there will be ample
opportunity for members of the house to put
particular questions regarding our war effort,
which will be answered with the utmost dis-
patch. I felt T was interpreting the wishes of
the house correctly in not attempting any
extensive and detailed review of what has
happened in the past. What concerns us most
of all just now is what we can do in ‘the
immediate future to meet this crisis that is
upon us. At the same time, I would not for
a moment exclude any questions relating to
our war effort. There may be questions which
I may not be able to answer for prudential
reasons, reasons which I am sure all members
of the house will appreciate. If there are
questions which I cannot answer I shall do
my utmost to give sound reasons for taking
that attitude, but in that I must put myself
entirely in the judgment of the house. I should
like it to be understood, however, that the
government desires to have its war effort
serutinized in any detail. We desire it because
we know at least something of the effort and
the energy we have put into it. We desire it be-
cause we believe that when it is known in all
its details, as these are presented from time
to time, it will be accepted as a progressive
developing effort entirely worthy of the people
of this country.

Mr. Speaker, the allied nations to-day are
confronted with a situation the gravity of
which is understood by all members of this
house. That gravity was emphasized par-
ticularly by the statement we heard from the
Prime Minister at the opening of this sitting.
It has been further accentuated by news
which most of us have read in this evening’s
press. The German army has broken through
the forward defences in France on a wide
front. In a number of places its motorized
columns are moving through the battlefields
of a quarter of a century ago. Whether
the objective is Paris or the channel ports,
or both, the nazi machine has succeeded in
sending forward masses of tanks aided by low
flying aeroplanes which have penetrated
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deep into French soil and these are being
followed by motorized divisions of infantry
and supporting troops. The Maginot line is
intact, but the full force of the attack has
been directed to the territory between the
northern outpost of that line and the sea.
In so far as this has resulted in German
motorized units appearing behind the allied
lines, so must the realization of danger in-
crease. It would be a failure of duty to
the Canadian people if I sought in any way
to minimize the seriousness of the present
situation.

Fortunately the story does not end there.
The Germans have thrown the greater part
of their mechanical equipment and their
finest troops into the attack. There was
probably every reason why they should do
so if they hoped to gain, and indeed if they
must gain the victory this year, if at all.
While our losses have not been light, theirs
must have been much more severe. The
French military genius is capable of adapt-
ing itself to a war of rapid movement with-
out the defensive aid of concrete block-
houses and fixed emplacements. It has done
it before. If our lines are threatened, so are
theirs, and every mile of penetration extends
their lines of communication and exposes
them to the flank attacks of French troops
and the telling blows of the bombers of the
Royal Air Force. The men of that force
have already proved themselves to be more
than a match for those of the invaders, and
the allied machines, I believe I can say,
have proved to be in no way inferior to the
German. Our great difficulty is that with
respect to aircraft and highly mechanized
heavy equipment we are battling against a
very great preponderance on the side of the
enemy.

Less than three weeks ago I was with the
British troops in France and drove through
some of the very areas that are now being
threatened. I remember seeing children play-
ing by the side of concrete pill-boxes in cities
whose names appeared in the military com-
muniqués this afternoon. No one could make
that trip to France and see the French people
at their work and in their homes without
gaining a sense of their great reserve of
determination and fortitude; they are full of
quiet courage—after all, they have been
through it before—and unfailing confidence.
They know and we must believe that the
TFrench army will re-form its front and meet
the enemy with ultimate success. The spirit
of Verdun cannot vanish from France.

The British troops in France were fully
prepared and equally determined that they
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would carry out whatever task was to be
theirs in the same spirit of confidence. I saw
something of their commanders, I saw some-
thing of the line of resistance they were build-
ing against the possibility of German attack.
Plans were perfected from that line for rapid
and effective cooperation with the French and
Belgian armies. The British army was ready
to move on a moment’s notice, and as recent
events have shown they have been engaged
in heavy fighting along the lines laid down
in their previously prepared plan. The quiet
effectiveness and calm determination of the
British officers and men was most impressive.

The black-out—I do not think one can call
it less than that—of German domination has
descended on Czechoslovakia, on Poland, om
Norway, on Denmark, on Holland, on Luxem-
bourg and on Belgium. It means that loss of
life and degradation and hunger have been
inflicted on millions of civilians and innocent
people. There seems little doubt that millions
more are condemned to suffer before victory
IS won, as won it must be. The allied
countries are shouldering the burden of man-
kind. There can be no mistake about that.
There can be no question that we are
approaching a great climacteric period in
world history. When the story of these days
is written I hope we may be able to remember
with pride that from the comparative security
of this continent, with no thought of gain
or of aggrandizement, for we have no territorial
objectives to achieve, with the conviction
that the greatest struggle in history is upon
us, Canadians have gone forward and will
continue to go forward to share the allied
burden and fight for the cause of freedom
throughout the world. Mr. Speaker, I have
no words of peroration except those which
have comforted nations and men in many
high moments of peril:

Wherefore take unto you the whole armour

of God, that ye may be able to withstand in
the evil day, and having done all, to stand.

Mr. ANGUS MacINNIS (Vancouver East) :
I do not think, Mr. Speaker, that I need tell
the house how I feel the responsibility of
addressing it in taking part in this debate.
We are living in swiftly moving times. In-
deed, what in the morning one would deem it
appropriate to say seems out of place that same
afternoon or evening. The hon, member for
Rosetown-Biggar (Mr. Coldwell), in speak-
ing on the address in reply yesterday, assured
the house that this group was not uncon-
cerned with the outcome of the struggle which
is going on at the present time in Europe.
As a matter of fact we are very deeply con-
cerned, because if nazism succeeds in domin-
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ating the world, then we and other groups
which hold the same views as we do as to
the society we hope to build will have to
postpone the achievement of our objects for
a long, long time. It was people such as
belong to our group who were first in realiz-
ing the dangers of fascism and nazism, because
it was against such philosophies as ours that
these movements first directed their hatred.
It was the trade unions and the socialist party
of Italy that first felt Il Duce’s oppressive
hand. It was only a few years ago that the
assassin of the socialists of Italy was feted in
a city not 150 miles from this chamber.

It is to be regretted that the leaders of
democratic countries were so slow in realizing
the implications of the nazi philosophy. The
leader of the opposition (Mr. Hanson) yes-
terday spoke about a book by the recent
British ambassador to Berlin, Sir Nevile Hen-
derson, entitled “The Failure of a Mission,”
and I believe he recommended that book to
the attention of members of this house. I
have not read the whole book; I have read
parts of it. In my opinion it is a tragedy
that such a book should have been published
at this time. The book has been circulated
in neutral countries, in the United States for
instance, and its circulation in that country
is doing the allied cause no good; for Sir
Nevile Henderson totally failed to understand
the real nature of fascism, and its implica-
tions. On page 13 of that book we find this
statement. When we read it we can under-
stand why we have got into our present posi-
tion. He says:

Nor are all dictatorships even if prolonged,
reprehensible. . One cannot, just because
he is a dictator, refuse to admit the great ser-
vices which Signor Mussolini has rendered to
Ttaly: nor would the world have failed to
acclaim Hitler as a great German if he had
known when and where to stop; if for instance,
after Munich and the Nuremberg decrees for
the Jews.

Mr. Speaker, before that took place, Hitler
had destroyed all freedom in Germany. Hitler
had destroyed the trade union movement of
Germany, without which democracy and free-
dom are impossible. Hitler had destroyed the
German social democratic party that was
trying to restore the country. Hitler had
destroyed the cooperative movements of Ger-
many. Hitler had destroyed every vestige of
freedom; yet Sir Nevile Henderson said in
his book that Hitler could have been acclaimed
as a great man if he had stopped there—and I
have not even referred to the horrible atrocities
committed against the Jewish race. Not only
were these sentiments expressed in this book;
very similar sentiments were expressed in
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this house by the former leader of the opposi-
tion on September 8 of last year. At page 14
of Hansard for the special session of last fall
Mr. Manion said:

But, sir, Germany is controlled at the present
time by an unscrupulous egoist. It is true he
served Germany well, and had he stopped at
a certain point he might well have gone down
into history as a great German hero.

So we have these two statements that had
Hitler stopped after he had destroyed every-
thing in Germany that was of spiritual and
social value, he might have gone down in
history as a great German hero. TUntil we
better understand ethics; until we have better
moral perceptions than are indicated by those
two statements, we cannot meet the situation
that is confronting the world to-day.

However, Mr. Speaker, we are at war, and
the specific resolution before us asks that we
vote a certain sum of money to carry on our
war effort. The group to which I belong, and
I assume all other members of this house, are
concerned with two things. First, we are
concerned with how the money is to be spent
and, second, with how the money is to be
raised. The Canadian people are disturbed
about our war expenditures. The hon. member
for North Battleford (Mrs. Nielsen) said last
night that the people of Canada are suspicious,
and I believe that is true. In any event they
are disturbed as to how the money raised for
Canada’s war effort is being spent. Neither
they nor we have any information as to the
terms on which war contracts are being let. Is
there real competition? Has the government
competent officers, engineers and experts, who
are able and allowed to safeguard the interests
of the Canadian people? On these matters
the people of Canada and even the members
of this house have only the most meagre
information. There are reasons for this sus-
picion, this disturbed state of mind. A year
or two ago a commission investigated a certain
contract. As a result of that investigation
certain recommendations were made to the
government and a defence purchasing board
was created under which a profit of I think five
per cent was to be allowed on contracts. Dur-
ing the special session last fall we were told by
the Minister of Transport (Mr. Howe) that
the government could not find tenderers for
contracts while the profit was limited to five
per cent. That being the situation, Mr.
Speaker, it seems to me the solution is not to
remove the limitation on profits but rather
for the government itself to undertake the
manufacture of essential war materials.

Mr. LACROIX (Beauce): It would cost
a hundred per cent more.
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Mr. MacINNIS: Well, it might cost a hun-
dred per cent more, but there is no reason why
it should.

Mr. LACROIX (Beauce): No reason; but
it would.

Mr. MacINNIS: Then we need a different
government to do it, and the people of Canada
elected the wrong government. Surely there is
enough honesty in the Canadian people, par-
ticularly at a time like this, to see that the
means are provided to defend the liberties of
the people of this country. But despite what
we know—the little we know—the govern-
ment is now asking for a grant of $700,000,000
more to carry on the war effort. Personally
I am not opposing the granting of that
money but, as I said before, I and those
associated with me would like to know much
more about how it is to be spent.

In the second place I said we were in-
terested in how the money was to be raised.
It seems to me the procedure followed in
this resolution is rather unusual. In the
same resolution asking for the appropria-
tion of supply we have a section stating how
that money is to be raised. It is our opinion
that there should be two separate resolutions,
one asking for the appropriation and the
other stating how the government intend
to raise the money. Some members might
wish to vote the supply but might have
other opinions as to how the money should
be raised. As it stands, we cannot vote
against the one part without voting against
the whole resolution. I am not unmindful
of the statement made this afternoon that
although the resolution so stated, it was not
the intention that this whole amount was to
be raised by way of loan; but we are asked
to pass a resolution raising by way of loan
the sum of $700,000,000. If it is not the
intention of the government to raise the
money in that way, we should be told how
they intend to raise it.

During the special session last September
the Minister of National Revenue (Mr.
Ilsley), who was then acting Minister of
Finance, said that in carrying on the war
the government hoped to follow a pay-as-
you-go policy. I should like to quote very
briefly from the minister’s statement in order
to show how far we have departed—at least
so far as we know—from that policy of pay
as you go in the resolution now before us.
Referring to conditions during the last war
he said this:

Prices and the cost of living rose more
rapidly than wages and interest on old debts.

Industrial profits and property incomes increased
while the real income of wage earners and

individuals receiving interest payments at fixed
rates declined or rose less rapidly. It was
this reduction in the real income of one section
of the community and the creation of large
surpluses in the hands of other sections willing
to lend to the government that in considerable
part at least made possible Canada’s remark-
able record in mobilizing public savings through
the various war and victory loan programmes.
The decline in the relative standard of living
suffered by certain groups, the rapid increase
in savings and the postponement of needed
capital facilities made possible the enormous
volume of war loans and represented the sacri-
fices necessary for the conduct of the war.
Well, certainly those who at the expense
of the rest of the community were becoming
wealthy did not sacrifice anything when
they subscribed to war loans at five and a
half per cent. Financing the war in that
way has had a very serious effect on the
social progress of Canada since the war.
Every time we asked for legislation which
would improve the social and economic
conditions of our people we were met with
the assertion that there was no money :
“Where can we find the money?” But T
have never heard a minister say from his
place in the house that it was impossible to
raise the money to pay the interest on war
bonds.  According to the Minister of
National Revenue that interest was received
by people who got an undue share of the
national income, and who consequently did
not make sacrifices during the last war.

If we are going to guard against that sort
of thing we must guard against it now, and
not wait until the next war begins. The min-
ister went on to say that no country had
the courage to finance the great war solely by
resort to taxation and borrowing out of sav-
ings. The Cooperative Commonwealth Fed-
eration suggests that at the beginning of this
war the government should have the courage
to finance the war out of taxation, and that
those who can afford it should be made to
pay for the war. Others are fighting it for
them.

Already we have floated one war loan. A
Canadian Press dispatch which appeared in
the Vancouver papers contained a report of
the meeting held in Montreal at which the
first war loan was launched, and the report
stated that at that meeting were 200 people
who represented one-half the total wealth of
Canada. That would mean that if there are
11,000,200 people in Canada, one-half of the
wealth is held by 11,000,000 of them and the
other half by 200. When we consider the
millions of people who represent nothing at
all, so far as financial standing is concerned,
we can understand how very few people control
the wealth of Canada.
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The government should have the courage to
make those people pay for the war. We insist
that some means other than borrowing must
be found if we are not going further to depress
the standard of living of people who are now
sorely pressed. Already many homes are
feeling the pinch of rising food prices. The
unemployed, the lower-paid wage-earners, the
majority of farmers, people living on small
pensions, such as our old-age pensioners, are
all feeling the pinch of intensified poverty,
and yet at the same time we are allowing a
few to make undue profits and to increase
their riches out of the nation’s distress—in-
deed, out of the distress of humanity as a
whole.

We cannot allay the suspicion and distrust
of the Canadian people so long as we allow
that sort of thing to continue, As I said
before the Cooperative Commonwealth Federa-
tion believes that the cost of financing the
war should be placed on the shoulders best
able to bear it. To this end we propose in-
creased and steeply graded taxes on incomes,
and on corporations, and we say that the
excess profits tax should be made a real
excess profits tax, and not what it is to-day.
On the other hand taxes on the necessities of
life, taxes which tend to increase the cost of
living of those on low incomes should be
removed. In lieu of these, taxes should be
imposed on stock speculations. Further
revenues could be raised by the imposition of
federal succession duties. Revenues should be
raised in this way not only for war purposes,
but also for social services. The government
should take the national wealth to meet the
national need, and not try to postpone pay-
ment and thereby place the burden of debt
on the shoulders of those who are to follow us.
Whatever may be our responsibilities in the
circumstances leading to this war, certainly
posterity cannot be blamed for the present
state of affairs, and for that reason should not
be asked to pay for it.

In view of the fact that the government has
already been compelled to institute economic
controls in many directions, in an endeavour
to increase efficiency and to prevent profiteer-
ing, it would seem proper that such controls
should be extended, not as a matter of ex-
pediency when a difficulty arises but rather
as a carefully thought out programme of
planned action in the interests of all the
people of Canada, and not in the interests
of a few.

In our opinion there is only one way in
which profiteering can be eliminated. As I
said before, it can be done only by the social-
ization of essential war industries.

[Mr. Maclnnis.]

In conclusion I should like to comment
briefly upon a statement made yesterday eve-
ning by the Prime Minister (Mr. Mackenzie
King). From page 49 of Hansard I read:

I know that the government can rely upon
the support of all sides of this house as long
as it does all that is humanly possible to carry
out its duty to the people of Canada.

I do not believe that this government can
carry out its duty to the people of Canada if
it continues to follow the line it has been
following up to the present time. The Prime
Minister then went on to say:

To assist us we shall need and, I believe,
we shall receive the unwavering resolution and
the full cooperation of every true man and
woman in this country. If this war is lost, and
tyranny triumphs, our world with its gift of
freedom, and its promise of happiness for all
men and women, will be lost in utter darkness.
No sacrifice is too great to prevent that
calamity.

I should think that if the Prime Minister
were a little closer to the people he would
realize that all they have had of freedom
these many years was simply a promise. Dur-
ing the last eight or nine months I have been
appalled at the number of people who have
come to me with stories of distress. One old
gentleman, almost seventy years of age, came
to me not so very long ago in my own city.
His wife had reached eighty years of age,
being an invalid in receipt of an old age
pension. He had been granted a municipal
pension of $21.65 a month and immediately
his wife’s old age pension was stopped. There
can be no freedom for a man living under
those conditions except the freedom of slow
starvation.

The members of this house owe a duty to
the underprivileged people of this country
and that duty should be fulfilled. They should
see that these people receive a better living
out of the national income of this dominion.
If we do that, then there will be no doubt of
the loyal support this government will receive
in fighting aggression and building freedom in
this country.

As I said, I think this resolution should
be divided so that we could discuss the ways
in which this money is to be raised and pos-
sibly vote against certain ways of raising the
money without having to vote against the
appropriation itself. Speaking yesterday even-
ing, the hon. member for Lethbridge (Mr.
Blackmore) said that his group, with the
possible exception of one or two Liberals, were
the only ones who were advocating new ways
of raising revenue. I do not think he is quite
correct.

Mr. BLACKMORE: Without interest.
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Mr. MacINNIS: Without interest; that is
true. We have not advocated the raising of
money without interest, but we have advo-
cated other ways of raising money. We
believe our ways are feasible, while the other
ways suggested are not. But the hon. mem-
ber’s group and this group and every other
group in the house ought to have an oppor-
tunity of opposing the ways proposed to raise
this money without having to vote against
the appropriation. In order that they may
be able to do that, I move:

That the final paragraph of the resolution,
beginning with the words “with provision also”
and ending with the words ‘consolidated
revenue fund” be deleted and brought forward
as a separate resolution.

Mr. SPEAKER: I refer the hon. member to
standing order 48, which reads:

When a question is under debate no motion
is received unless to amend it; to postpone it
to a day certain; for the previous question; for
reading the orders of the day; for proceeding
to another order; to adjourn the debate; or for
the adjournment of the house.

I refer also to Beauchesne’s Parliamentary
Rules and Forms, paragraph 397, which reads:

An amendment must not raise any question
which by the rules of the house, ¢an only be
raised by a distinct motion after notice.

In my opinion this amendment raises such
a question and, therefore, I must declare it
to be out of order.

Hon. GROTE STIRLING (Yale): Mr.
Speaker, I have no set speech to deliver,
neither do I desire to take part in this debate
for the purpose of making a set speech.
- However, I want to give voice to certain
thoughts which have been passing through my
mind for a considerable length of time in
regard to these solemn matters which are
before the house. Canada is a leading member
of a great partnership, the partnership of the
British empire, and that partnership with all
its forces and all its resources, concerting with
her noble ally, France, is fighting a battle for
freedom and liberty. It is just as much our
fight in Canada as though these ruthless
hordes were advancing up the St. Lawrence
river. This is brought home to us every time
we read of the terrible, bloody destruction
which has taken place in one great country
after another. We then realize that this is our
ficht and that we must play our part to the
very best of our ability.

It is true that Canada has come into this
fight, but unfortunately, to my mind, the
Canadian people have been extremely lacking
in information with regard to what has been
accomplished heretofore, what is being planned
now and what the future may disclose. We

came here in January intent upon receiving
detailed information on these matters, but we
did not receive it. We came here again on
May 16 to receive this information, and so
far we have had the all too meagre statement
which the Prime Minister -(Mr. Mackenzie
King) made yesterday, augmented by the
statement to-day of the minister. Whereas
the debate on the address was cut off, perhaps
rightly so, an opportunity is now given to us
to discuss this matter on the resolution of the
Minister of Finance (Mr. Ralston); and it
appears to me that the sooner we get down
to a discussion of that resolution itself in
committee, the more likely are we to get the
answers to questions which are thronging our
minds and perhaps be able to pass on to the
Canadian people a better understanding and
a fuller explanation of what Canada is doing.

In connection with the whole war one ques-
tion which in the west has caused a great
deal of, shall I say, misunderstanding, is in
regard to the method of recruiting. Recruit-
ing started; recruiting stopped; men who had
been recruited and had been sent off to do
certain tasks came back in some instances to
find their jobs filled, filled because it was
necessary for those jobs to be undertaken, and
they found themselves on relief. It is con-
nected with that, it appears to me, that a
difficulty arose with regard to our militia
forces.

I suppose everybody knows that the land
forces in Canada consist of a militia which
is divided into two parts—the permanent force,
which is largely an instructional force, and
the non-permanent active militia. If I have
understood the plans of the past in connection
with the formation of an active service force,
or mobilization, if you will, in case of war, it
has been that the skeleton, the non-per-
manent active militia, should be expanded
by the taking of certain units, which should
be kept up by recruiting, whose reinforce-
ments should be provided by recruiting, and
whose divisions should be so formed. So far
as I have been able to follow the Prime
Minister's speech, that seems to have been
departed from, and certainly seems to have
been departed from in this way, that units
were incorporated in the first division, and
when reinforcements were required for the
units it appears to me that officers and men
belonging to other units have been permitted
or have been asked to come forward in enlist-
ment as reinforcements for the units of the
first division. Whether or not I understand
that aright, whether that be a good plan
or not, it is most unfortunate that the mem-
bers of the non-permanent active militia
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units have not received any detailed explana-
tion that such is the case. Before I started
on my journey of three thousand miles to
arrive in Ottawa there was a great deal
of misunderstanding and unrest not only in
the minds of members of the non-permanent
active militia units but also in the mind of
that general public which looks on at the
non-permanent active militia units with some
pride. That is a matter which I trust will
be further explained, and I shall expect to
take a further opportunity to speak of it in
the discussion which ensues when we get into
the committee stage.

There are two things I want to say now.
One is that having occupied for a short time
the position which the Minister of National
Defence (Mr. Rogers) now holds, I have some
realization of the load which he is carrying.
But it should not be forgotten that we on
the opposition side of this house have very
grave duties to carry out. We look upon
them in all seriousness, and one of the matters
which has caused me more concern than an-
other has been the gauge with which I am
to measure the criticism which I can properly
use. It is not my intention to say one word
which can needlessly embarrass the adminis-
tration, and it is not my intention to leave
one word unsaid which will be of any assist-
ance in pressing Canada’s effort forward to
exactly what it should amount to.

There is another thought. We are faced
with these ruthless aggressors. If we do not bend
every effort and strain every sinew we shall
be recreant in our task and our names will go
down in obloquy to those who come after us.
We shall be recreant in our task; for there are
things which Canada can do, and perhaps
should be doing in greater volume than she is
doing now, and it is pressing forward to these
tasks which, in my opinion, is the obvious
duty of every member of this house at the
present time.

Mr. VICTOR QUELCH (Acadia): Mr.
Speaker, if T understood the Minister of Fin-
ance (Mr. Ralston) correctly this afternoon,
he used words to this effect, that the govern-
ment would not allow financial restrictions to
hamper Canada’s war effort and that the only
limitations would be Canada’s ability to pro-
duce. With those sentiments we in this corner
are heartily in accord. We only regret that
has not been the policy of this government and
of the governments of the allies in the past.
Had it been so, I do not think we would be
in the same critical position in which we find
ourselves to-day.

On the other hand we in this corner are
definitely opposed to the method proposed in

TMr. Stirling.]

the last paragraph of the bill, where the min-
ister proposes raising money by way of loan.
During the past five years we have frequently
criticized the government’s procedure of rais-
ing funds on the ground that it has built up
a great interest-bearing debt that can never
be repaid and one that is wrecking the eco-
nomic life of this country. In tracing the
growth of debt we have stressed the fact that
during normal times industry is not self-
liquidating; that is, industry is not able to
create an effective demand for its own produc-
tion except in times of abnormal capital goods
production, and as a consequence industry is
not maintained at its maximum level or at
a level sufficiently high to guarantee the
people a decent standard of living. Unem-
ployment increases, and there is a further dg-
crease of purchasing power. That is why in
this house and outside of it we have con-
tinually urged upon the government the need
for monetary expansion to the degree neces-
sary to provide full employment, capacity
production, and a higher standard of living.
But strangely enough we had to wait until
the declaration of war to receive from this
government what I would term its first really
sane statement on monetary policy, and that
was the statement made by the acting Min-
ister of Finance (Mr. Ilsley) in September
last, which can be found at page 140 of Han-
sard. It reads:

All this is not to say that a small and
carefully regulated amount of credit expansion
may not be desirable in the early stages of the
war in order to assist the increase of produc-
tion and employment. . . . If at the beginning
of the war there are unemployed resources, some
credit expansion may give an impetus to their
prompt utilization. If it is carefully controlled,
the expansion of production may prevent any
abnormal rise in prices, confidence may be
maintained and the initial impetus may be
carried on and accelerated by the insistent
demand that exists for supplies. . . . ith an
economy at full production and employment,
the only result of expanding money and credit
is to raise prices without increasing production.
At such a point commences the cumulative spiral
of inflation with all its deadly consequences to
the economy.

He stresses there that monetary expansion
may be desirable for the purpose of providing
full employment and production. He also
stresses the fact that there need not be any
fear of inflation until we have acquired full
production. I think we will all agree that we
are a long way from reaching maximum pro-
duction to-day. In the last edition but one of
the Financial Post the fact is emphasized that
the production of Canada can be increased by
many billions of dollars.

To come back to the question of monetary
expansion, did not the minister’s statement
apply equally as well during the years from
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1935 to 1939? Did we not have a large number
of unemployed? Did we not have a large
number of idle and semi-idle factories and
thousands of people in dire need of the
goods that could have been produced?
Apparently at that time the government were
not interested in the demands of the home
market; they were more interested, it seemed,
in the demands of foreign markets even
though it entailed perhaps the selling of war
materials to our potential enemies. They were
more interested in maintaining a large favour-
able balance of trade, and of course the
orthodox way of doing that is to maintain a
low standard of living in the country so as to
decrease the demand for imports and to make
a greater amount of goods available for export.

During the budget debate at the last special
session it was declared most emphatically that
the government would insist upon equality of
sacrifice and that as far as possible a policy
of pay as you go would be adopted. Judging
by subsequent events, it would appear that
the government have already forgotten about
that declaration. I suppose it has been shelved
with that famous statement of the Prime
Minister (Mr. Mackenzie King) that currency
and credit would be made available in terms
of public need to meet the domestic and
social requirements of the Canadian people.
I challenge even the most rabid Liberal to
suggest that that has been done in the last
five years. The government appear to be
following a policy similar to that which has
obtained in the past, the policy of borrowing
vast sums of money instead of utilizing the
services of the Bank of Canada.

We maintain that the establishment of a
national credit account with the Bank of
Canada for meeting war expenditures would
represent a real pay-as-you-go policy, and
provided a judicious use were made of price
control and an equitable form of taxation
employed, there would be no danger of real
inflation. If necessary, the cash requirements
of the Canadian banks could be increased.
I make that statement in view of the fact
that the former Minister of Finance in this
house was always warning us of the danger,
if money were issued by the government, of
its increasing the cash reserves of the char-
tered banks and so enabling them to expand
loans on that basis. That danger could
easily be overcome by compelling the char-
tered banks to increase their cash reserves.
If that is not considered wise, if people
do maintain that as a result of that action
the banks could not operate, then the only
other solution would be to nationalize the
whole banking system; and of the two I
admit that I am strongly in favour of
nationalizing the chartered banks along with
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the other financial institutions and putting
into operation an investment board for the
purpose of directing the investments of the
country. Instead of carrying out a pay-as-
you-go policy the government prefers to con-
tinue a policy that results in one of the
most vile forms of inflation possible, that
is, inflation of profits and savings.

First of all, we borrow $200,000,000 from
the chartered banks; that is, we hire the
chartered banks to create $200,000,000. That
is utilized to meet war expenditures and there
is an expansion of profits and savings, Then
we exchange interest-bearing bonds for some
of these savings and profits. Not content
with helping to create these large profits
and savings, we take steps to fasten them as
a perpetual debt round the necks of the
ratepayers at an annual levy of three and
a quarter per cent. I can appreciate the
reason why this government appears to
favour the idea of an increase in the national
debt in view of the fact that the financial
adviser to the government, Mr. Towers,
stated definitely before the banking commit-
tee that in his opinion there was no reason
why we should try to pay off the national
debt. Perhaps it is not fair to refer to
him without quoting his exact words. At
page 80 of the evidence there appears a
question which was put to him by Mr.
McGeer. I quote:

Mr. McGeer: Is it possible for you to imagine
any way by which we are ever going to pay the
debt we have got?

Mr. Towers: As the debts of the government
are an asset of the Canadian people, I do not
see much point in the thing.

He adds, except in so far as there is a
maldistribution.

But the national debt is not an asset of
the Canadian people; it is merely an asset
of a few privileged individuals, compara-
tively speaking, whilst on the other hand it
is a liability of the whole nation. As a
result of this policy, therefore, we make
a levy upon all the people of Canada in
order to pay tribute to a few; and then we
are told that the government insists upon
equality of sacrifice. I have always main-
tained that this kind of racket is bad enough
in time of peace, but it is more contemptible
in time of war. Mr. F. Fairer Smith, in
his book on War Finance, puts it quite
clearly when he says:

What it all amounts to is this. In the dark
ages your acknowledged enemy levied present
tribute on you at his peril, for you were at
liberty to strike him down if you could.
Nowadays it is a certain number of your fellow
countrymen who levy a continuous tribute on

you and they are protected in their depredations
by yvour own government.

REVISED EDITION



106
War Appropriation—Mr. Quelch

COMMONS

Let us get the matter of war costs absolutely
straight. The only materials available to us
with which to wage war are those that have
been produced in the past and those that are
or can be produced at the present time—
perhaps I should say current production. We
cannot borrow guns or ammunition from
future generations. Borrowing money intern-
ally will not increase the amount of goods
in the country by a single item. This war
will be fought with current production. Surely
therefore, if we are to adopt a pay-as-you-go
policy, when we consume goods in the prosecu-
tion of the war the claims against those goods
should be destroyed at the same time. What
right have we to say that we will consume a
certain proportion of goods for war purposes
but will leave a demand on future generations
to pay for them? Have we their permission?
Of course not. It is a straight case of
misappropriation of funds of future genera-
tions. It is not only a dishonest policy but
one that is absolutely impossible of accomp-
lishment. Industry through current produc-
tion cannot pay out more in salaries and
wages and dividends than it is going to recover
through prices of the product. As a matter
of fact we as social crediters maintain that
industry does not pay out enough in wages,
salaries and dividends to buy back its own
production. However, not even the most
orthodox economist would claim that industry
can pay out more than the aggregate prices
of the goods it has to sell. That being the
case—and it cannot be challenged—how will
it be possible in the future for industry to
distribute sufficient money to pay for its own
production and, in addition, pay for the goods
that we are consuming to-day? Of course it
cannot be done, but the hoax is kept up by
borrowing. Therefore we are most emphat-
ically opposed to the money for this expend-
iture being borrowed. We feel that the
services of the Bank of Canada should be
utilized and a true pay-as-you-go policy
adopted.

Mr. ALAN COCKERAM (York South):
First let me say, Mr. Speaker, that this is the
first time I have ever spoken in an assembly
such as this, and if I transgress any of the
rules of this house I trust you will forgive me.

As a soldier of the last war I pay tribute,
with the Minister of National Defence (Mr.
Rogers), to the spirit that animates those of
our soldiers who are overseas. I believe they
will be every bit as good as our men who
served twenty-five years ago. But what sur-
prised me in the minister’s statement was
that he made no reference to how he proposes
to equip the second and third divisions or

[Mr. Quelch.]

how he proposes to issue uniforms to those of
us who belong to the non-permanent active
militia at this time. Hon. members may not
know that the non-permanent active militia
is training in civilian clothing,

During the course of the recent general
election many things were said regarding
equipment and many assurances were given
to the public that our troops had gone over-
seas properly equipped in every way. I
believe I can state with confidence that the
assurances given to the people of this country
by members of the government are not borne
out by the facts. Everything that has taken
place up to the present time tends to confirm
the doubt with which a great many people
received those assurances. It is a well known
fact, the assurances of the Minister of National
Defence and other members of the govern-
ment to the contrary, that the first Canadian
division went overseas totally unequipped for
modern warfare. The government’s evasions
with respect to this matter are to be con-
demned. And our information about the
second Canadian division is that it is not up
to strength at the present time. I trust
that in voting this money one thing this house
will be doing will be assuring the people of
this country that our troops will not be sent
to France unequipped to meet the conditions
of modern warfare. After eight months of
comparative calm the full storm has broken.
It is to be hoped that the events of the past
week have aroused the government from its
lethargy. I believe they have, but I believe
it is too late. Hitherto its ears have been so
firmly attuned to the ground to catch the
rumblings of future political emergencies that
it has been rendered incapable of grasping the
deadly nature of the dangers that threaten us.
Qur feet are set on two roads, which lead to
two destinations only; one to victory, the
other to annihilation.

Now that the war has commenced in earnest,
the casualties will equal or exceed those of
the last war. But in Canada recruiting is at a
standstill. TRecruiting should be carried on
continuously in this country until there is a
minimum of four hundred thousand men
under arms. Those of us who served overseas
in the last war and who know something about
action know that you can go into a show
one morning at nine o’clock and come out
next morning with only a handful of men.
Reserves must be on hand. Neither the first
nor the second division should be allowed to
enter any zone of battle until the Canadian
people and the Department of National
Defence are satisfied that sufficient trained
reserves are on hand to reinforce them.
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We in Canada should contrast the efforts of
our government with those of Australia, which
to-day has two divisions in Egypt or en route
there and five further divisions training.

Mr. RALSTON : Will my friend permit me?
I think his information is not correct.

Mr. COCKERAM: The information I have
is just such information as is available to the
people of this country.

Mr. RALSTON: My hon. friend perhaps
does not know that the Australians had five
divisions in the last war, and they began
numbering their divisions in this war at six,
and they have now the sixth and seventh
Australian divisions. I think that is perhaps
where my friend is mistaken.

Mr. COCKERAM: Is it not true that they
have 75000 men under arms in Australia
training ?

Mr. RALSTON: I did not understand my
friend to say 75,000 men.

Mr. COCKERAM: Well, that is approxi-
mately five divisions.

Mr. RALSTON: Here I think we will have
100,000. I only wanted to point out that
when my friend speaks of five divisions I
think he is wrong.

Mr. COCKERAM: The Australian air force
we are given to understand is seven times as
strong as it was in 1939.

It has been said all over Canada that the
answer of the Prime Minister (Mr. Mackenzie
King) and the answer of members of the
government to any word of criticism has been
that they are in constant contact with the
British government and that the government
of Canada has done everything that has been
asked of it. What the people of Canada would
like to know is what this government spontan-
eously offered to the mother country at the
outbreak of the war. It is well understood
that the British government made no demands
for assistance; that is not its policy.

An uneasy feeling prevails, that the policy
of the Prime Minister and of his colleagues,
is one of so conducting the war effort that, no
matter what the results of the conflict, this
country will emerge from it with a balance on
the right side of the ledger. If that is so, let
me tell the Prime Minister that he is not
pursuing that policy with the endorsement of
the Canadian people. No red-blooded Can-
adian wishes to profit at the expense of the
lives of his fellow-citizens in other parts of
the empire.

The Prime Minister has never taken the
public into his confidence until yesterday;
they have therefore failed to realize the gravity
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of the situation. Events of the past week
have brought it home to them. Still, during
these fateful days until yesterday the Prime
Minister’s lips have remained sealed. And now
what do we find? We find the Prime Min-
ister telling this house and the country that
he will expedite our war effort to the maxi-
mum. In other words, he is telling us that
he is going to do now what we had been told
he has done ever since this war started.

Perhaps the most serious condition that
exists in this country to-day is what is known
as the fifth column. Many members of the
house will have seen in the press an account
of a meeting of the Canadian legion in Van-
couver, at which a resolution was passed, a
copy of which I understand was forwarded
to the Prime Minister. That resolution was
to the effect that in the city of Vancouver
there were 5,000 active enemy aliens, and,
requesting that in the interests of public
safety, steps be taken immediately to place
those individuals in concentration camps. It
may surprise hon. members to learn that the
number of enemy aliens at Petawawa camp at
the present time is less than 300, and I do
not suppose anyone in this house will believe
that there were not a greater number of
dangerous enemy aliens foot-loose in eastern
Canada. I have not checked this up with
the Minister of Justice (Mr. Lapointe), but I
am informed that a number of the prisoners
who have been interned from time to time
have been able to obtain their release through
political interference. I say that any member
of this house who uses his office to bring
about the release of any prisoner who has
been interned is a traitor to his country. Every
enemy alien in Canada should be ferreted out
and placed under restriction.

Mr. RALSTON: My hon. friend has made
quite a serious charge in regard to the release of
an enemy alien through political pressure.
Would he furnish the Minister of Justice,
in confidence, with the name of this person
or any particulars of the case?

Mr. COCKERAM: I think I can do that.
I do not know how they get out, but they do.

Mr. RALSTON: That is quite different. I
thought my hon. friend said it was from
political pressure,

Mr. COCKERAM: I understand that was
it. The returned soldiers of Canada have
stated that they will be glad to assist the
government in these efforts.

I believe the government would be well
advised to turn its attention to the activities
of communists and other subversive elements
as well. There is need for action along this
line, but I am doubtful if the Prime Minister
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will do very much to encourage that action,
in view of the fact that yesterday afternoon
he asked us not to get panicky over this
situation.

I was elected to this house, Mr. Speaker,
to make every effort of which I am capable,
to further the prosecution of this war. That
I intend to do, disregarding any political
consequences to myself. I do not intend to
say or do anything obstructive merely for
the sake of being destructive, but where
criticism is necessary I shall criticize freely.
The other day the Prime Minister expressed
the pious hope that during this session there
might be no recriminations. Daubtless recrimi-
nations are distasteful to him, but he can
hardly expect not to be called to account for
his past actions, now that the results of his
folly and his persistent refusal to face realities
are apparent to everyone. “As a man Sows
so shall he also reap.” It is well to let
bygones be bygones only when there is a real
change apparent.

Surely it must be dawning upon the Prime
Minister that his popularity has been on the
wane since March 26 and that he no longer
enjoys the confidence of the people of this
country. If he doubts it, let him read and
digest what is being said in the daily press
from coast to coast. I am sorry the Prime
Minister is not in the house to hear this.

Mr. POWER: He is not missing anything.

Mr. COCKERAM: The Prime Minister is
full of words, but he has shown himself quite
incapable of action. The record of the gov-
ernment since the outbreak of war is one of
ineptitude and frustration. For that record he
must take the responsibility. A strong feel-
ing prevails that as long as he remains Prime
Minister of this country there will be no
change in the situation. There must be a
change. Every man and every dollar must
be mobilized immediately. Every wheel in
every factory throughout Canada must turn
with a single purpose in view: victory. Fur-
thermore, no brakes must be placed upon the
wheels of industry by political patronage.

What I am going to say now will, no doubt,
be in the nature of a bombshell to hon.
members of this house.

Some hon. MEMBERS: Oh, oh.

Mr. COCKERAM: Wait till I am through
before you laugh. Bombs are falling thickly
in other countries and countless thousands of
men and women are being killed. I do
not desire to offend the Prime Minister, but
I believe what I am about to say is in the
interests of our country, and it is being said
without malice. In this dreadful hour of
crisis, when the very existence of everything

[Mr. Cockeram.]

we hold dear, hangs by a thread, I solemnly
implore the Prime Minister, for the good of
his country, to emulate the example of Mr.
Chamberlain, who, with much less reason to
do so than he has, resigned his office in the
interest of sustaining public confidence in the
ability and determination of the government to
carry the war to a successful conclusion.

I make this plea under the firm conviction
that such action on his part is necessary
in the interests of the national safety of
Canada. The tragedy of the moment is the
fact that the country has been given no
effective leadership, though people have
anxiously awaited it. The result has been
public apathy, and the events of the past
week have left the people fearful. The Prime
Minister has among his followers others better
fitted to lead than he is, and better able to
inspire public confidence. Let him play the
man and the patriot, and sacrifice his per-
sonal ambitions for the good of his country.

Mr. DENTON MASSEY (Greenwood) : Mr.
Speaker, in rising to take a very brief part
in this debate I am fully conscious of the
fact that these are days when it is expected
of us in this house that we should give action
and leadership, not merely words. Therefore
it is not my purpose to detain the house at
any length, but what I am about to say is
being said with the greatest sincerity and
earnestness of purpose of which I am capable.

To-night I listened with the closest atten-
tion to the speech of the Minister of National
Defence (Mr. Rogers). I am sure all hon.
members were impressed by his earnestness as
well as by the fact that he rightfully referred
in glowing terms to the calibre of the Cana-
dian soldier, sailor and airman. The minister
referred also to the personnel who are at this
moment charged with the responsiblity of dis-
charging the duties of chief of staff and sup-
porting officers, as well as to the men them-
selves. I have not heard it said in Canada
at any time that there is or has been any
doubt in the minds of the Canadian people
as to the calibre of their own sons. I have not
heard anyone at any time—and I make this
statement broadly and as I feel it—question
General McNaughton or those who are asso-
ciated with him. Canada has reason to be
proud of General McNaughton, and I men-
tion him only as one of the men to whom
the minister referred to-night.

No one doubts the Canadian soldier, sailor
and airman, Mr. Speaker, but I feel that
there is not a member of this house worthy
to be a member but who at least to-night is
charged with his responsibility as such in rela-
tion to the present crisis with which not only
this dominion but the whole world is faced.
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There has not been a day in the history of
what, for lack of a better name, we call
civilization when all that we regard as most
precious to us has been so severely threatened
as it is at this very hour,

At this moment we are not concerned with
bickering about what has been. We could
spend hours in this chamber discussing what
should have been done, perhaps by Great
Britain, perhaps by Canada, perhaps by some
other country, but at the moment what we
want is action, not words, not a discussion of
what has been and what has not been. We
are looking ahead, not back. We have a
job of work to do, and we are charged with
that job. As we sit here in this chamber
to-night in—and I quote the words of the
minister—“the comparative security of Can-
ada”—can we help feeling that there is another
country which gave us birth and has given
us continued life, but which sits to-night in
insecurity. I wonder what it would feel like
to be in England to-night. What must it mean
to those who live in the United Kingdom
and at this very hour to know that the most
ruthless enemy of modern or medieval times,
for that matter, is separated from one’s home
by only a few miles of water?

Mr. Speaker, we cannot consider too
seriously what faces them and us. I am sure
that I speak for every hon. member when 1
say that party differences fade into puny
insignificance. We do not meet here to-night
as Liberals, Conservatives, or members of the
Cooperative Commonwealth Federation or
Social Credit groups. No, we meet here to-
night as Canadians. There is but one thought
in our minds; there must be but one thought
in our minds, and that is the course of action
which we perforce must take if we are to
preserve this dominion and this empire. Party
politics, I say, fade into insignificance. Those
hon. members of our party who have spoken
as well as myself, speak from that point of
view.

It is not unpatriotic to disagree with the
course the government has taken or to feel
earnestly and sincerely that the government
can make mistakes. It is our duty as members
of an opposition out of our sincerity as Cana-
dians to point out to the government where
we feel their action can be bettered and
speeded up. That is our duty as Canadians,
and the government of Canada should welcome
constructive criticism.

Again I quote from the speech delivered
to-night by the minister. He spoke of the
comparative safety of Canada—yes, the “com-
parative” security of Canada; the adjective
is important. That safety, that security is
only comparative. How long will it remain

so? I had the privilege of sitting in this
chamber as a member of the last parliament
between 1935 and 1940, and I can recall
speeches in regard to the defence of Canada
to which some members replied, asking, “Who
are the enemy against whom we are defending
ourselves?” That question can no longer be
in our minds. The decent people of this
world have a common enemy who stands
grimly apparent’ at this very moment. For a
thousand years it has been inconceivable to
us to consider an invasion of the British Isles.
And yet to-night we must contemplate that
as a possibility. It is inconceivable to us to
think that any nation could be strong enough
to wrest from the empire the mother country..
And yet we must face that possibility, There
can be no thought more staggering to Cana-
dians than the fall of the United Kingdom and
the subsequent invasion of Canada.

What are we doing in this chamber if we
fail to concentrate on that point, and that
point only? Not for a moment am I ne-
glecting the fact that Canada has peace-time
problems which carry forward into war time.
Hon. members who sat in the last parliament
must know that I spent the greater part of
my time dealing with problems of unemploy-
ment relief, agricultural distress and youth
reestablishment. I am not neglecting those
problems as I speak to-night, nor am I ne-
glecting the fact that there has been tabled
in the house the report of a commission which
sat arduously not only for months but for
years, dealing with matters pertaining to the
relationship which exists between the pro-
vinces of this dominion. The other day I read
an editorial which it seems to me summed up
the situation concisely when it asked this
question: What will be the problems between
the provinces if we lose this war? In that
event there would be no problem between
provinces.

Mr. Speaker, not unmindful of nor neglect-
ing our major domestic problems, there can
be but one problem primarily before us in
this session of parliament, and that is: What
can we do to speed up the war effort of Canada
so that we may achieve the full defensive
power of which this country is capable, and so
that a Canadian may feel in his own heart
that he has done his fullest and best, regard-
less of the outcome. There can be no satis-
faction in our own minds if we as the people
of a great dominion are not confident that
we are giving all we have to give.

Unfortunately I could not be in the chamber,
for very obvious reasons, on the day my hon.
house leader assumed his high and important
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office. But I have read his words as they are
reported in Hansard, and I find that he said
this:

Canada’s participation in this conflict, which,
I fear may grow successively worse instead of
better should be bound only by our limitations
in men, in treasure and in concentrated efforts.
That in my opinion should be our one and
undivided aim in the course of this, perhaps the
most important session of parliament in the
history of our dominion. J

That is my point of view. We must think
not only in terms of conflict in Europe but
must realize that a conflict in Europe which
has an adverse result means of course that
which we cannot comprehend at the present
time, namely that the morth American con-
tinent is placed in an entirely new and unique
position. The defence of Canada, as we have
conceived it in the past, is the defence of this
country against some hypothetical enemy who
had to cross a wide ocean in order to reach
our shores, and who could not cross that wide
ocean as long as there was a British navy.
That has been the fundamental basis of the
defence of the shores of Canada for many
years—and in that statement I refer not only
to the last five years.

That conception must change. Reference
has been made in this chamber on more than
one occasion to fifth column activity—I be-
lieve that is the new expression for it. We
have not only enemies without but also
enemies within. Not only have we enemies to
deal with in Europe, but we have them to
deal with at home. And if this conflict in
Europe follows the course which, as I have
said, we cannot conceive of its following, but
which it may follow, then a new problem con-
fronts us. Are we going to be caught asleep
again? What would it have meant if in the
Jast few years our preparation had been car-
ried forward in equal proportions with those
of Germany? I speak not only of Canada. In
what position would the war be to-night?
Surely we must face stark and absolute reality.
Seven hundreds of millions of dollars—a stag-
gering sum for this dominion! We all caught
our breaths when the Prime Minister (Mr.
Mackenzie King) used the astronomical figure
of $1,100,000,000. But can we put a price on
liberty and freedom? We have before us a
task which must know no limitations, one
which must know no handicaps. Not only
must we take our part in this conflict to the
fullest of our ability, but we must prepare now
for the emergency which may arise—and pray
God that it may never arise—and that is the
defence of the very shores of Canada against
an aggressor nation.

Mr. Speaker, my earnest plea, as I take
my seat, is that the government give release
at once to the virtually unlimited potential

[Mr. Massey.]

power—men, material, and money—of the
Canadian people, in defence of Canada, the
mother country and all for which she stands.

We have only to look to the south of us
to realize the fear, if you will, which has
gripped the hearts and minds of the people
of the United States; we have only to read
of the programme which is being put forward
to-day by the government of President Roose-
velt to know at once that the United States
is not insensible to the danger in which we are
on this continent. Therefore, I urge, not only
upon the Prime Minister, not only upon the
Minister of National Defence (Mr. Rogers),
but upon the proposed Minister of National
Defence for Air, that they not only conduct
Canada’s participation in this war to the full
but also give consideration to the defence of
Canada as a nation. We have a task before
us, and I can only urge upon the government
with all the earnestness of which I am capable
that any differences in party politics and any
divisions, regardless of how important they
may seem in times of peace, be cast aside and
that the utmost in leadership be given to the
people of Canada in this hour of need, not
only of the mother country but of Canada
herself.

Mr. A. M. NICHOLSON (Mackenzie) : Mr.
Speaker, although every member of this house
is greatly concerned over the trend of events
in the world to-day, I am sure that we should
not lose sight of the problems that exist in
our own country. Seven hundred million
dollars is a very large sum of money, and I
am sure that all the members of this house
are anxious that this appropriation be spent
in the best interests of the Canadian people,
at this critical time.

Rising for the first time in this house, I do
so to plead for more adequate assistance for
agriculture under the clause providing for the
security, defence, peace, order and welfare of
Canada, than has hitherto been provided by
this parliament.

In making our greatest contribution towards
the successful prosecution of the war, the pro-
ducing of foodstuffs will play an important
role. It seems certain that those engaged in
the manufacture of armaments will be assured
of their costs and profits. I ask that the
farmer be given assurance that the return he
receives for his produce will enable him to
pay his taxes, his store bills #nd provide a
decent livelihood for his family. In war or
peace, during my lifetime at least, the farmer
has not received for his products a return
which would enable him to live as other
groups in society have been living.

The impression was created in this house
a year ago by the Minister of Agriculture
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(Mr. Gardiner) that wheat could be produced
at from thirty to forty cents a bushel, and
legislation was passed to guarantee the farmer
a return in that price range. It is true that
farmers have been continuing to produce
wheat at these low prices, but what has been
happening during the process? Western mem-
bers at least are familiar with the problems
that exist throughout the wheat belt, of mort-
gaged farms, of farm buildings and country
schoolhouses in a dilapidated condition, of
undernourished children, of poorly paid school
teachers, and a whole host of other problems.

Recently I had sent to me some forty-four
communications from my constituency report-
ing on a variety of conditions in the different
parts of that riding. I might mention that
this riding is a large one, being 104 miles
east and west and 621 miles north and south.
I should like to give the house the findings
contained in four of these reports. Two of
them were received from one of Saskatche-
wan’s best wheat producing areas, a place
where crop failures are unknown. The others
were received from northern settlers who are
trying to reestablish themselves on the heavily
wooded land of northern Saskatchewan. One
report comes from an Icelandic settler, an-
other from an American, another from a
Canadian from the time of the United Empire
Loyalists and another from a Ukrainian. These
men are representatives of four racial groups
which are making a splendid contribution
toward the building of a better Canada.

The man of Icelandic extraction has been
on his farm since 1904, a matter of thirty-six
years. He reports that during that period he
has paid $50,000 in interest and principal and
that the value of his farm is now $8,000, but
he still owes $4,200. He reports that during
1939 he spent $100 for hospital and medical
services; for dental services, $40; for books,
$4; for newspapers, $10; for travelling for
pleasure, $25; for recreation, $30; for groceries,
$300, and for clothing, $200. He states that
approximately 35 per cent of the people in
that farming community have furnaces in
their farm homes, that five per cent have
electricity, that 75 per cent have radios, while
40 per cent have pianos. He reports that no
home in the community has running water.
I might say that this man is considered to
be a well-to-do farmer.

The next report comes from another
good farming district. This man has been
on his farm sinte 1903, or for thirty-seven
yvears. He has paid $25,000 in interest and
principal. He values his farm at $11,000 but
he still owes $12,000. During the year he
paid out nothing for dental services, and
nothing for books. For medical and hospital

services he paid out $35, and for newspapers,
$18. He reports that in his community there
are no farmers with running water in their
homes, that one per cent have furnaces, one
per cent, electric lights; 75 per cent have
radios and two per cent have pianos,

The Ukrainian farmer reports that he has
been twenty-one years in the north country
trying to become a self-supporting Canadian
on a bush homestead. He has paid out only
8150 in interest and principal, and he values
his farm at $900, with $734.75 still owing. He
values his house at $50 and his furniture at
$25. During the last year he spent one
dollar for dental services and one dollar for
books. He spent $2.50 for newspapers and
nothing for travel for pleasure or recreation.
For groceries for himself and his wife he
spent approximately $50. He is twenty-two
miles from the nearest doctor and fifty-five
miles from the nearest hospital. In his
community there is not a single home with
running water, with a furnace, with electric
lights, or with a piano.

Another settler in the new north is a man
who with his wife has spent the best part
of a lifetime in large cities. They went
north when the depression set in some ten
years ago, having left one of our western
cities rather than face the humiliation of
going on relief. The wife is a trained nurse,
a woman who would be a real asset to any
community and who is a real asset in this
community. Their place is worth, accord-
ing to the assessment roll, $1,060. They owe
8600. They value their house at $250, and
their furniture at $275, because most of their
furniture has been brought north as a
reminder of better days gone by. During the
past year they spent for medical and hospital
services, $19, although this trained nurse is
in need of a major surgical operation. They
spent for dental services nothing; for books,
nothing; for newspapers, $2; for travel and
pleasure, nothing, for recreation, nothing, and
for groceries, $150. In their community, no
homes have running water, or furnaces or
electric lights. Fifty per cent of the homes
have a radio and one per cent, a piano.

Summarizing the information contained in
these forty-four reports, I find that the
average is as follows:

Value of house.. .. .. ..

Value of furniture.. .. .. .. . s
Amount spent in 1939 for medical

sen 0w $510 83
190 49

and hospital services. . 31 75
Biooksis. ; srit 1oh bR L L 272
Newspapers.. .. .. oo oo oo .. .. 3 67

Although in my constituency, with over
28.000 electors, we have twenty-six towns
with sufficient business to warrant the rail-
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way companies locating station agents there,
we have in the constituency only sixteen
medical doctors, five hospitals, six dentists
and only seven banks. My only reason for
mentioning the banks is that in the early
years of settlement nearly every small town
had its local bank, but as the effects of the
depression were felt, together with the results
of producing wheat and other farm products
at less than the cost of production, bank
after bank closed their branches until to-day
we have only seven chartered banks in the
constituency. I place this information
before the house in order that hon. mem-
bers may realize the necessity of dealing
with the urgent problems confronting agri-
culture, particularly in western Canada.

With respect to proposals for giving the
farmer a better deal I wish to make two
recommendations. Mention has already been
made by several speakers in this house of
the election on March 26. Our province has
sent a large number of government sup-
porters to this house, and one of the important
factors in the election in Saskatchewan was
the assurance given by the hon. Minister of
Agriculture that the wheat producers would
receive an interim payment on the 1939 wheat
crop. I quote from the Saskatoon Star-
Phoeniz.

Mr. GARDINER: Mr. Speaker, on a point
of order, in reply to what the hon. gentle-
man has just said, at no time during the
campaign did I say that an interim payment
would be made ,and any reports to that effect
are not in accordance with what I said.

Mr. NICHOLSON: I was merely going to
read the report which appeared in the Saska-
toon Star-Phoeniz, containing the statement
which to my knowledge was not denied by
the Minister of Agriculture while the election
was on.

Mr. GARDINER: It was not only denied
while the election was on, but a correct report
appeared in the paper following every other
meeting I addressed. I made the same state-
ment at Wilkie which I made at every other
meeting and not the statement which was
read here yesterday.

Mr. NICHOLSON: There was no state-
ment made here yesterday as to what the
minister said at Wilkie. I was going to read
what the minister said as reported in the
Saskatoon Star-Phoeniz, the statement which
was used in the campaign. I should like to
read it, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. SPEAKER: The minister states that
the statement is not in accordance with the
facts.

[Mr. Nicholson.]

Mr. NICHOLSON: He has not heard it
yet.

Mr. GARDINER: The hon. gentleman said
what was in the statement, and I said that
on no occasion did I make the statement or
make a promise that an interim payment
would be made.

Mr. NICHOLSON: TUntil I read what the
minister is reported by the Saskatoon Star-
Phoeniz to have said I think he is not in
order in denying it. But, Mr. Speaker, I
shall be very glad to accept his denial.

Mr. SPEAKER: I understand that the hon.
member accepts the denial of the minister.

Mr. NICHOLSON: But I have not read
the statement yet, Mr, Speaker.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member has in-
dicated the contents of the newspaper report,
and the minister has declared that it is incor-
rect. His statement will have to be accepted.

Mr. NICHOLSON: Do I understand that
the Minister of Agriculture is denying the
accuracy of the statement appearing in the
Saskatoon Star-Phoeniz of March 21 reporting
his speech at Wilkie?

Mr. SPEAKER: I understood the minister
to say that he denied the statement, the con-
tents of which the hon. member had indicated.

Mr. NICHOLSON: I should like to read
what the newspaper says, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. SPEAKER: I am afraid that cannot
be allowed.

Mr. NICHOLSON : T understand that I am
not permitted to quote the exact words?

Mr. COLDWELL: On a point of order,
Mr. Speaker, the minister does not yet know
what the newspaper report contains. The
member for Mackenzie (Mr. Nicholson) is
asking the minister if he denies the report to
which he refers of a speech made at Wilkie
on March 21. Will you give your ruling, sir?

Mr. SPEAKER: I understood the hon.
member to make a statement indicating the
contents of the article he was about to read,
and the minister thereupon rose in his place
and denied having made any such statement.
His denial must be accepted, and I so rule.

Mr. COLDWELL: On the point of order,
do we understand that the minister denies
the accuracy of the report?*

Mr. SPEAKER: There is no point of order
before the house just now. A denial has
been made by the minister of the statement
attributed to him by the hon. member, and
his denial must be accepted.
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Mr. NICHOLSON: I am pleased to bow
to your ruling, Mr. Speaker.

In view of the constantly rising costs of
production I submit that the government
should lose no time in implementing the
assurance given by the minister, as reported
by the press, at the meeting at Wilkie that
there would be an interim payment made on
the 1939 wheat crop.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: I do not like
to interrupt my hon. friend, but would he
before eleven o’clock tell us how what he is
now saying bears on the resolution before the
house? We should keep to the resolution.

Mr. NICHOLSON: Paragraph (a) of the
resolution deals with the security, defence,
peace, order and welfare of Canada, and I
submit that a further payment to the farmers

on the 1939 wheat crop is of urgent importance

to the welfare of Canada.
Mr. SPEAKER: It is eleven o’clock.

At eleven o’clock the house adjourned,
without question put, pursuant to standing
order.

Wednesday, May 22, 1940

The house met at three o’clock.

QUESTIONS

(Questions answered orally are indicated
by an asterisk.)

*AIR MINISTRY
Mr. CHURCH:

Will the government give immediate con-
sideration to the creation of a separate air
ministry for Canada to control war and civil
aviation and empire air work?

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: This question,
as my hon. friend will have noticed, has been
answered by action already taken.

WAR-TIME MORATORIUM ON MORTGAGES

Mr. CHURCH:

Will the government give consideration to
a national mortgage moratorium under the
war measures or other act for the period of
the war and one year after, to prevent extor-
tionate rates in war time on mortgages?

Mr. RALSTON: This question relates to a
matter of policy and it is not usual for the
government to make statements on matters of
policy in giving replies to questions.

¥LAW AND PARLIAMENTARY REFORM

Mr. CHURCH:

Will consideration be given to the appoint-
ment of a select committee of the house to
consider the whole subject of law reform in
Canada, a revision of the criminal code, im-
prisonment for debt in Canada and parlia-
mentary reform and the question of setting up
estimate committees?

Mr. LAPOINTE (Quebec East): I do not.
know whether I should say that this matter
is being considered. I do not think there is
any chance of its being done this session.

Mr. SPEAKER: Answered.

Mr. CHURCH: The line of least resistance
again.

PRAIRIE FARM ASSISTANCE ACT, 1939—RECEIPTS.
FROM ONE PER CENT GRAIN TAX

Mr. PERLEY:

1. How much money, by provinces, has the
government received to date from the 1 per
cent tax on all grains of the 1939 crop, under
the Prairie Farm Assistance Act, 19397

2. What further amount is expected to be
received on this account, by provinces?

Mr. MacKINNON (Edmonton West) :

1. Amount collected by provinces under
Prairie Farm Assistance Act, deducted by
licensees up to and including March 31, 1940,
and received by the board of grain commis-
sioners: Manitoba, $307,418.46; Saskatchewan,
$1,166,586.73; Alberta, $628,249.31. Total $2,~
102,254.50.

2. Impossible to estimate further amounts
to be received.

PRAIRIE FARM ASSISTANCE ACT, 1939—AMOUNT
LOANED TO BONUS FUND

Mr. PERLEY:

1. How much has the government loaned to
the bonus fund provided for under the Prairie
Farm Assistance Act, 19397

2. What further amount is expected to be
loaned to this fund?

3. How does the government expect to
recover the amount loaned to this fund?
Mr. GARDINER:

1. Under authority of order in council P.C.
4172, dated December 14, 1939: $5,000,000.
Under authority of order in council P.C. 880,
dated February 29, 1940: $4,000,000.

2. Nil.

3. The Prairie Farm Assistance Act does not
provide for the repayment of amounts ad-
vanced to the prairie farm emergency fund
except through collection of the 1 per cent
levy provided under the act.
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1941 ceENsUS

Mr. CHURCH:

1. Will a census be taken in 1941, and on
what basis?

2. Will the list of questions to be asked be
tabled?

3. What new additions have been decided on?

4. Will consideration be given to enlarge on
the questions to be asked to include: (a) a
survey for national emergency purposes and
national defence; (b) regarding real estate and
housing and mortgages and rates of interest
charged therein and rent charged; (c¢) service
of those on active service?

5. Will- any reports or information in this
regard be tabled for the information of the
house?

Mr. MacKINNON (Edmonton West) :

1. Yes, (see Statistics Act, 1918, chapter 190,
sections 16 to 19).

2, 3, 4 and 5. Final decisions as to details
have not been reached.

APPLES PROCESSED UNDER AGREEMENT WITH
FEDERAL GOVERNMENT

Mr. McGREGOR:

1. What price was paid by the Canadian
companies for apples to be processed under
agreement with the Canadian government in:
(a) Nova Scotia, and (b) Ontario?

2. What price was realized for the finished
products from: (a) Nova Scotia, and (b)
Ontario?

Mr. GARDINER:

1. (a) For 34 selected varieties, No. 1 grade,
23" up, $1.69 per barrel; No. 1 grade, 24”-23”,
$1.51 per barrel; Domestics, 23” up, $1.24 per
barrel; Domestics, 24”-23”, $1.03 per barrel.
For unnamed varieties, 25 cents less in each
case.

(b) None processed under agreement with
the Canadian government.

2. (a) Estimated sales to May 15 at various
prices for pre-war and post-war contracts over-
seas and in Canada:—543967 cases canned
apples, net return $326,599; 48,491 cases dried
apples, net return $168,851.

(b) Answered by 1 (b).

GULL BAY INDIAN RESERVATION—PULPWOOD
SALES

Mr. MacNICOL:

1. Was any pulpwood sold from the Gull
oay Indian reservation or lake Nipigon during
the years 1936, 1937, 1938, 1939, and 19407

2. What was the cordage of pulpwood sold
in each or any of the said years?

3. What amount was received therefor?

4. What were the names and addresses of
purchasers?

Mr. CRERAR:

1. 1936-37—No.
1937-38—Yes.
1938-39—No.
1939-40—Yes.

[Mr. Gardiner.]

2. 1937-38—2,944 57 cords.
1939-40—3.800 cords (estimated).
3. 1937-38—$14,722.85.
1939-40—Contract incomplete. Returns not
yet received.

4. 1937-38—Abitibi Power & Paper Co., Port
Arthur, Ontario.

1939-40—Abitibi Power & Paper Co., Port
Arthur, Ontario.

FISH TRAPS AND FISHING ON PACIFIC COAST—
REPORT OF JUDGE SLOAN

Mr. NEILL:

1. Has the report of Judge Sloan, regarding
fish traps and fishing in the Gulf of Georgia,
been received yet?

2. If so, when will it be laid on the table
of the house?

Mr. MICHAUD:

1. Yes.
2. As soon as printing, now in progress, is
completed.

SUBVERSIVE ACTIVITIES—ANTI-ALLY PROPAGANDA
Mr. CHURCH:

Will the government give consideration to
the appointment of a committee of the house
to investigate all adverse anti-allies propa-
ganda carried on in Canada by the so-called
fifth army and those who are pro-German and
pro-Russian, as well as American channels in
the air and the distribution of certain American
press publications carrying items detrimental
to the cause of our allies.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: I think this
question is answered in part if not in whole
by the motion which appears in my name
with respect to the appointment of a select
committee of the house to study and report
upon the defence of Canada regulations. If
this answer does not satisfy my hon. friend
I should be glad to confer with him as to what
further powers he might wish the committee
to have.

Mr. HANSON (York-Sunbury): I suggest
to the right hon. gentleman that the questions
of United States channels in the air and the
distribution of certain United States publica-
tions carrying items detrimental to the cause
of the allies are very important in the matter
of propaganda, and consideration might be
given those matters in connection with this
committee. Of course if you go on enlarging
the scope of the committee it will have to
deal with a great many things, but these are
important matters and some consideration
might be given them.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: I would say
that the matters mentioned would be covered
by any inquiry into the defence of Canada
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regulations. If my hon, friend feels that they
are not I shall be glad to deal with the matter
further when we come to the motion itself.

QUESTIONS PASSED AS ORDERS FOR
RETURNS

CANADIAN LEGATIONS
Mr. CHURCH:

1. How many foreign legations has Canada
abroad?

2. Who are the heads of each legation, who
are the staff in each case and what are their
salaries and other allowances?

3. What has been "the cost of each legation
since its inception to the end of 1939, for
(a) capital, and (b) maintenance?

4. What trade commissioners, and at what
cost, has Canada in each of these legation
countries?

5. What new legations have been opened
since January 1, 1939, what is the staff in each
case, and their respective salaries and allow-
ances, and what amount, if any, of the one
hundred million dollars voted for war in
September was spent on such work?

6. What training have these men for
diplomacy and who instructs and trains them
as diplomats?

7. Are any of them returned soldiers, and
whom?

PENITENTIARIES COMMISSION
Mr. CHURCH:

1. When was the prison commission ap-
pointed ?

9. What was its cost for salaries, fees, hotel
and travelling expenses and all other emolu-
ments paid to everyone connected with it?

3. When was the report received?

4. Have any of its recommendations been
carried out?

5. When will the commission be appointed
and function?

6. What is the cause of the delay?

7. Who are the present chief heads of this
branch of the service and what training have
they for work of this nature?

8. When will the Borstal system be installed?

PRAIRIE FARM ASSISTANCE ACT, 1939—PAYMENTS
ON ACREAGE BONUS

Mr. PERLEY:

1. What amount has been paid by the govern-
ment on account of the acreage bonus provided
for under the Prairie Farm Assistance Act,
1939, (a) by provinces; (b) by municipalities?

2. How much more does the government
expect to pay on account of the acreage bonus
for the year 19397

PRAIRIE FARM REHABILITATION ACT—EXPENDITURES
Mr. PERLEY:

‘What was the total amount spent under the
Prairie Farm Rehabilitation Act in the prov-
ince of Saskatchewan during the year 1939,
on the following projects: (a) dug-outs;
(b) community pastures; (c) conservation
dams; (d) Moose Jaw water project; (e) Sas-
katoon dam; (f) on all other projects?
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Questions as Orders for Returns
WAR SUPPLIES—PRICES OF FOODSTUFFS
Mr. McGREGOR:
1. Has any agreement been entered into

between the war supply board or any depart-
ment of the Canadian government and the meat
packing firms of Canada, defining the basis upon
which prices are to be determined for beef,
pork, mutton, lamb, lard or other foodstuff
supplied by such firms to His Majesty’s troops
in Canada?

2. What prices were paid for each of these

items furnished to His Majesty’s troops in
Canada during the first month of the war?

SALES OF INDIAN RESERVATION LANDS

Mr. MacNICOL:

1. Have any Indian reservation lands been
sold. by the Department of Indian Affairs
during the years 1937, 1938, 1939, and 1940?

2. If so, from what Indian reservations were
the lands sold and the acreage sold from each
reservation?

3. What was the value of each sale?

Mr. CRERAR: Return tabled.

DOMINION-PROVINCIAL RELATIONS COMMISSION

Mr. SENN:

1. What was the total, itemized cost of the
royal commission on dominion-provincial re-
lations?

2. What salary, travelling expenses or allow-
ances were paid each of the four commissioners?

3. What salary and other payments were
made to the counsel of the commission?

4, What salary and other payments were
made to members of the commission staff, by
name?

5. What salary and other payments were
made to experts, by name, employed by the
commission to make special studies for its
information?

ROYAL CANADIAN AIR FORCE—DISPOSITION OF
ROCECLIFFE STATION

Mr. SENN:

1. Is the Royal Canadian Air Force station
at Rockeliffe, Ottawa, being abandoned for
training purposes?

2. If not, what are the precise plans for use
of that field?

3. What are the plans for enlargement and
development of the Uplands air field, near
Ottawa, as to obtaining more land, erection
of buildings and training?

4, What has been the cost to date of work
undertaken at Uplands field by the Trans-
Canada Air Lines and, separately, by the gov-
ernment, and how much more money does the
government plan to spend on this, and for
what exact purposes?
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Motions for Papers

COMMONS

MOTIONS FOR PAPERS

NATIONAL DEFENCE—ORDERS REGARDING
RECRUITING

Mr. CHURCH:

For a copy of all orders to military districts
regarding recruiting, together with a copy of
rules and regulations issued under the Militia
or Army Acts.

CANNING OF CANADIAN APPLES

Mr. McGREGOR:

For a copy of all agreements entered into
between the government of Canada, the Cana-
dian Department of Agriculture and any of
the canning companies of Canada, relating to
the processing or canning of Canadian apples.
Also a copy of any orders in council providing
for the canning or processing of that portion
of the Canadian apple crop which could not be
disposed of otherwise.

Mr. McGREGOR:

For a copy of any agreement or agreements
entered into between the Department of Agri-
culture or any other department of government
and the canning companies of Canada, or each
individual canning company, providing for
canning, evaporating or otherwise processing
Canadian apples. Also a statement showing the
names of those with whom such contracts were
negotiated.

PORK PRODUCTS—EXPORT PRICES
Mr. McGREGOR:

For a copy of all agreements entered into
between the government of Canada, the Cana-
dian Department of Agriculture, the Canadian
bacon board or any other governmental body
and the British government, the British supply
board or any organization in Great Britain,
relating to the price to be paid for Canadian
exports of pork products to Great Britain, and
for the amount of such products to be shipped
to Great Britain. Also a copy of all letters,
telegrams,. correspondence, orders in council
and other documents exchanged between the
above mentioned governments or organizations
representing them, relating thereto.

LIVE OR DRESSED HOGS—PRICES TO FARMER
Mr. McGREGOR:

For a copy of all agreements entered into
between the government of Canada, the Cana-
dian Department of Agriculture, the Canadian
bacon board, or any other organization
appointed by the government of Canada and
the Canadian council of meat packers, or any
or all of the Canadian meat packing firms,
relating to the price to be paid the Canadian
farmer for live or dressed hogs. Also a copy
of all letters, telegrams, orders in council and
other documents in the possession of the
government, relating thereto.

SALE OF TUGS TO RUSSIA
Mr. CHURCH:

For a copy of all correspondence, letters,
telegrams, cables and agreements exchanged
between the government of Canada, the Soviet
government of Russia, the American Trading

[Mr. Senn.]

Corporation of New York, the Soviet govern-
ment representatives in America and Sincennes-
McNaughton Tugs, Limited, of Montreal, or
any other corporations or persons, regarding
the sale of two tugs or ice breakers known as
the Bonsecours and the Bon Voyage, of Mont-
real, to Russia for use as ice breakers for war
and commercial purposes, including all corre-
spondence of the Department of External
Affairs on the matter, along with protests
received by that department in connection
therewith.

CANADIAN BACON BOARD
Mr. McGREGOR:

For a copy of the order in council which
provided for the appointment of a Canadian
bacon board, along with a statement showing
the power conferred upon such board.

YUKON TERRITORY—PROSECUTION OF CHIROPRACTOR
Mr. BLACK (Yukon):

For a copy of all letters, telegrams, corre-
spondence, communications and other documents
exchanged between all officials and employees
in any department of the government in Yukon
Territory and elsewhere in 1939 and 1940, con-
cerning a chiropractor in said territory and
the prosecution of said chiropractor.

WAR SUPPLIES—ORDERS FOR CLOTHING
Mr. ESLING: :

For a return showing all orders for clothing
(including uniforms, underwear, socks and
boots) issued by the National Defence Depart-
ment and/or the War Supply Board during the
months of June, July, August and September,
1939, with the date of the order and time of
delivery; also the name of the party who
negotiated with the department and/or the
board for the order, and the name of the party
or firm to whom the order was issued; also the
number of units and the price per unit, and
the total amount of the order; also stating
whether the order was in the form of a con-
tract or direct order.

PRODUCTION IN CANADA OF AEROPLANES AND
AEROPLANE PRODUCTS

Mr. ADAMSON:

For a copy of all letters, telegrams and other
memoranda_between the Curtiss-Wright Aero-
plane and Motor Corporation and the director
of aircraft supply, the War Supply Board and
the Department of National Defence offering
to manufacture aeroplanes and aeroplane prod-
ucts in Canada; also a copy of memoranda sub-
mitted to the director of aircraft supply during
December, 1939, in connection with the subject.

Mr. ADAMSON:

For a copy of all correspondence, letters,
telegrams, and memoranda, exchanged between
officials of the United Aircraft Corporation or
any of its subsidiaries in Canada, more par-
ticularly the Canadian Pratt and Whitney,
and officials of the National Defence Depart-
ment and the War Supply Board during 1938
and 1939 in regard to the manufacture of aero-
planes, acrial motors and other aeroplane prod-
ucts in Canada by the said companies.
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Subversive Activities

EMERGENCY POWERS

INQUIRY AS TO POSSIBLE CONSCRIPTION OF LABOUR
AND WEALTH AS INTRODUCED TO-DAY
IN BRITAIN

On the orders of the day:

Hon. R. B. HANSON (Leader of the
Opposition) : Mr. Speaker, before the orders
of the day are called I should like to direct
a question to the Prime Minister (Mr.
Mackenzie King). At to-day’s sitting of
the British parliament, in view of the
emergency conditions existing, there was
introduced and enacted into law a bill giving
the government sweeping emergency powers
with respect to the control of persons, wealth
and property. May I ask the Prime Minister
if he and the administration have given con-
sideration to the necessity and the desirability
of the government in Canada having similar
authority ?

Right Hon. W. L. MACKENZIE KING
(Prime Minister): Mr. Speaker, I have not
seen the text of the bill referred to, and I
presume my hon. friend has given to the
house what came over the press wires this
morning. I may say that this government has
given consideration to measures of a sweeping
character that may be necessary; but beyond
saying that I cannot say more until I have
seen the United Kingdom legislation itself.

RURAL FAIRS

PROTEST AGAINST WITHDRAWAL OF
FEDERAL GRANTS

On the orders of the day:

Mr. ROBERT FAIR (Battle River): Mr.
Speaker, may I read to the Minister of
Agriculture (Mr. Gardiner) a telegram I have
just received. It is dated at Vermilion,
Alberta, May 21, and is in the following
words:

Vermilion agricultural society have sent to-
day to Hon. Mr. Gardiner telegram protesting
against withdrawal of federal grant to B TFairs.
Heavy obligations already contracted in antici-
pation of grant will mean serious loss to society
and discontinuance of fair against which
farmers are protesting. Asking that grant be
continued for this year and agree to its being
withheld next year or for continuance of war.

Some hon. MEMBERS: Order.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member has read
the contents of the telegram; he should now
state his question.

Mr. FAIR: I thought it better to read the
telegram first. My question is this: Will the
government be good enough to reconsider this

question and place a vote in the estimates,
so that these grants may be paid at least
during this year?

Hon. J. G. GARDINER (Minister of
Agriculture) : Full information with regard
to grants to fairs will be given when the
estimates are brought down, within the next
few days.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE

PROCEDURE RESPECTING QUESTIONS ASKED ON
THE ORDERS OF THE DAY

On the orders of the day:

Right Hon. W. L. MACKENZIE KING
(Prime Minister): Arising out of what has
just been read to the house may I suggest to
hon. members that where possible they refrain
from asking, on the orders of the day, ques-
tions of which the government has had no
prior notice. If questions are not very im-
portant and the answers are not imperative,
I would ask that hon. members have them
inserted on the order paper, and thereby save
a considerable amount of time.

Mr, FAIR: I had given notice to the
Minister of Agriculture this morning.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: I was aware
that the hon. member had given notice to
the minister, but I doubt very much whether
the question he has just put was important
enough to warrant taking up, particularly at
this very critical moment, the amount of time
it has taken for him to read the telegram.

SUBVERSIVE ACTIVITIES

SUGGESTED INTERNMENT OF ENEMY SYM-
PATHIZERS—RECENT DEVELOPMENTS IN FRANCE

On the orders of the day:

Hon, H. A. BRUCE (Parkdale): I wish to
ask a question of the Minister of Justice (Mr.
Lapointe). In view of the serious situation
which has developed in France since the
minister gave his reply to my question on
Monday last, will the minister please tell the
house if he is now prepared to take a more
realistic view of the situation and take
immediate steps—

An hon. MEMBER: Sit down.
Some hon. MEMBERS: Order.

Mr. LAPOINTE (Quebec East):
you—for the lecture.

Thank
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National Defence—Home Guards

COMMONS

NATIONAL DEFENCE

RESPECTING PROVISION FOR
GUARDS IN MUNICIPALITIES

On the orders of the day:

Mr. T. L. CHURCH (Broadview): Mr.
Speaker, I should like to ask a question
which I believe would refer to the depart-
ments under the supervision of the Minister
of National Defence (Mr, Rogers) and the
Minister of Justice and Attorney General of
Canada (Mr. Lapointe).. I have before me a
large number of requests from municipalities
throughout Canada indicating that they would
like in days such as these to have the pro-
tection of a home guard, and they want to
know whether the government will give the
necessary statutory authority to act and
organize. If action were taken I believe
amendments would be required to the criminal
code; or it could be through the War Mea-
sures Act or the Militia Act. In this way the
home guards would be given official recogni-
tion and would be in a position to give very
valuable service in the municipalities in the
matter of home defence and cooperate fully
in that regard with the federal authority.

Hon. NORMAN McL. ROGERS (Minister
of National Defence): Mr. Speaker, the
matter to which my hon. friend refers is
receiving the attention of the departments
concerned.

INQUIRY HOME

CREATION OF AIR MINISTRY—ADDITIONAL DEPUTY
MINISTERS FOR MILITARY, NAVAL AND
AIR SERVICES

Right Hon. W. L. MACKENZIE KING
(Prime Minister) moved the second reading of
Bill No. 15, to amend the Departm