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SENATORS OF CANADA

ACCORDING TO SENIORITY

JANUARY 27, 1943

THE HONOURABLE THOMAS VIEN, SPEAKER
(succeeding the Honourable George Parent, who died December 14, 1942.)

SENATORS DESIGNATION POST OFFICE ADDRESS
THE HONOURABLE
Rurus HENRY POPR. o1 7. oo v ot v s Bedford i oo veiis Cookshire, Que.
HRNESEI), SMUTIE o i, v iese «esss| Wentworth..... SRR ‘Winona, Ont.
JAMES J. DONNELLY .. ¢ i iasineeses South Bruee........ .. Pinkerton, Ont.
CHARLES PHILIPPE BEAUBIEN. . ..c0vvuun.. Montarville.:. .. ... .. Montreal, Que.
CHARLES B TARNER ... ... o ivriioveinn Mo [ o Lot e ST R Pictou, N.S.
THOMAS JEAN BOURQUE......covveneeeses Richibucto......... ...| Richibucto, N.B.
GEORGE HENRY BARNARD. . ...vvuivennannns WVietoria...v.cicawsnss| Viectoria, B.C.
EDWARD MICHENER. ....c0v0eeeesssns oo onliled-Teer e oo ...+« Calgary, Alta,
WILLIAM JAMES HARMER. . . .ooeevveocens Edmonionis et Edmonton, Alta.
P1eRRE EpoUARD BLonDIN, P.C............| Laurentides....... S St. Frangois du Lac, Que.
GERALD VERNER WHITE, C.B.E........... Pembrokel . 0 i veas Pembroke, Ont.
S PHOMAS CHAPAIS, K B, it oo viviians Grandville. .. ... .04 Quebec, Que.
JOHN ANTHONY McDONALD........... vasslrBhediatsy o e Shediac, N.B.
WiLLiAM A. GRIESBACH, C.B,,CM.G.......| Edmonton............ Edmonton, Alta.
JAMES A; CALDER, PIC.c. 0. do o i i s BRlldoats 1250 soioine Regina, Sask.
ROBERT P GREEN .:.... ... AT L Senl ISOOLENAY .. G50 oo évatos Vietoria, B.C.
FRANK B. BLACK........ N S G S b Westmorland.......... Sackville, N.B.
ARTHUR CLHARDY, PO, Lol s coves) Beedy, LT foiussiny | Brodkville, Ont.
ONESIPHORE TURGEON......co0veveaes .| Gloucester............ Bathurst, N.B.
SirR ALLEN BrisTOL AYLESWORTH, P.C.,

(o8| e B TR e e e e S North York. ... .00 Toronto, Ont.
CLIFFORD W. ROBINSON......... iie e u s menl MONEEORR S va ki A Moncton, N.B.
CREELMAN MACARTHUR. . cevveennss Aoy Prines ool 0d ...| Summerside, P.E.I.
WILLIAM ASHBURY BUCHANAN...... oo vl Do 1 S D T e e Lethbridge, Alta.
ArTHUR BLiss Copr, P.C...... Vel st Westmorland.......... Sackville, N.B,
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SENATORS OF CANADA

SENATORS

DESIGNATION

POST OFFICE ADDRESS

THE HONOURABLE

JOHN PATRICK MOBLOY. .. ocoiusesasoscnns
DANIEL T, Rud@y . - S iioie s AR R X
WhLiAM H . MOGUIRE S . ... 3 ik 405,
DORAT RAYMOND. S60ii isias o oisivn soasnss
EDOAR 8. TOTTEE .« s chah Seeisnirrsnsss
GUSTAVE LACASSE. . ..+ vveesssvsns SRR

WALTER B FOSTER; PaCo s v cuiin s apisvivvis
HANCE J.LOGAN........ TRt L

CATRINE R, WILSON. ¢ . vviiainenii e v ERA
JAMES MURDOCK, PO . .coicceains Tl
JULES-EDOUARD PREVOST. .. . .t vcninnsoanas
JoaN EWEN SINCLAIR, P.C...ccivt civvin.
SAMEs HoKInG, PO .0, doiviiisi A o

ARTHBUR MARCOTTE .. . idanssissoiunseeise
ALEXANDER D. MCRAE,C.B.......cccuuutn

CHARLES COLQUHOUN BALLANTYNE, P.C....
WiLLIAM HENRY DENNIS.......... Pt r
JOHN ALEXANDER MACDONALD. . .cveuvecens
BOUOIEN: MORATN, ol antessisie oiniasnied
V51T 611 o bR SO TR SR S e ik
RALPH BYRON HORNER.....ccccocovsnvanss
WALTER MORLEY ASELTINE, . scvtesovsccns

THOMAS CANTLEY .. svesses TE e e Souee

PRLIX P QUINN G nevedsle e S Pe
JOHTi P BOBICHEA i v ie/s Givis win s o 5
JoHN A. MACDONALD, P.C............ S
DONALD SUTHERLAND, P.C..voicvvicioees :

IVA CAMPBRLL FALEIB S v i s s s visioieisresoois

GRORGE B JONBE; P.0'. v sviis sodiv oo aiona
ABTRUR SAUVE, POl osvivai S ois oo
ANTOINE J. LEGRB. o s cinoonesivnnsaenn
BESTANMIN B SMITH ... 00 coeevleosavas

HERBY AcMULLING .00 o i aals A
JORNTRARG i e R
EvekNE PaAquET, PC...........

ssessssce

WHLLIAM DORE . ol o fi i ivanes P bt

Provencher...s..vee.ed
High River...... Seend
Bast: Yorlei i1 00 c0ins
De la Valli¢re........
10703 (i) i S IO S PN
DT VAR
SaintJohn, v+ vy
Cumberland. ., .cocisoas
Roekeliffe. . as0:ei0vs
Parkdalest: ciicvaviy s,
Mille Tlesc: . ooinscuiis
Qdeen s (LwL i ian s
Kootenay East........ i
PORteix. . s e
Vancouveri.,snvoosven
5- U L TR R e R
Halitax:: siswinesieen

Richmond—
West Cape Breton....
LaiSalle. vl oo

Ottawa Hast. oo ot o5
Saskatchewan North...

West Central
Saskatchewan.......
New Glasgow..........

Bedford-Halifax.......
Dighy-Clare. ... c..q...
Eardigai G55 v i e
Oxfovd s i iori e

Peterborough..........

‘Winnipeg, Man.
High River, Alta.
Toronto, Ont.
Montreal, Que.
London, Ont.
Tecumseh, Ont.
Saint John, N.B.
Parrsboro, N.S.
Ottawa, Ont.
Ottawa, Ont.

St. Jérome, Que.
Emerald, P.E.I.
Victoria, B.C.
Ponteix, Sask.
Vancouver, B.C.
Montreal, Que.
Halifax, N.S.

St. Peters, Cape Breton, N.8
Quebec, Que.
Ottawa, Ont.
Blaine Lake, Sask.
Rosetown, Sask.
New Glasgow, N.S.
Bedford, N.S.
Maxwellton, N.S.
Cardigan, P.E.L
Ingersoll, Ont.

R. R. No. 3, Peterborough,
Ap(gﬁ;'qui, N.B.
Qutremont, Que.
Moncton, N.B.
East Florenceville, N.B.
Winnipeg, Man.
Winnipeg, Man.
St. Romuald, Que.
Lunenburg, N.S.




SENATORS OF CANADA

SENATORS DESIGNATION POST OFFICE ADDRESS
THE HONOURABLE
JOEN W.DE B, FABRIS: .icivvissson ....| Vancouver South......| Vancouver, B.C.
ADRIAN K. HUGESSEN........ e Inkerman............. Montreal, Que.
NORMAN P. LAMBERT. ..cucueneeanensss.| OttAWa.ccoieieeio. .l Ottawa, Ont.

DUNCAN MCL. MARSHALL. . ccooccsccsncs

3. FPERNAND BATARD 7 (o i v vavesissias Sietala
ARTHUR LUCIEN BEAUBIEN. .ccccoesecese
JOEN. ). BTEVENBON s cisisiois cs coissornvas
ARISTIDE BLATS. oo s esas R ety e
DONALD MAOLENNAN ¢.0cvsosoionsersass -
CHARLES BENJAMIN HOWARD....covvuvn.
IR BEATREGARD <ot oaisvense S
ATHANASE DAVID. 5 so o s iionsanssesan
EpoUArRD CHARLES ST-PERE........ R
SALTER ADRIAN HAYDEN.....o000ceeonens
NorRMAN MCLEOD PATERSON........c.c..
WiLLtaAM JAMES HUSHION........ Ssene
JOSEPH ' JAMES DTEEUS: s s isiaisisissinissies s
WitttaAM DauMm Eurer, PC............
LEON MERCIER GOUIN....cccvcenvss S
(Speaker)

PR DU=TTREMBLAY S vvs s cajasvion i vads

TraOMAS VIEN

WILLIAM  RUPERT DAVIEB ... :ciccvoss

JOSEEIT, I BENOH - a5 s te e sniis

e ey e
De la Durantaye......
St. Jean Baptiste.....
Prince Albert ........
Bt Albert. avoi tvies

De Lanaudiére........
Toronto..ivevs S
Thunder Bay... . s
Victoria
Peterborough West. ...
Wiaterlool Liis i i
De Salaberry

De Lorimier

Repentigny ..........

Kmgaton - oh v,

TAmeOS Tl oo oot

Toronto, Ont.
L’Islet, Que.
St. Jean Baptiste, Man.
Regina, Sask.
Edmonton, Alta.
Margaree Forks, N.S.
Sherbrooke, Que.
Montreal, Que.
Montreal, Que.
Montreal, Que.
Toronto, Ont.

Fort William, Ont.
Westmount, Que.
Peterborough, Ont.
Kitchener, Ont.
Montreal, Que.
Montreal, Que.
Montreal, Que.
Kingston, Ont.

St. Catharines, Ont.




SENATORS OF CANADA

ALPHABETICAL LIST

JANUARY 27, 1943

SENATORS DESIGNATION POST OFFICE ADDRESS
THE HONOURABLE

ASELTINE, W.M....ccouuen TR West Central

Saskatchewan.......| Rosetown, Sask.
AYLESWORTH, SIR ALLEN, P.C., K.C.M.G....| North York........... Toronto, Ont.
BALLANTYNE, C.C.,, P.C....... e e Alfia it Montreal, Que.
BARNARD, G- H .. ol il Yictotip o . oveis s Victoria, B.C.
BRAUBYEN, Av L miaai b S St. Jean Baptiste..... St. Jean Baptiste, Man.
BEAUBIEN; C. Pl tiveains i e Montarville........... Montreal, Que.
BEAUREGARD, BIE. v it vacsevsaaosos Rougemont......... ...| Montreal, Que.
BENCH, JOSEPH Jiovi viiil moaiviisis 157 (] A e R R St. Catharines, Ont.
BrkOx B o e Westmorland.......... Sackville, N.B.
Prdae ARISTIDRUS i i G st i StiAlbert o o Edmonton, Alta.
Broxnrn, PoRlE PG Ggs i dosisnas | Eaurentides. . oo iovvni St. Francois du Lac, Que.
BoOURQUE, PO o s e s e Richibucto....coveeees Richibucto, N.B.
BUcoANAN, W Al i sl S aliaa Lethbridge. .. ovoanens Lethbridge, Alta.
CALDER, J. A, PG iiiiciieiid P o Soltehlite, s d ahvs st Regina, Sask.
CANTERY, THOMAS -, .. s aiisddasss oo New Glasgow....covnn. New Glasgow, N.S.
CrapAls, SITR THOMAS K. B.. ... 0 oaies GEanAVIIIe, oo e vnr o Quebec, Que.
Gobr A B PC.. i il Westmorland......... Sackville, N.B.
B3y DFe UL OBNE R s e DS S O S Ottawa Bast. . iooiavas Ottawa, Ont.
DAVID, ATHANASE. s.c. e cosis snospesses Borel o Montreal, Que.
Davies, WILLIAM RUPERT.............. G e R Kingston, Ont.
Denmrs. Wa Hy oo s ain HalfaS to.iivsaiiase s Halifax, N.S.
TONNEILE Jod s cainanciios casmen obis South Bruce.......... Pinkerton, Ont.
Do WIEIAM . .o ol i FUreHBULE. o s oiaaiia Lunenburg, N.S.
PURIUS, d. J.. . coace, s A ....| Peterborough West...| Peterborough, Ont.
PO APREMRIAY Pe R st Repentigny = .. oo Montreal, Que.
Homer, WD -PCSGicioniavasaaia Waterlon. . . cuvde i Kitchener, Ont.
FARARD - . Bl i viaiiaii .. | De la Durantaye...... L’Islet, Que.
Farris, IvA CAMPBELL......... caieaniss o Peterborough. . v coves R. R. No. 3, Peterborough,

Ont.
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SENATORS OF CANADA

SENATORS

DESIGNATION

POST OFFICE ADDRESS

THE HONOURABLE

Farris, J. W.bE B.......
Fostre, W B, PO Lo 0l
COUTN T s NEE s e e e T
GREERSII B e s
GRIESBACH, W.A,C.B,CMG............
M A ORN e s s o
HARDY A Lo B G cosi v v nonis

HARMER Witdl i iviiasasisvssevssiis
5 0. 2 on, ol o B VL SO AR e g

HORNER R Bt e il i, o o A
HOWARDaBlp iy itnd e i S

1 BTl o o o N R N A
SRy L ) e SN S S S R

JONESTCIRURGE B, PIU. -0 i
SN R e e s
LA ORERE G o e s o b s v
LAMBERT, NoRMAN P..........
LEGRR ANTOINE L Vel 0 eids eisiesivis
187 w0 w5 TR i e O S SR e S
LOGANEEIIT i v it s e
MAORWPEUR Ol s cdisiinilvivete s
M AUDONATDRTC I i vt sl a e s o miare
MACDONALD, JORN A, PiC.vsiiivenvannnnn.
MACLENNAN, DONALD........cccs.
MABOONI A S D el e
MARSHALL, DUNCAN MCL...coveuoeanens
MODORAEDJEA e S i e e
MOGUIRESW (Hc s s o i
MORAE, AL DG = R et
MICHENER, 2000 G svios st awh s monis v se s o
MOLroy,d. P o i e e
MORAUD A bs o e e
IMULIANSOHENRY A e s v i
MURDOCK, JAMES, P.C. covviarcss STt
Paquer, Eveing, P.C...... Lo Snts s b
PATERBONC N Mo S 8 e onias Sl

Vancouver South......
BRint Iohny o
De Salaberry ........

O OENaY o ot s

Bdmonton. iz v

Torento, . ...l caueilnn
Saskatchewan North...
Wellington, ..ol o ol

Thkermin . 55 D

Richmond—
West Cape Breton. ..
Gardigatics oo o0

Margaree Forks.......

PONteI s I

LaSalles il s
Mavguette:. .. ... ...
Barkdale, o000
LABZONG L 5 saiesmsiniss

Thunder Bay.........

Bediordy comiisiaty

Vancouver, B.C.
Saint John, N.B.
Montreal, Que.
Vietoria, B.C.
Edmonton, Alta.
Winnipeg, Man.
Brockville, Ont,
Edmonton, Alta.
Toronto, Ont.
Blaine Lalke, Sask.
Sherbrooke, Que.
Montreal, Que.
Westmount, Que.
Apohaqui, N.B.
Victoria, B.C.
Tecumseh, Ont,
Ottawa, Ont.
Moncton, N.B.
London, Ont.
Parrsboro, N.S.
Summerside, P.E.I.

St. Peters, Cape Breton, N.S.

Cardigan, P.E.I.
Margaree Forks, N.S.
Ponteix, Sask.
Toronto, Ont.
Shediac, N.B.
Toronto, Ont.
Vancouver, B.C.
Calgary, Alta.
‘Winnipeg Man.
Quebec, Que.
Winnipeg, Man.
Ottawa, Ont.

St. Romuald, Que.
Fort William, Ont.
Cookshire, Que.




SENATORS OF CANADA

SENATORS DESIGNATION POST OFFICE ADDRESS
THE HONOURABLE

PRVOST T B RS T Mille Iles...cooeeevses St. Jérdome, Que.

QuINN:FE Pl s s Bedford-Halifax......| Bedford, N.S.

BavMoND ot 2 e e sy Dela Valliére......... Montreal, Que.

Bupy DB e High River............ High River, Alta.

ROBIGHEAE T LR i o cinviineivsvvon Digby-Clare.....c..... Maxwellton, N.S.

BORENAON O Wr oo e iviinens Monecton.....cooennnn. Moncton, N.B.

SAUVE, ARTHUR, P.C...oocvvvenn e Rigaud......ooiennnn Outremont, Que.

StncnAle J B B0 .| Queen’s......ciunnennn Emerald, P.EIL

SHRIE. e Victoria-Carleton...... East Florenceville, N.B.

Saenet Bi D el s veeveesd Wentworth...........| Winona, Ont.

STRVENSON, J. Jiivisoienssnns A Prince Albert......... Regina, Sask.

STPERE, B Q.. o ieie s aniluiiG ...| De Lanaudiére........ Montreal, Que.

SUTHERLAND, DORALD, P.C...oi.vveuvnnss Oxford.....o.coneveen Ingersoll, Ont.

TANNER C.B.. i i aiiiviiieisiiaisvana PIckbUl s v i, sio sl Picton, N.8,

TURGEON. O v s i ciiin v e naisvnision Sivimmaies s Gloucester............ Bathurst, N.B.

Vien, TaomAs (Speaker).............. De  Lorimer. . .st.is Montreal, Que.

WHITE, G. V, CBE...c.cccciiiiieneee. Pembroke.. ... svasai Pembroke, Ont.

WiLsoN, CAIRINE R.....cccovveeeene S ilcRockeliffe s ciityod Ottawa, Ont.




BY PROVINCES

SENATORS OF CANADA

ONTARIO—24
SENATORS POST OFFICE ADDRESS
THE HONOURABLE
1. EaNgsw D SMERH = oo o0 e e s s e St e Winona.
9 James ] DORNEEEY S0 o0 o e i e ok Pinkerton.
3 GERALD: VERNERUWEHTLE, "OBBL . vl C v iiienanos vunidamsios Pembroke.
4 ARTRUR O HARSY TR i s R TSl Brockville.
5 Sir ALLEN BristoL AYLESWORTH, P.C, KCMG............. Toronto.
6 WILLIAI;I H = MEGUIRIE. . co ot it e e sl e Toronto.
72 D11 T S B K11 A 0l e e e s e R b i s G U London.
8 GUSTAVE LACASSE..... Sl e e e L S RS Tecumseh.
O aRINEE R S WIEESON . o Sl A R e e e Ottawa.
N0 AR M RIOOR e T s e lie i it e s Ottawa.
R R BT R QR o RS e e e B S e D R e s Ottawa.
12 - DOoNATH SUIIERCAMD C I {0 o e R e Ingersoll.
R e e R e e R. R. No. 3, Peterborough.
TANDRMAN B B AN RER L il o i i vl it bt o ns o Ottawa.
16 DokeaR Mol aBRARRRARL: (. o T e S e e Toronto.
16 SALTER ADRIA‘N HAYDEN: o s e e e Toronto.
17 Noxyman - Mcrrop - PATBRSON -~ =i i, paiin i Fo e s Fort William.
18 Jostepr JAMES DORRUSE o0 5 Lt sl s L e Peterborough.
19 Winrzanm DAum BULER, P.CIi i i i viviaisnanes Kitchener.
20- Wiantaaxm e RupeRs " DAVIEH (o0 L s aiias s o et b Kingston.
24 JospPH S BRNCH R S e e e St. Catharines.
D A O T i s s e e
P T R m N e G e T TR S Bt e W i s sl e OB T DS R
24

%1



xii SENATORS OF CANADA

QUEBEC—24
ELECTORAL
SENATORS DIVISION POST OFFICE ADDRESS
Tae HONOURABLE
8863 S o7 o ogs B = I oo s R S R g Bediard oo o0l s Cookshire.
2 CHARLES PHILIPPE BEAUBIEN........ Montaxville. ... .50 Montreal.
3 Pierre Epouarp Browpin, P.C....... Laurentides. ... .oneeen St. Francois du Lae.
4 Sik THOMAS CHAPAIS, KB........... Grandyille, ... oo i Quebec.
SDONAT RAVMOND o o DelaVallitre.ooo0. 00, Montreal.
6 JULES-EDOUARD PREVOST............. Mille-Hlesissicn i ivns St. Jérdme.
7' CHARLES C. BALLANTYNE, P.C....:. .- Alma i & o L Montreal.
8 TGO ERIOR AU o 50 s fiaihes oo ai ooty EaSalla. .. o Viius Quebec.
O ARTHER SAUVE, BP.O st it BIatdr il o iy s Outremont.
10 BoaRNE PAQUET, PO s voin ey IBNZON: sl ve deinanitins St. Romuald.
Tl ADREAR I HGRSEENR = s o4 Inkerman. s, iy oot Montreal.
12 . EERNAND' HARKRD. 30 L0 e i De la Durantaye..... L’Islet.
13 CHARLES BENJAMIN HOWARD........ Wellington. ... «..h s Sherbrooke.
4 Bran - BEAUBKGARD von e e e deisasiots Rougemont........... Montreal.
I5 ATHANARR S DUVID C e Sorals o oot iii o Montreal.
16 EpouarD CHARLES ST-PERE.......... De Lanaudiére........ Montreal.
17 WiLLiAM JaMES HUSHION.......... NICEOPIR G, ot e i Westmount.
18 LEoN MERCIER GOUIN,.............. e Salgberry i 00, Montreal.
19 VieN, THOMAS (SPEAKER).......... De Lorimier ........ Montreal.
20 DI PREMBEAY 0P TR S L Repentigny ..o 0., 0. Montreal.
D s e e |t B s el I Y M T S e g
B SR e G i o S T A e i R S R R e e e el
L S R e TS A [ S et s R s o o e S RS B O
2 S S bR e e e B e Ay e e A e U S EReA U SRS B R S




SENATORS OF CANADA

x1il

NOVA SCOTIA—10

SENATORS POST OFFICE ADDRESS
THE HONOURABLE
1 CTAREER R A R . o o b s e s s salb b s sd caibeniien e Pictou.
2 ANBREY STIOGAN Sl oo v ik St iy s sssnnbssisasinsivasss Parrsboro.
BVEr AN HOSDRNIING 0. S s i o sh s s s niaiinn cainiiem Halifax.
4o JORN AT NI RGHONALD) (o L e e s e s i s h el St. Peters, Cape Breton.
BaTHONM AR OANDPEIG . o5l s s s s s L el New Glasgow.
R T A e e R e e E e S e e R Bedford.
oHN Lo B ROBICHEAD . | i s aa s s o S ds vl e Maxwellton.
SOWIEIYAN CDUHR o i s s s sl S e e Lunenburg.
0 DONALD: MACLENIANG (it i ovons danininsnss cosiie oh s v Margaree Forks,
2 (1S S TR e U B s Sl s P RS SO e e Tt S sy Pl B e S S SO QN
NEW BRUNSWICK—I10
THE HONOURABLE
T P HOMAS W TEANBOUROUR s oot o U e s oo ies dsiab s e s ol Richibucto.
2 JOHN ANTHONY MODONALD (& 500l i avtnilenicsn oo s sa ia s ieta Shediac.
SaBRANE BN OI . s e s e e e i S Sackville.
4 ONBAIPHOBE N ORGEON. ' (L, 05 e suls s i s daie o8 IS Ry ek siseslats Bathurst.
D LI TORDIVY CIROBEEONIC, L Vi i i v e arate s e s s o i VA s e lore 400 Moncton.
GavTHUR BIBS COMW B0 (o0 it it i i d e e s v o Sackville.
7 WALTER =N Holmme (PO T e B e v e e e e e Saint John,
SUGTORE BIIONRES P O v cin i sl soice Sat i e avabievied Apohaqui.
9 ANPOINE J . L BORR it i i s iis i iosaissadednsoansng Moncton.
10 BENTAMIN KU BMIRH ot S il s el e s ks a6 b0 East Florenceville.
PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND—4
THE HONOURABLE
1 CORERLAMAN " MASGARTHOR. o ool i i s saaant saetsiosn Summerside.
2 " JOBRN EWEN SINGEARE PO, i l0 G aimve sl s d 4y e “+..| Emerald.
S Joan A MAcHONAID, PO (. oo i s e e Cardigan.




v SENATORS OF CANADA

BRITISH COLUMBIA—6

SENATORS POST OFFICE ADDRESS

THE HONOURABLE
1 GEORGE HENRY BARNARD. . .. covuiessunessonuiinnsivesssbowarmasss: Victoria.
O ROBERT B L GREBNTTN esta s i Gl isns a s S ameirss s s sesives s manlee Victoria.
S PAMES B RIRG 12 O e el S S 8 ek mbe Victoria.
4 ALEXANDER D. MORAE, CB:svoovoiicscssvasivass B TR Vancouver.
SLJOIMRF W DE B - FARRIS . o s Soiiis i air s s a s e eae Vancouver.
[ e e e R e T e e T o

MANITOBA—6

THE HONOURABLE
O N D AT RO E NIOLTOY s s vs v s b e s o o o shimte 5o o ‘Winnipeg.
RN A SN IND e s e L e e s s ol e S Winnipeg.
s e B S R e T s o O e Winnipeg.
] R B ANBIIN S st s SR SRS SR e St. Jean Baptiste.
B T e B R O S R e e S S 48
e S SR S S e S S e e 0

SASKATCHEWAN—6

THE HONOURABLE
1 JamEs A, CALDER, P.C..oovvniiiiiniiiiiiiiiiiiiiennan, Regina.
2EARTHURNEARCOMIR GGG, Sl oo e s st s o o Ponteix.
SERALPIECE CH ORNER Sl e D i S il v e e s s e e Blaine Lake.
ANNATTR N A BBLTINE L 3 5 L0 s innios e lsvarn e sois s o lt alois Rosetown.
IS FREIRE Sl oy G LRSS SRR S SR e e e Regina.
L iy oA s DS R g S i e SR e A

ALBERTA—6

THE HONOURABLE
T EDWARD MICHENER: . . o iy sl st se s sms st dielsiataue Calgary.
2 WITEIAM JAMES HARMER 5 000000 tea o sidii i sioiele ol wialals sl Edmonton.
S IWIEEIAM A GRrEspaon; CBEOCMG s i amiia i sasnsvents Edmonton.
4 WILLTAM ASHBURY BUCHANAN ... lieecoiinsiocesnsecosasensoss Lethbridge.
DDA B RIEIEY 2 e S e e R d s S High River.
6 ARISTIDE DLATIS. .. 1. . iicesnhsioorssninissibiossssmassessess Edmonton.




CANADA

The Debates of the Senate

OFFICIAL REPORT

THE SENATE

Speaker: Hon. GEORGE PARENT

Thursday, January 22, 1942.

The Parliament of Canada having been
summoned by Proclamation of the Governor
General to meet this day for the dispatch of
business:

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

the Speaker

Prayers.

OPENING OF THE SESSION
The Hon. the SPEAKER informed the
Senate that he had received a communication
from the Governor General’s Secretary,
informing him that His Excellency the
Governor General would proceed to the

Senate Chamber to open the session of the
Dominion Parliament this day at three
o’clock.

The Senate adjourned during pleasure.

SPEECH FROM THE THRONE

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

Members of the House of Commons:

There no longer can be any question as to
the character and scope of the present war.
It is a world-wide conflict between irreconcil-
able forces. On every continent, including the
confines of our own, and on all oceans, forces
that aim at world domination oppose forces
that seek the preservation of freedom. In
every quarter of the globe, civilization is con-
fronted by savagery.

The conflict can have but one of two out-
comes. FEither tyranny, based on terror and
brutality, must be overthrown; or the free
peoples of the world, one and all, slowly but
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eventually, will be reduced to a state of bondage.
Upon the outcome depends, for generations, the
future well-being of mankind.

There are strong reasons for belief in the
overthrow of tyranny, and the ultimate triumph
of freedom. The Axis Powers, Germany, Italy
and Japan, now figcht as one. So do the peoples
of the British Commonwealth, of the United
States, Russia, China and the many other
nations that, on the first day of this new year,
united in a pact to fight together until victory
is achieved. The marshalhng of the free forces
of the greatest industrial nations in the world
makes clear the scale upon which the conflict
will now be waged on many fronts.

During the present session, opportunity will
be afforded for the fullest consideration and
discussion of Canada’s war effort, actual and
prospective. My advisers will submit to you the
measures deemed essential to our national
security, and for the prosecution of the war
to the utmost of our strength.

In accordance with the Government’s policy
of a total national effort for total war, you will
be asked to approve a balanced programme for
further increases in the armed forces and in
the production of munitions of war and of
foodstuffs. The increase in the armed forces
will involve an expansion of the establishment
of the Canadian army overseas. You will also
be asked, as an integral part of Canada’s direct
war effort, to approve a contribution to Britain
of vast quantities of munitions, foodstuffs and
supplies.

The Government’s policy of national selective
service will be extended, as generally and
rapidly as may be necessary, to effect the orderly
and efficient employment of the men and women
of Canada for the varied purposes of war.
You will be advised of the means the Govern-
ment proposes to adopt, to effect as complete
as possible a mobilization of the material
resources and manpower of the country in
direct furtherance of a total national effort.

My advisers believe that the magnitude and
balanced nature of Canada’s war effort is being
obscured and impaired by controversy concern-
ing commitments with respect to the methods
of raising men for military service which were
made prior to the spread of the war to all
parts of the world.

The Government is of the opinion that, at
this time of gravest crisis in the world’s hxstory,
the Administration, subject only to its responsi-
bility to Parhament should in this connection
and irrespective of any previous commitments,
possess complete freedom to act in accordance
with its judgment of the needs of the situation
as they may arise.

My Ministers accordingly will seek, from the
people, by means of a plebiscite, release from
any obligation arising out of any past commit-
ments restricting the methods of raising men
for military service.
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Members of the House of Commons:

You will be asked to make financial provision
on an unprecedented scale for the expansion and
maintenance of Canada’s armed forces and for
war production.

You will be asked to make financial provision
for implementing agreements with the provinces
to facilitate the orderly and equitable mobiliza-
tion of the financial resources of the country
to the utmost limit of its capacity.

Honourable Members of the Senate:

Members of the House of Commons:

I am confident that in no particular will the
Canadian people fail in the full discharge of
any of their great responsibilities. At this
time, when vision and wisdom are so greatly
needed in the affairs of the world, I pray that
Almighty God may guide and bless your
deliberations.

The House of Commons withdrew.

His Excellency the Governor General was
pleased to retire.

The sitting of the Senate was resumed.

RAILWAY BILL
FIRST READING

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

CONSIDERATION OF HIS
EXCELLENCY’S SPEECH

On motion of Right Hon. Mr. Dandurand,
it was ordered that the speech of His Excel-
lency the Governor General be taken into
consideration on Tuesday next.

COMMITTEE ON ORDERS AND
PRIVILEGES

Right Hon. Mr. DANDURAND moved:

That all the senators present during this
gession be appointed a committee to consider
the orders and customs of the Senate and
privileges of Parliament, and that the said
committee have leave to meet in the Senate
Chamber when and as often as they please.

The motion was agreed to.

COMMITTEE OF SELECTION

Right Hon. Mr. DANDURAND moved:

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

The motion was agreed to.
The Hon. the SPEAKER.

RIGHT HON. WINSTON CHURCHILL

MOTION TO INCORPORATE HIS ADDRESS IN
OFFICIAL REPORT OF DEBATES

Right Hon. RAOUL DANDURAND: Hon-
ourable senators, with the leave of the Senate,
I move: >

That the address which the Right Hon.
Winston S. Churchill, Prime Minister of Great
Britain, delivered before the members of the
Senate and of the House of Commons of Canada
in the Chamber of the House of Commons on
December 30, 1941, be included in the Debates
of the Senate and form part of the permanent
records of this Parliament.

I make this motion, similar to one carried
unanimously in the other House, because we
were present at the meeting on an equal
footing with the Commons, although it was

held in their Chamber.

Hon. C. C. BALLANTYNE: Honourable
senators, I take pleasure in seconding the
motion.

The motion was agreed to.

REPORT OF THE PROCEEDINGS

A meeting of Members of the Senate and
of the House of Commons was held in the
House of Commons Chamber, Ottawa, on
Tuesday, December 30, 1941, at 3 p.m.

Hon. James Allison Glen, Speaker of the
House of Commons, presided.

Mr. SPEAKER: Your Royal Highness,
Mr. Churchill, honourable members of the
Senate and of the House of Commons, ladies
and gentlemen: I would ask the Right Hon-
ourable Mackenzie King, the Prime Minister
of Canada, to introduce the Right Honour-
able Winston Churchill, the Prime Minister
of Britain.

Right Hon. W. L. MACKENZIE KING
(Prime Minister of Canada): Mr. Speaker,
honourable members of the Senate and of the
House of Commons, on behalf of the Govern-
ment and people of Canada I have the honour
this afternoon to renew the welcome already
extended from all parts of our country to the
Prime Minister of Britain, the Right Honour-
able Winston Churchill.

I desire to express to. Mr. Churchill the
thanks of the entire country for his visit to
Canada at this time. I thank him also for
having so kindly consented, while in our
capital city, to address the members of the
two Houses of Parliament, and to speak,
from this House of Commons Chamber, to
all the people of Canada.

I need not say to Mr. Churchill how un-
bounded is our admiration of the brave
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people of Britain. Nor need I tell him how
completely he is, to us, the personification
of Britain’s greatness. That greatness was
never more apparent than in this time of
gravest crisis in the history of the world.

I speak, Mr. Churchill, for all the members
of both Houses when I say that the Parlia-
ment of Canada was never more sure of its
ground than when, at the very beginning of
the war, it took its stand at the side of
Britain in her determination to thwart
aggression and to preserve freedom. Canada
was never prouder of that stand than to-
day, when, after sharing in arms for more
than two and a quarter years, with Britain
and other nations of the British Commonwealth
in the defence of freedom, she is honoured, as
we especially are this afternoon, by the presence
in her halls of Parliament of the man who, by
his clear vision, undaunted courage, inspired
utterance and heroic spirit, has given such in-
comparable leadership to the hosts of freedom.

Again I speak for all members of Parlia-
ment and for the Canadian people as a whole
when I say that we are unreservedly deter-
mined to maintain our stand at Britain’s side
and at the side of the other nations that
fight for freedom. In that determination we
are also resolved to put forth our utmost
effort until the day of ultimate triumph
over the evil forces that now seek to domi-
nate the world.

Mr. Churchill, it is the prayer of the people
of Canada that the Divine Power by which
yvour life has been guided and guarded amid
the perils and vicissitudes of war may con-
tinue to give you the vision, the wisdom
and the endurance required for your mighty
task. May you be spared to share in the
hour of victory the reward of your life’s
endeavours.

Mr. Speaker: the Prime Minister of Great
Britain, the Right Honourable Winston
Churchill.

Right Hon. WINSTON SPENCER
CHURCHILL (Prime Minister of Great
Britain): Mr. Speaker, members of the
Senate and members of the House of Com-
mons, it is with feelings of pride and en-
couragement that I find myself here in the
House of Commons of Canada, invited to
address the Parliament of the senior Domin-
ion of the Crown. I am very glad to see
again my old friend Mr. Mackenzie King,
for fifteen out of twenty years your Prime
Minister, and I thank him for the all too
complimentary terms in which he has referred
to myself.

I bring you, Mr. Speaker, the assurance
of goodwill and affection from everyone in
the Motherland. We are most grateful for
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all you have done in the common cause, and
we know that you are resolved to do what-
ever more is possible as the need arises
and as opportunity serves.

Canada, Sir, occupies a unique position in
the British Empire because of its unbreakable
ties with Britain and its ever-growing friend-
ship and intimate association with the United
States. Canada is a potent magnet, draw-
ing together those in the new world and
in the old whose fortunes are now united in
a deadly struggle for life and honour against
the common foe.

The contribution of Canada to the Imperial
war effort, in troops, in ships, in aircraft, in
food and in finance, has been magnificent. The
Canadian army now stationed in England has
chafed not to find itself in contact with the
enemy, but I am here to tell you that it
has stood and still stands in the key position
to strike at the invader should he land upon
our shores. In a few months, when the
invasion season returns, the Canadian army
may be engaged in one of the most frightful
battles the world has ever seen. Upon the
other hand their presence may help to deter
the enemy from attempting to fight such a
battle on British soil. Although, Sir, the
long routine of training and preparation is
undoubtedly trying to men who left prosper-
ous farms and businesses or other responsible
civil work, inspired by an eager and ardent
desire to fight the enemy, although this is
trying to high-mettled temperaments, the
value of the service rendered is unquestion-
able, and the peculiar kind of self-sacrifice
involved will, I am sure, be cheerfully or at
least patiently endured.

Sir, the Canadian Government has imposed
no limitation upon the use of the Canadian
army, whether upon the continent of Europe
or elsewhere, and I think it extremely un-
likely that this war will end without the
Canadian army coming to close quarters with
the Germans, as their fathers did at Ypres,
on the Somme, or on the Vimy Ridge.

Already, at Hong Xong, that beautiful
colony which the industry and mercantile
enterprise of Britain had raised from a desert
isle and made the greatest port of shipping
in the whole world—at Hong Kong, that
colony wrested from us for a time, until we
reach the peace table, by the overwhelming
power of the home forces of Japan, to which
it lay in proximity—at Hong Kong soldiers
of the Royal Rifles of Canada and the Win-
nipeg Grenadiers, under a brave officer whose
loss we mourn, have played a valuable part
in gaining precious days and have crowned
with military honour the reputation of their
native land.
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Another major contribution made by Can-
ada to the Imperial war effort is the wonder-
ful and gigantic Empire Training Scheme for
pilots for the Royal and Imperial Air Forces.
This has now been, as you know well, in
full career for nearly two years under con-
ditions free from all interference by the
enemy.

The daring youth of Canada, Australia and
New Zealand, together with many thousands
from the homeland, are perfecting their train-
ing under the best conditions, and we have
been assisted on a large scale by the United
States, many of whose training facilities have
been placed at our disposal. This scheme will
provide us in 1942 and 1943 with the highest
class of trained pilots, observers and air
gunners, in the numbers necessary to man
the enormous flow of aircraft which the fac-
tories of Britain, of the Empire and of the
United States are and will be producing.

I could, Sir, speak also on the naval
production of corvettes, and above all of
merchant ships, which is proceeding on a
scale almost equal to the building of the
United Kingdom, all of which Canada has
set on foot.

I could speak of many other activities, of
tanks, of the special forms of modern high-
velocity cannon, of the great supplies of raw
materials and many other elements essential
to our war effort, on which your labours are
ceaselessly and tirelessly engaged. But I must
not let my address to you become a catalogue.
I turn to less technical fields of thought.

Sir, we did not make this war. We did not
seek it. We did all we could to avoid it.
We did too much to avoid it. We went so
far in trying to avoid it as to be almost
destroyed by it when it broke upon us. But
that dangerous corner has been turned, and
with every month and every year that passes
we shall confront the evil-doers with weapons
as plentiful, as sharp and as destructive as
those with which they have sought to establish
their hateful domination.

I should like to point out to you, Mr.
Speaker, that we have not at any time asked
for any mitigation in the fury or malice of
the enemy. The peoples of the British Empire
may love peace. They do not seek the lands
or wealth of any country. But they are a
tough and hardy lot. We have not journeyed
all this way across the centuries, across the
oceans, across the mountains, across the
prairies, because we are made of sugar candy.

Look at the Londoners, the Cockneys. Look
at what they stood up to, grim and gay, with
their cry, “We can take it,” and their war-time
mood—“What is good enough for anybody is
good enough for us.”

We have not asked that the rules of the
game should be modified. We shall never
descend to the German and Japanese level;
but if anybody likes to play rough we can
play rough too. Hitler and his Nazi gang
have sown the wind; let them reap the whirl-
wind. Neither the length of the struggle nor
any form of severity which it may assume
shall make us weary or shall make us quit. I
have been all this week with the President of
the United States, that great man whom
destiny has marked for this climax of human
fortune. We have been concerting the united
pacts and resolves of more than thirty states
and nations to fight on in unity together and
in fidelity one to another, without any
thought except the total and final extirpation
of the Hitler tyranny, the Japanese frenzy and
the Mussolini flop.

There shall be no halting or half measures,
there shall be no compromise or parley. These
gangs of bandits have sought to darken the
licht of the world, have sought to stand
between the common people of all the lands
and their march forward into their inheritance;
they shall themselves be cast into the pit of
death and shame. And only when the earth
has been cleansed and purged of their crimes
and their villainy will we turn from the task
which they have forced upon us, a task which
we were reluctant to undertake, but which we
will now most faithfully and punctiliously
discharge.

Mr. Speaker, according to my sense of
proportion this is no time to speak of hopes
of the future or of the broader world which
lies beyond our struggles and our victory.
We have to win that world for our children.
We have to win it by our sacrifices. We have
not won it yet. The crisis is upon us. The
power of the enemy is immense. If we were
in any way to underrate the strength, the
resources or the ruthless savagery of that
enemy we should jeopardize not only our
lives—for they will be offered freely—but the
cause of human freedom and progress to
which we have vowed ourselves and all we
have. We cannot for a moment, Sir, afford to
relax. On the contrary, we must drive our-
selves forward with unrelenting zeal. In this
strange, terrible world war there is a place
for everyone, man and woman, old and young,
hale and halt. Service in a thousand forms is
open. There is no room now for the dilettante,
for the weakling, for the shirker or the
sluggard. The mine, the factory, the dockyard,
the salt sea waves, the fields to till, the home,
the hospital, the chair of the scientist, the
pulpit of the preacher—from the highest to
the humblest, the tasks all are of equal
honour. All have their part to play. The
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enemies ranged against us, coalesced and
combined against us, have asked for total war.
Let us make sure they get it.

That grand old minstrel, Harry Lauder—Sir
Harry Lauder, I should say, and no honour
was better deserved—had a song in the last
war which began:

If tve all look back o’er the history of the past,

We can just see where we are.

Let us then look back. Sir, we plunged
into this war all unprepared because we had
pledged our word to stand by the side of
Poland, which Hitler had feloniously invaded
and, in spite of a gallant resistance, had soon
struck down. There followed those astonishing
seven months which were called on this side
of the Atlantic the “phoney” war. Suddenly
the explosion of pent-up German strength and
preparation burst upon Norway, Denmark,
Holland and Belgium. All these absolutely
blameless neutrals, to most of whom Germany
up to the last moment was giving every kind
of guarantee and assurance, were overrun and
trampled down. The hideous massacre of
Rotterdam, where thirty thousand people
perished, showed the ferocious barbarism in
which the German air force revels when, as
in Warsaw and later Belgrade, it was able to
bomb practically undefended cities.

On top of all this came the great French
catastrophe. The French army collapsed and
the French nation was dashed into utter and,
as it has proved so far, irretrievable confusion.
The French Government had, at their own
suggestion, solemnly bound themselves with
us not to make a separate peace. It was
their duty, and it was also their interest, to
go to North Africa, where they would have
been at the head of the French Empire. In
Africa with our aid they would have had
overwhelming sea power; they would have
had the recognition of the United States, and
the use of all the gold they have lodged
beyond the seas. If they had done this, Italy
might have been driven out of the war before
the end of 1940, and France would have held
her place as a nation in the councils of the
Allies, and at the conference table of the
victors.

But their generals misled them. When I
warned them that Britain would fight on
alone, whatever they did, their generals told
their Prime Minister and his divided cabinet,
“In three weeks England will have her neck
wrung like a chicken.” Some chicken! Some
neck !

What a contrast, Sir, has been the behaviour
of the valiant, stout-hearted Dutch, who still
stand forth as a strong-living partner in the
struggle. Their venerated Queen and their
Government are in England. Their Princess

and her children have found asylum and
protection here in your midst. But the Dutch
nation are defending their Empire with dogged
courage and tenacity by land and sea and in
the air. Their submarines are inflicting a heavy
daily toll upon the Japanese robbers who have
come across the seas to steal the wealth of
the East Indies, and to ravage and exploit
their fertility and their civilization.

The British Empire and the United State.
are going to the aid of the Dutch. We are
going to fight out this new war against Japan
together. We have suffered together and we
shall conquer together. But the men of
Bordeaux, the men of Vichy—they would do
nothing like this. They lie prostrate at the
foot of the conqueror. They fawned upon
him. And what have they got out of it?
The fragment of France which was left to
them is just as powerless, just as hungry, as
the occupied regions themselves, and even
more miserable, because more divided. Hitler
plays from day to day a cat-and-mouse game
with these tormented men. One day he will
charge them a little less for holding their
countrymen down. Another day he will let
out a few thousand broken prisoners of war
from the million and a half or million and
three-quarters he has collected. Or, again, he
will shoot a hundred French hostages to give
them a taste of the lash. On these blows and
favours the Viechy Government have been
content to live from day to day. But even
this will not go on indefinitely. At any
moment it may suit Hitler’s plans to brush
them away. Their only guarantee is Hitler’s
good faith, which, as everyone knows, biteth
like the adder and stingeth like the asp.
Some Frenchmen there were who would not
bow their knees and who under General de
Gaulle have continued to fight at the side of
the Allies. They have been condemned to
death by the men of Vichy, but their names
will be held, and are being held, in increasing
respect by nine Frenchmen out of every ten
throughout the once happy, smiling land of
France.

But now, Sir, strong forces are at hand.
The tide has turned against the Hun. Britain,
which the men of Bordeaux thought and then
hoped would soon be finished, Britain, with
her Empire around her, carried the weight of
the war alone for a whole long year through
the darkest part of the valley. She is grow-
ing stronger every day. You can see it here
in Canada. Anyone who has the slightest

knowledge of our affairs is aware that very
soon we shall be superior in every form
of equipment to those who have taken us at
the disadvantage of being but half armed.
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The Russian armies under their warrior
leader Joseph Stalin are waging furious war
with increasing success along a thousand-
mile front of their invaded country. General
Auchinleck at the head of a British, South
African, New Zealand and Indian army is
striking down and mopping up the German
and Italian forces who had attempted the
invasion of Egypt. Not only, Sir, are they
being mopped up in the desert, but great
numbers of them have been drowned on the
way there by the British submarines and the
Royal Air Force, in which Australian
squadrons play their part. As I speak this
afternoon, an important battle is being fought
around Agedabia. We must not attempt to
prophesy its result, but I have good con-
fidence. Sir, all this fighting in Libya proves
that when our men have equal weapons in
their hands and proper support from' the air
they are more than a match for the Nazi
hordes.

In Libya as in Russia events of great im-
portance and of most hopeful import have
taken place. But, greatest of all, the
mighty republic of the United States has
entered the conflict, and entered it in a man-
ner which shows that for her there can be
no withdrawal except by death or victory.

Et partout dans la France occupée et in-
occupée, car leur sort est égal, les honnétes
gens, le grand peuple, la nation francaise, se
redressent. IL’espoir se rallume dans les cceurs
d’une race guerriére, méme désarmée, berceau
des libertés révolutionnaires, et terrible aux
vainqueurs. Partout on voit le point du
jour et la lumiére grandit, rougefitre mais
claire.

Nous ne perdrons jamais confiance que la
France jouera le rdle des hommes libres et
qu'elle reprendra, par des voies dures, sa
place dans la grande compagnie des nations
libératrices et victorieuses.

Ici, au Canada, ou la langue francaise est
honorée et parlée, nous nous tenons préts et

_armés pour aider et saluer cette résurrection

nationale.

(Translation) : And everywhere in occupied
or unoccupied France, their lot being the
same, the decent portion of that great people,
the French nation, are raising their heads
again. Hope is revived in the hearts of a
warlike though disarmed race, cradle of
revolutionary liberties and scourge of con-
querors. Everywhere breaks the dawn and
the light spreads, reddish but bright.

We shall ever be confident that France will
play the part of free men and that after many
trials she will regain her place among the
great victorious and liberating nations.

Here in Canada, where the French language
is cherished and spoken, we stand ready and
armed to help and welcome this national
resurrection.

(Text): Now that the whole of the North
American continent is becoming one gigantic
armed camp; now that the immense reserve
power of Russia is gradually becoming
apparent; now that long-suffering, unconquer-
able China sees help approaching; now that
the outraged and subjugated nations can see
daylight ahead, it is permissible to take a
broad forward view of the war.

Sir, we may observe three main periods or
phases in the struggle that lies before us.
First, there is the period of consolidation, of
combination, and of final preparation. In this
period, which will certainly be marked by
much heavy fighting, we shall still be gather-
ing our strength, resisting the assaults of the
enemy, and acquiring the necessary over-
whelming air superiority and shipping tonnage
to give our armies the power to traverse, in
whatever numbers may be necessary, the seas
and oceans which, except in the case of Russia,
separate us all from our foe. It is only when
the vast shipbuilding programme, on which
the United States has already made so much
progress, and which you are powerfully aiding,
comes into full flood, that we shall be able
to bring the whole force of our manhood and
of our modern scientific equipment to bear
upon the enemy. How long this period will
take depends upon the vehemence of the
effort put into production in all our war
industries and shipyards.

The second phase, Sir, which will then be
open may be called the phase of liberation.
During this phase we must look to the
recovery of the territories which have been
lost or which may yet be lost, and also we
must look to the revolt of the conquered
peoples from the moment that the rescuing
and liberating armies and air forces appear
in strength within their bounds. For this
purpose it is imperative that no nation or
region overrun, that no government or state
which has been conquered, should relax its
moral and physical efforts and preparations
for the day of deliverance. The invaders, be
they Germans or Japanese, must everywhere
be regarded as infected persons, to be shunned
and isolated as far as possible. Where active
resistance is impossible, passive resistance
must be maintained. The invaders and tyrants
must be made to feel that their fleeting
triumphs will have a terrible reckoning, and
that they are hunted men and that their cause
is doomed. Particular punishment will be
reserved for the Quislings and traitors who
make themselves the tools of the enemy.
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‘They will be handed over to the judgment of
their fellow countrymen.

Sir, there is a third phase which must also
be contemplated, namely, the assault upon the
citadels and homelands of the guilty powers
both in Europe and in Asia.

Thus I endeavour in a few words to cast
some forward light upon the dark, inscrutable
mysteries of the future. But in thus fore-
casting the course along which we should seek
to advance we must never forget that the
power of the enemy and the action of the
enemy may at every stage affect our fortunes.
Moreover, Sir, you will notice that I have not
attempted to assign any time limits to the
various phases. These time limits depend
upon our exertions, upon our achievements,
and upon the hazardous and uncertain course
of the war.

Nevertheless, I feel it is right at this
moment to make it clear that, while an ever-
increasing bombing offensive against Germany
will remain one of the principal methods by
which we hope to bring the war to an end,
it is by no means the only method which our
growing strength now enables us to take into
account. Evidently the most strenuous exer-
tions must be made by all. As to the form
which those exertions take, that is for each
partner in the Grand Alliance to judge for
himself in consultation with others and in
harmony with the general scheme.

Let us then, Sir, address ourselves to our
task, not in any way underrating its tremen-
dous difficulties and perils, but in good heart
and sober confidence, resolved that, whatever
the cost, whatever the suffering, we shall
stand by one another, true and faithful com-
rades, and do our duty, God helping us,
to the end.

Mr. SPEAKER: We will close this historic
meeting with the singing of the National
Anthem.

The National Anthem having been sung,
the gathering dispersed with three cheers for
‘Mzr. Churchill.

The Senate adjourned until Tuesday, Janu-
ary 27, at 3 pamn.

THE SENATE

Tuesday, January 27, 1942.

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

Prayers and routine proceedings.

EMERGENCY SITTINGS OF THE
SENATE

MOTION
Right Hon. RAOUL DANDURAND moved:

That for the duration of the present session
of Parliament, should an emergency arise during
any adjournment of the Senate, which would
in the opinion of the Honourable the Speaker
warrant that the Senate meet prior to the time
set forth in the motion for such adjournment,
the Honourable the Speaker be authorized to
notify honourable senators at their addresses
as registered with the Clerk of the Senate to
meet at a time earlier than that set out in the
motion for such adjournment, and non-receipt
by any one or more honourable senators of such
call shall not have any effect upon the sufficiency
and validity thereof.

Hon. Mr. BALLANTYNE: I take pleasure

in seconding the motion.

The motion was agreed to.

THE LATE SENATORS ELLIOTT AND
HORSEY

TRIBUTES TO THEIR MEMORY

On the Orders of the Day:

Right Hon. RAOUL DANDURAND:
Honourable senators, it is my duty officially
to draw the attention of the Senate to the
departure of two of our colleagues in the
recess of November 4 to January 21. The first
one to leave us was Senator Elliott, who was
a barrister-at-law, and who, before he devoted.
so much of his time to politics, was an active
practitioner. I am told by members of the
Ontario Bar that he had considerable success
before the courts. He belonged to a family
which was very much interested in politics;
so it was no surprise at all to see him repre-
senting Middlesex county for a number of
years in the Ontario Legislature. He was
elected to the House of Commons in October,
1925, and from that time on was returned at
every election up to the time of his appoint-
ment to the Senate, in 1940. He was succes-
sively Minister of Labour, Minister of
Health, Minister of Soldiers’ Civil Re-estab-
lishment, Minister of Public Works and
Postmaster General, and in all these positions
he served with distinction.

I confess that I had not very much contact
with my late colleague until I met him at the
Privy Council. There he enjoyed the esteem
of all his colleagues, who admired his sound
judgment and the contribution he brought to
discussion of the questions and problems that
came before us. I had the privilege of attend-
ing with him a session of the League of
Nations at Geneva, where I heard nothing
but encomiums regarding him from members
of committees on which he sat.
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He was a most agreeable companion, with a
keen sense of humour, He had been brought
up in the small village of Glencoe, in Middlesex
county. One day he was pondering over a
problem which seemed to engross his mind.
I asked him to what serious matter he was
giving such close attention, and he answered
me blandly: “I am just wondering what the
opinion of my good people of Glencoe would
be on this international matter.” He and my
friend to my left (Hon. Mr. Euler) were often
to be found in earnest discussion, and I would
have the impression that they were exchanging
views about questions coming up before the
assembly, or in committee; but at last I dis-
covered that the subject they were discoursing
over was predestination. They apparently
held divergent views on this very controversial
subject, and it occurred to me that perhaps
the Baptist and Lutheran tenets on this point
did not agree.

Because of his very delicate health in recent
years, we were not greatly surprised at Senator
Elliott’s departure. But distinctly a surprise
was the news of the death of Senator Horsey,
who was of the same age as Senator Elliott
and who always seemed in the pink of health,
with a physique that bespoke the strength of
the perfectly built athlete. His blue eyes
and winning smile at once revealed his kindly
nature and explained his popularity. He had
strong party ties, but his benevolence knew
no such bounds. His philanthropy extended
to all classes. Once he came to visit me at
the Privy Council to explain to me the dis-
tress of the family of a colleague of ours
whose life was ebbing away, and I recall what
trouble he took to alleviate their predicament.
That was one of many such incidents in our
late friend’s life.

Our late colleague was born and educated
at Kingston. He took his degree of Bachelor
of Arts at Queen’s University there. In his
commercial life he was primarily interested
in insurance companies whose business ex-
tended to the Orient, and his work necessi-
tated his travelling widely over many parts
of the world. He was closely connected with
public utility bodies which serve the Ottawa
district. Throughout his lifetime he retained
his interest in Queen’s University, of which
he was for many years a trustee. Education
in any of its branches never failed to attract his
attention and secure his support. His deep
interest in public affairs drew him to the
political field. He had given considerable
thought to matters affecting his community
and the country at large, and was well pre-
pared to serve the people, but though he
offered himself several times as a candidate
for the House of Commons, he was not
successful. He entered this Chamber in 1928,

Right Hon. Mr. DANDURAND.

and while here was able, because of his wide
knowledge of public affairs, to render very
valuable service in our standing committees;
and many a time he spoke in this Chamber,
always to good effect. His advice was often
sought by the leaders of his party, who could
always rely on his loyal and disinterested
counsel.

He enjoyed a happy life in the companion-
ship of a most intelligent and devoted consort,
to whom I desire to express on behalf of myself
and all my colleagues our most sincere sym-
pathy in her great bereavement.

Hon. C. C. BALLANTYNE: It was only a
very short time ago that we listened to
Senator Horsey expressing in words of moving
eloquence and sympathy, as he was so well
qualified to do, his grief at the passing of
senators. Now we mourn the loss of our
colleague himself, whom we held in such high
esteem. Senator Horsey took an active and
useful interest in the work of this Chamber.
A gentleman in every sense of the word, popu-
lar and well liked by every member of the
Senate, he will, indeed, be greatly missed.

I join with the right honourable leader in
expressing on behalf of all those sitting on this
side of the House our deepest sympathy with
Mrs. Horsey and members of her family.

The passing of our late colleague Senator
Elliott is a distinet loss, not only to this
Chamber, but to the public life of Canada.
His brilliant legal attainments are well known.
In his later life he became a member of the
Legislative Assembly of his native province,
and then came to Ottawa as a member of the
House of Commons and a Minister of the
Crown, being subsequently elevated to the
Senate. It can be said of Senator Elliott that
he devoted his life to the service of his country.
Senator Elliott’s sterling qualities of honesty
and high purpose were at all times highly
appreciated.

We on this side of the House join in the
sympathy and condolence so well expressed by
the right honourable leader opposite (Right
Hon. Mr. Dandurand).

Hon. DUNCAN MARSHALL: Honourable
senators, I should like to make some remarks
with regard to the late Hon. J. C. Elliott, with
whom I was perhaps on more friendly terms
than with almost any other politician,

Thirty-two years ago last December the
Hon. A. G. MacKay, who had been having a
somewhat tempestuous career in politics in
the province of Ontario, met me on the streets
of Toronto. I said to him, “Maec, you had
better come out to Edmonton and spend
Christmas with me.” He hesitated a few
minutes and then said, “I will do that if you
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will also take along a friend of mine.” I asked,
“Who is your friend?” He replied: “His name
is Jack Elliott. He is the member for West
Middlesex and is one of the best!” I had not
seen him yet. I said, “Get him on the tele-
phone and bring him along.” Those were
the spacious days of Western Canada when the
ploughshare was just beginning to break the
prairies of Alberta, and when, whether we took
home one or half a dozen men for Christmas
or other holidays, their number did not seem
to make much difference. So MacKay got his
friend on the phone, and next night he and
Jack and I started for Edmonton. I got
acquainted with Jack Elliott then, and for
thirty-two years we met continually at his
home and mine.

He came to Western Canada and bought a
farm, a section and a quarter, within about
twelve miles of my farm, and for the next
nine consecutive years Jack Elliott spent two
summer months in the West, with my home
as his home, and we motored over the prairies
together. He fenced his farm, broke it, put
on some cattle, and fed two hundred beef
steers the third winter he was there. I began
to find out that Jack Elliott was not a mere
lawyer—that four times he had crossed the
Atlantic with his father’s cattle to sell them
on Merkland’s wharf in Glasgow, Scotland,
and that he could go on the prairie and pick
out good beasts just as well as the good
cattle men. After a visit to Maple Creek
and one or two other ranches where we were
getting cattle, it became known among many
of the ranchers of Alberta, and to Pat Burns
in particular, that this lawyer from the
province of Ontario knew a lot about land
and a very great deal about cattle.

For the next nine summers Mr. Elliott and
I farmed tagether, part of the time on his
land and part of the time on mine. He
invested in some other farms in Western
Canada, which he broke and put under cultiva-
tion. Eventually, because he had one or two
of his farms in the drought district, he suffered
the same fate which most of the men who
invested money and broke land in Western
Canada suffered. But he never gave up; he
never stopped. He had the idea of develop-
ing Western Canada as a farming community,
and was willing to spend time and energy to
do so.

He came back to Ontario each fall and
spent the winters here. He was a member of
the Ontario Legislature for three terms, after
which he dropped out under -circumstances
that I well remember. It was during the war,
and the Ontario Legislature was prolonging
its life. I remember Jack’s remarks on the
floor of the House. He said that he did not
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know that a Provincial Government had much
to do with the war, and that if the Govern-
ment was desirous of prolonging its life and
decided to do so he would not say it nay;
but he expressed the opinion that every man
who voted for such extension should be
beaten in the next election, and that very
likely most of them would be. He was a
true prophet: they were wiped out, horse,
foot and artillery. Jack refused to run at all,
and dropped out of politics. Then when Mr.
Drury took charge of public affairs he looked
for a lawyer—as he said himself, “an honest
lawyer”—to advise the Government and his
Attorney-General with regard to" the legisla-
tion for the first session. J. C. Elliott was
employed for that purpose, and he did a good
job. His work gained him the admiration of
many members of the legal profession in the
province of Ontario who had to do with
legislation before the Assembly. Mr. Elliott
then said he was through with politics and
was going to practise law and spend the money
he made at law in farming.

Our leader (Right Hon. Mr. Dandurand)
reminded us of a humorous remark made by
Mr. Elliott. I never knew a public man who
had a better sense of humour than Jack
Elliott. He never quarrelled with anybody;
he was always able to make some clever
remark which, as they say, enabled him to
“get by.” I remember that when I was leav-
ing this city on the 6th of November last,
just a few weeks ago, he asked me to come
in and spend an hour with him. I did so.
And how do you think we spent that hour?
We spent it just reviewing old times and
talking about things that had happened and
that had given him many good laughs. He
reminded me that when he went to the city
of London to become a greater lawyer, and
joined with Mr. Ivey—he had been practis-
ing in Glencoe—a farmer came to him with a
division court case and said he would like
Jack to take it. Jack went into the case and
said: “Anybody can handle this. There is
nothing to it. It won’t last more than ten
minutes; it doesn’t amount to anything.”
But the old man scratched his head—he had
never been mixed up with law before, and
thought it was a very dangerous business—
and asked Jack Elliott to take the case. Well,
Jack was never asked to do anything for a
friend that he did not do; so he went away
down to Glencoe on this trivial matter. The
case lasted but a few minutes, and after it
was over the old man, no doubt thinking
about having brought a lawyer all the way
from London, said: “Well, it was all right.
You won it, but I guess a poorer lawyer would
have done, if I could have found one.”

REVISED EDITION
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It was such human incidents as these which

amused Jack and made him one of the great-
est companions I have ever known. Even
_when he was actively engaged in the prac-
tice of law in London, he always found it
possible in the summer time to come west
and spend a month with us driving over the
prairie, looking at his farms, and seeing the
progress that Western Canada was making;
and I have not the slightest doubt that later,
when he was a member of the Federal Gov-
ernment, he often had a better and clearer
understanding of matters affecting Western
Canada than most of the men who had seats
in Parliament. This was because he did
more than visit Western Canada: he travelled
over the country, particularly in Saskatchewan
and Alberta, and gained a sound knowl-
edge of farming as an operator; and further-
more, he was interested in cattle and the
progress of every line of agriculture.

Then one day it was suggested to me that
I should look over a few of the constituencies
in the province of Ontario, up Middlesex
way, with a view to our winning back some
of them in the next general election. That
was in 1925. I went over one or two of
these sections, and then I called Jack Elliott
on the telephone and asked him if I could
have lunch with him. There was only one
way anyone could have lunch with Jack
Elliott, and that was to allow him to pay for
it, for he was the most hospitable entertainer
I ever knew. After lunch, while walking
around with him, I said: “There will be a
half dozen men from West Middlesex, the real
boys, in to see you in the next two or three
days.”” He said, “What are you talking
about?” I replied, “They say you can win
the West Middlesex seat in the Commons and
that nobody else can.” He said, “I always
thought you were a friend of mine.” I said:
“We will not thresh this out now. You and
I know all the answers to these fool political
questions, You just see the boys when they
come.” He saw them; he became the candi-
date, and was elected by a majority of over
1,300. Shortly afterwards he was taken into
the Government, and Jim Malcolm asked me
what majority Jack Elliott would have in the
by-election? I told him Jack would have
twice what he had had in the general election;
and when the by-election was over his majority
was something more than 2,600. It was my
pleasure to spend five weeks with him in that
contest. He never had any difficulty in
getting votes from people, because he never
offended anybody. He always did the best he
could for his friends. No trouble was too
great for him if it was for his friends, the
neighbours and the country folk.

Hon. Mr. MARSHALL.

If you asked Jack Elliott what his religion
was, he always answered in two words—“Hard
shell.” >

Hon. Mr. DUFF: i—Iear, hear.

Hon. Mr. MARSHALL: Perhaps some hon-
ourable gentleman may need a little inter-
pretation. I did not, because I knew the
covenanting Baptists who had come from
Scotland and settled in that community, and
who had their May meeting, their big meet-
g, year after year. In over sixty years Jack
Elliott never missed but one May meeting.
This was the gathering, so to speak, of the
clans of this little Baptist community. His
religion was as sound and true as all his other
principles.

Jack Elliott lived the life of a bachelor. I
remember one day, after I had known him for
a year or two, when we were driving by a
cemetery and he asked me to stop. When I
did so he stepped out of the car, went in
and stood beside a grave for a little while,
and then ‘came out. That is the story of a
man who was faithful during life and faithful
for forty years after death. It happened a
number of times when I was in that com-
munity. Such was the fidelity of the sort of
man Jack Elliott was. That explains why he
was one of the most valuable public men
Canada ever had.

One characteristic he always had was loyalty
to his leader. 'Whether it was A. G. MacKay,
Newton Wesley Rowell or Mackenzie King,
Jack was loyal to the man he supported. And
after all, loyalty is a priceless thing in politics,
in public life, in dealings with men, and par-
ticularly in friendship. Jack had an artful way
of dealing with friends in his own party when
it came to loyalty to his leader. On one occa-
sion I heard a man making some inconsiderate
remarks about the leader. Jack'stopped him
and said, “Now, would that be my leader you
are casting ‘asparagus’ at?” The fellow
laughed and said, “I guess it would be.” Then
Jack said: “I am like you. I don’t think he
is perfect; I don’t think he is always right.
But when I think it over I wonder how much
worse you or I would do on his job. I think
he is pretty near the best.” No man stood
higher in his loyalty to his party and his
leaders than Jack Elliott. Through his loyalty
he made friends who would stand by him
through thick,K and thin, for they knew how
true he was and how unafraid to be true to
his leader and his cause. He did good work
in every Parliament in which he sat, both for
the country and his party, and could always
give a reason for the faith that was in him.

I have spoken at some length, but I do not
apologize for so doing, for I have been speak-
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ing of a man who stood for the finest in life,
and of whom I can confidently say, as Burns
said of a great good neighbour:

If there’s another world, he lives in bliss;

If there is none, he made the best of this.

Hon. G. V. WHITE: Honourable senators,
I desire to associate myself with the honour-
able senators who have already spoken, and
to express my personal sorrow at the death of
our esteemed colleague the late Senator
Horsey.

It was my privilege to have known him
quite intimatey ever since he became a member
of the Senate. For some years past, in con-
nection with our duties as party whips, it was
necessary for me to consult Senator Horsey
upon numerous occasions during the parlia-
mentary sessions, I found him to be a genial,
courteous and kindly gentleman, always ready
to solve our problems in a fair-minded way;
and I am sure that by his passing this House
will be the poorer.

To his family I desire to convey my deepest
sympathy in their bereavement.

Hon. W. D. EULER: Honourable senators,
while I have no desire to delay the proceedings
of the House, I may be permitted to add a
very few words to what already has been so
well said. I speak with particular reference to
one who was a close personal friend of mine,
the late Senator Elliott, popularly and affec-
tionately known as “Jack Elliott.”

I knew Mr. Elliott for a good many years
before he came to Ottawa. He was, as has been
said, a member of the Ontario Legislature, and
was very well known throughout Ontario. He
later came to Ottawa and entered the Govern-
ment, and I had the privilege of serving with
him in two administrations, in which he occu-
pied successively the positions of Minister of
Labour, Minister of Public Works, and Post-
master General—posts which I think all will
admit he filled acceptably to the people of
Canada.

My right honourable friend the leader of
the Government (Right Hon. Mr. Dandurand)
has made some reference to the fact that
Senator Elliott, he and I were delegates to
the Assembly of the later ill-fated League of
Nations in 1929. I recall quite well the
conversations which the right honourable
leader has mentioned. Mr. Elliott was a deep
beliéver in and had strong convictions on the
theory—perhaps: it is not a theory—of
predestination. Whatever the merits of that
may be, I have sometimes thought that
perhaps my difference of opinion with him
arose from a faint suspicion in his mind that
my destination was not just what he might
have wished it to be.
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A few weeks ago I stood, as a representative
of this body, at the graveside of Mr. Elliott in
a little country churchyard about twenty miles
from the city of London. He was laid to
rest there, among those of his kin who had
gone before him, and in the presence of
hundreds of people who had known, respected
and believed in him. The little country church
was filled to overflowing by those who came
to pay a last tribute of respect and affection
to a man who held the confidence of perhaps
a larger proportion of constituents than do
most members of the House of Commons.
His outstanding characteristics, to my mind,
were his constant cheerfulness and great sense
of humor, which made him a charming social
companion at all times. But more important
than these were his complete integrity and, as
has been mentioned by a preceding speaker,
his great loyalty to all with whom he was
associated. Perhaps I can pay him no greater
tribute than to say simply that Jack Elliott
was in every sense of the word a fine man, a
faithful public servant, a man who had no
enemies and who was peculiarly endowed, to
a greater degree than most of us who give a
good portion of our lives to public service,
with the gift and genius for making friends.

Hon. A. D. McRAE: Honourable senators,
I could not let this occasion go by
without paying my tribute to the late Senator
Elliott, whom I knew longer, perhaps, than
did any other member of this House. We sat
on the same bench in public school some fifty
odd years ago, and I maintained more or less
close contact with him ever since. I regarded
Jack Elliott as a very exceptional man. What
has been said by the honourable senator from
Waterloo (Mr. Euler) is quite true: he had
no enemies. To my knowledge, Senator
Elliott never did anyone an injury intention-
ally. The result was that his friends were
counted by the legion, and in my native riding
of West Middlesex, which Mr. Elliott repre-
sented, and could have represented as long
as he wished, he had the support of everybody,
even of members of my own family.

His way through life was not easy. His
family were not blessed with the best of
health, and the charge of that family rested
upon him every day of the last half century.
He did all that he could for them, just as
faithfully as if they had been his direct
descendants.

I do not think I can better indicate the kind
of man that Senator Elliott was than by saying
that his friends came from all classes in the
community, without distinction of party. In
the death of Senator Elliott I have lost one
of my old associates, a friend of more than
half a century.
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Hon. A. K. HUGESSEN: Honourable
senators, I hope it will not be taken amiss
if I rise to add a few words to what has
already been said so well by senators who
have preceded me, about our late colleague.
On account of his appointment to this Cham-
ber being so recent I did not have the privilege
of anything more than a passing acquaintance-

ship with the late Senator Elliott, and I was

therefore unable to enjoy that friendship with
him which, by those who did enjoy it, will be
treasured in precious recollection.

It is rather with reference to our late friend
Senator Horsey that I wish to say a few
words this afternoon, particularly from the
point of view of one of the more recent
appointees to this Chamber. I am sure that
all honourable senators recall with a good
deal of poignancy the emotions they experi-
enced when introduced to this House. Those
emotions are somewhat difficult to describe,
but I think they may be compared to nothing
so much as to the feelings of a new boy
spending his first day at a boarding school.
His surroundings are strange, and all around
him are a number of people who have a lot
more experience than he has; so that he is
somewhat awed. What a new boy under these
conditions always remembers to the end of
his life is the kindness of some older boy
who takes a little interest in him, is friendly
towards him and shows him the ways of the
place. When I was first appointed to this
Chamber, a little less than five years ago,
Senator Horsey was the whip on this side of
the House, and during my first few days here,
while .I was trying to feel my way around, he
was kindliness, consideration and courtesy
personified. He made the new boy feel at
home.

You may say that is a little thing. Perhaps
it is, but it is small characteristics such as
that, characteristics of kindliness and friend-
ship, which endear a man to his friends. With
such characteristics Senator Horsey was
abundantly endowed.

He was, as all know, a strong partisan.
He was a firm believer in the principles of
the party to which he belonged, for which he
worked hard and for which he made many
sacrifices. But he never allowed that partisan-
ship to interfere with his personal friendships,
and I am sure I can say without fear of
contradiction that his loss is as deeply felt
on the other side of the House as it is on this.
His death at this time is all the more tragic
because right until the very end he appeared
to be in enjoyment of that excellent health
and that abounding vitality which had lasted
him throughout his life, from the time when
he was a well-kknown athlete at Queen’s

Hon. Mr. HUGESSEN.

University. The untimely passing of our
friend is a reminder to each one of us of how
tenuous is our hold on this mortality. It is
an echo of that phrase wrung from the heart
of Edmund Burke, in his famous speech to
the electors of Bristol, when he said: “Gentle-
men, what shadows we are, what shadows we
pursue.”

Hon. NORMAN P.LAMBERT: Honourable
senators, I request the indulgence of my
colleagues for a few moments, so that I may
have the privilege of adding briefly, but none
the less genuinely and sincerely, to the trib-
utes which have been paid this afternoon to
our friends who have so recently left us. With
both of them I was fortunate in having inti-
mate, friendly relations long before entering
this Chamber. It is not so much of their
period of public life and service that I wish
to speak, as of the personal qualities which
endeared them to those who knew them well.

As has been said, since the late senator from
Middlesex became a member of this body he
had been so indisposed that he was unable to
leave the impress of his real personality here.
Yet few men who have served their country in
our Parliament had a closer touch with the
people, or a more affectionate attachment to
the soil from which they were raised, than
John Campbell Elliott. He was essentially a
son of old Ontario, a product of the rural
countryside of West Middlesex. While the
profession of law claimed him, he never for
a moment lost the contact with and the feel-
ing of the Canadian Scots farm folk, in whose
midst he spent most of his life. To me, the
outstanding charm of his mind and character
was his abiding interest in the pioneer life of
those people.

Many of us will associate with his memory
the receipt at the Christmas season of his
attractive cards depicting the first schoolhouse,
the first church, or the first civie building to
be erected in some Western Ontario com-
munity, with whose history he was so inti-
mately acquainted. Nothing intrigued his
fancy more than to record in conversation the
family lineage and background of almost any
known descendant from his native county.
Characterized by a dry, quaint humour, his
narrations were always as delightful as they
were enlightening.

The long-standing and fast friendship with
the late Right Honourable Ernest Lapointe,
whose death was followed within very few days
by his own, was to our deceased friend one of
his warmest human associations. Basically,
there was much in common between them,
but no one interest lay deeper than their
common heritage of the Canadian soil. One
came from the older farm lands of the Lower
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St. Lawrence, settled by French pioneers for
300 years; the other from the hardwood bush-
lands of Western Ontario. Both inherited
from their native communities the same
capacity for friendship and simple human
understanding. If there was one thing more
than another for which the late senator stood,
it was the extension of that friendship of
his with Mr. Lapointe to include all the
people of their two provinces.

His time amongst us was all too short, but
I am sure that his quiet personal influence will
long be felt in these halls.

Entirely different in type of personality
from the late Senator Elliott, yet as definite
and rich in charm of character and mind, was
my dear friend the late senator from Prince
Edward (Hon. Mr. Horsey). He was born
of the town rather than the farm, and his
productive years were spent in a pioneer
life of business adventure on the continent
of Asia. He was educated in Ottawa and in
the old city of Kingston, where splendid monu-
ments still stand to the character and architec-
tural skill of his father. As soon as he had
finished his education at Queen’s University,
our late friend went to China to join his dis-
tinguished brother, the late Dr. E. H. Horsey
—killed some years later in most tragic cir-
cumstances at Owen Sound—in establishing
the foundations of a successful Canadian life
insurance business in the Far East.

I have a very distinet impression of him
as he was some thirty-three years ago on the
occasion of one of his return visits to the head
office of his company in Toronto. He was a
big, rugged, upstanding figure, clad in a
Norfolk jacket of rough tweed, and blessed
with a jovial, resonant voice, which he used
with effect, especially when bent on persuad-
ing others to his point of view. There was
about him the romance of the Oriental
traveller, and a vibrant, physical quality which
even then suggested the strong footballer he
had been in his student days. He was a good
salesman and sound business man, and in
the earlier years of this century there were
fertile fields in those rich Asiatic countries for
young men of enterprise and courage.

It was not long before our late friend
returned to Canada; to be exact, just before
the outbreak of the last war. He ‘retired
from business and responded to a natural
impulse to enter the public life of this country,
with which he was actively associated for
more than twenty-five years.

When I came to live in Ottawa, some ten
years ago, our roads came together again and
we developed close and friendly associations.
His intimate contact with old Prince Edward
county, from which my own paternal fore-

bears had come, was always a bond of continual
interest. The years had effected their natural
and mellowing change in him; but beneath that
quiet, dignified and kindly manner which his
colleagues had come to associate with his
membership here, was a real taste for the more
genial and social sides of life. He had many
warm friends both in this city and in the
county from which he came, and their circle
will miss the glow of his fine nature.

His judgment in matters of business, as well
as public policy and conduct, was never far
from the mark; and I for one am glad of this
opportunity of expressing something of my
own sense of obligation for the advice I re-
ceived from him and for the all too brief
friendship I was privileged to enjoy with him.

In concluding these inadequate words of
appreciation of our two colleagues I may, I
think, apply to them appropriately a felicitous
sentence which the late Lord Oxford used when
referring to the difficulty of recording impres-
sions of those personalities which have become
most interesting and dear to us. He said:
“There is about them a kind of bouquet which
after they are gone can never be revived.”

THE GOVERNOR GENERAL’S SPEECH
ADDRESS IN REPLY

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

Hon. DONALD MacLENNAN rose to move
that an Address be presented to His Excellency
the Governor General to offer the humble
thanks of this House to His Excellency for the
gracious speech which he has been pleased to
make to both Houses of Parliament.

He said: Honourable members, I believe it
is esteemed an honour to have the privilege of
moving the adoption of the Address in reply
to the Speech from the Throne, but my tem-
perament ‘is such that personally I would
willingly forgo the honour. I believe that it
is also a compliment to the province which the
mover represents. In this regard may I say
that T am sorry someone was not chosen whose
importance is commensurate with that of the
grand old province of Nova Scotia.

When one compares the problems upper-
most in the minds of members of both Houses
of Parliament in days past with the problems
facing us to-day, most of the former seem
trivial. The Maritime Provinces, with their
coal mining, fishing and agriculture; Quebec
maintaining high tariffs, but ingenuously blam-
ing Ontario and keeping itself in the Liberal
column; Ontario, with its high tariffs and its
factories, supporting the Tory party and
making occasional allusions to the 12th of
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July; the Prairie Provinces, with their wheat,
grain elevators, wheat, and then again wheat,
summer-fallow and wheat again; British
Columbia, with its salmon fishing traps, its
freight rates, and the Japanese pest—I say
that all these various parts of Canada had
problems which nearly all appear insignificant
to-day, when the very existence of our coun-
try is at stake. It took a war with all its
gruesome implications to impress upon us the
fact that what affects one part of this
Dominion affects the whole and should interest
every Canadian, no matter in which province
he may reside. I do not believe that any one
of us ever faced Parliament when the very
existence of our country was in such imminent
danger as it is in to-day. The Huns, who
seem to be possessed with the spirit of evil,
from the lowest depths of the lowest depths,
are at our gates on the Atlantic; the Japanese,
who equal if they do not surpass the Nazis in
perfidy, are on our Pacific coast.

Our country is the best in the world in
which to live, and always has been so, although
I fear that at times we have failed to realize
this. It is a country wherein the truest
freedom known to mankind is enjoyed.
Murray’s English Dictionary defines freedom
and liberty as: “exemption from bondage and
slavery; exemption or freedom from arbitrary,
despotic or autocratic rule or control.” If
the unholy alliance which is arrayed against
us ever gets control of Canada, where can we
lcok for exemption from slavery? Can we
expect exemption from arbitrary rule or
control ?

My purpose in making these remarks is
to impress the people with the magnitude of
what is at stake in this war. It is not neces-
sary for anyone to look beyond Canada to
find every reason that is dear to God and
man for doing everything humanly possible
to defeat the enemy, the zenith of whose
ambition is to enslave us. I do not mean
to say that if Canada herself were not
seriously threatened there would not be good
and sufficient reason for us to go to war with
all our might and energy, as we did before,
to aid that great and gallant country,
England, the pride and bulwark of all
democratic countries where liberty in its true
sense is understood and enjoyed. I have no
patience with the man who dwells on the
shortcomings of individuals and nations and
lightly touches or wholly avoids a discussion
of their virtues. England has for hundreds
of years lived and acted as a Christian nation
should. Sometimes she has been slow in
righting wrongs, but she has always righted
them.

In view of what is at stake, whatever we do
to win the war is not, in my estimation, a

Hon. Mr. MacLENNAN,

sacrifice. Is it a sacrifice to do all we can
to save our lives? What we do to save our
own skins is not, in my opinion, a sacrifice
at all. I do not like the expression, “Give
until it hurts” Giving in order to save
ourselves should not hurt; on the contrary,
it should be a pleasure to give and to lose

_all else in order that our lives and our country

may be saved.

Now, what are we doing to save ourselves?
At the beginning of the war we were in good
company in the matter of our unpreparedness.
We were in company with the bravest of the
brave, England; in company with that other
great democratic country, the United States.
England was not prepared, the United States
were not prepared, and, as was quickly demon-
strated, France was not prepared. It is my
opinion that democracies never are prepared,
but despots must always be prepared or they
die.

Were I to make any ecriticism of the
Government of the day, it would be that the
rank and file of our people are not sufficiently
informed as to what Canada has done and is
doing. It surely cannot give comfort to the
enemy to know what is in store for him. I
observed that President Roosevelt, in a recent
broadcast to the world, did not hesitate to
say and did not minimize what the United
States intend to do, and I surmise that that
broadeast did more to strike terror into the
black hearts of the enemy than any other event
since the commencement of the war.

Is it well enough known that Canada has
enlisted more than 387,000 men for service
anywhere in the world, and more than 155,000
for home defence? Is it well enough known
that more than 500,000 men have volunteered
for war service anywhere, and that in our
Navy there are more than 27,000 men, whereas
when war was declared there were only about
1,800?7 When war was declared the Navy
consisted of 15 ships: it now consists of more
than 300 ships. We must not, however,
magnify man-power out of all proportlon
Churchill called for tools, not men.

Is it well enough known that there are
being produced in Canada ten types of heavy
guns, and that our monthly production is
400 anti-aircraft guns, 500 field guns, 150 naval
guns and tank guns, over 1,000 extra barrels,
2,000 Bren guns? Furthermore we are produc-
ing Browning aircraft guns, Vickers machine
guns, submarine guns, and naval machine
guns. Lee-Enfield rifles are being produced at
the rate of 200,000 a year, trench mortars at
the rate of 400 a month, and smoke projectors
and bomb throwers are to be produced in
1942. I wonder if it is well known that
Canada possesses not only one of the largest
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factories in the world for the manufacture of
artillery, but also one of the largest automatic
gun plants in the world. Is it well enough
known that Canada has placed in service
about 4,000 aircraft, and 175,000 army vehicles,
and that she is manufacturing 200 tanks a
month and producing one army automotive
unit every three minutes?

We in Canada are stout critics, but I sur-
mise that the most lusty critics amongst us
inwardly take pardonable pride in Canada’s
war effort.

O wad some power the giftie gie us

To see oursel’s as ithers see us!
If the Press of other countries and the
utterances of their public men may be taken
as a standard by which to measure our war
achievement, I should be perfectly happy to
have the Canadian people see themselves as
others see them.

In all sincerity I think that Canada was
fortunate in having our present Prime Min-
ister at the head of affairs when war broke out.
By his inimitable methods of approach he
paved the way for harmony and friendship
between Canada and the United States and
brought about an official visit to Canada by
President Roosevelt, who on that occasion made
a momentous pronouncement as to the attitude
the TUnited States would take if danger
threatened this country. The Prime Minister
led Canada into war without a rift anywhere
from the Atlantic to the Pacific, and when
a rift was thought to be created, he, with
the aid so nobly given by that great Canadian,
the Marshal Ney of peace-time, the late Right
Honourable Ernest Lapointe, and others,
effectually squelched the menace. Furthermore,
his wisdom in handling affairs of great
importance facilitated, I believe, the memor-
able Atlantic meeting and the visit to the
United States and Canada of our super-hero.
Honourable senators all know to whom I
refer.

It is a far cry from the attitude of the
President of the United States in 1904 to that
of the President of the United States to-day.
I believe, and I think history will have it so,
that this change of attitude is in great measure
due to cur Prime Minister.

The Speech from the Throne says that we
are to have a plebiscite asking the people of
Canada to release both the Liberal and the
Conservative parties from the pledge solemnly
given by their leaders, during the election
campaign in 1940, that there would be no con-
scription of men for service beyond our
borders. It is said that circumstances have
changed to such an extent since 1940 that the
promisors can totally ignore the promise they
made. So far as I know, there was no objec-

tion raised at the time to the making of such
a promise. I agree that circumstances have
so changed from what they were when the
promise was made that it should no longer be
binding. I do not agree, however, that the
promisors can release themselves from their
promise. The only ones who can release them
are the promisees, the people of Canada. If I
give a promissory note and, for some cause
which seems sufficient to me, I do not want to
pay it, the promisee may not agree with me.
He can bring me into court, and if I am
released from my promise at all, I must be
released by the court. The Government is
appealing to the highest court in the land—the
people—to be released from this promise. I
see that a section of the Press pontifically
asserts that this plebiscite will cost $3,000,000.
It is worth far more than that amount to have
our public men keep their word to the people.

It is said that President Hadley, of Yale,
once upon a time discovered that the students
were not attending Sunday services in as
great numbers as he thought desirable; so he
resorted to the expedient of calling to Yale
all the most famous preachers in the land to
preach to the students. On one occasion he
invited the famous divine, Dr. Lyman Abbot,
to come to Yale. The doctor. on Sunday
morning asked the President, “How long am
I supposed to speak?” The President replied:
“You can speak as long as you want to. Of
course, there is a tradition at Yale that no
souls are saved after the first twenty minutes.”

Some Hon. SENATORS: Oh, Oh.

Hon. Mr. MAacLENNAN: Now that my
twenty minutes are almost up, I may say in
conclusion that no Government can go ahead
faster than the people will follow. It is well
known by the people of Canada that under
our form of government the majority must
govern; but no minority need fear any undue
pressure by the majority in a democratic
country, especially in Canada. We went into
this war of our own free will. We are fighting
as free men to maintain freedom. Although
at times the military strength and the successes
of the enemy may appal us, we know that
from day to day we are gaining in military
strength, and that we have a vast store of
spiritual strength which, in the final analysis,
will be the deciding factor in securing victory
for us and for our allies—a strength of which
our enemies are not aware, and which if they
were, they could not understand.

Honourable members of the Senate, I
believe that when this war is over and won
Canada’s war achievement and her contribution
towards victory will be of such magnitude that
even the ranks of Tuscany can scarce forbear
to cheer.
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Hon. L. M. GOUIN (Translation): Hon-
ourable senators, in rising to second the
address so eloquently moved by my honour-
able colleague from Margaree Forks (Hon.
Mr. MacLennan), I experience the deepest
emotion that I have yet felt. I must add,
however, that it is a great pleasure for me
to address you for the first time in my native
tongue.

This pleasant language of France which
our valorous ancestors brought from their
native land is to us a precious treasure. This
tongue, at once so clear and rich, represents
one of the most sacred elements of our
national heritage. In this free land of our
Canadian democracy French is, in our federal
Capital, in the very heart of our country, one
of the two official languages. This testifies,
perhaps more clearly than anything else, to
the respect for ethnical and religious minori-
ties which guided the Fathers of our Con-
federation. In availing myself of the privilege
thus conferred upon me by our Constitution,
I wish to pay tribute to all those to whom
we are indebted for being able to speak freely,
in this House, the language of our forefathers.
Among them I mention the glorious name of
the illustrious associate of Robert Baldwin,
Sir Louis Hippolyte La Fontaine. Almost
exactly one hundred years ago this great
statesman, the apostle of co-operation between
our two great races, delivered the historic
speech which marked the end of the ostracism
to which the French language had been sub-
jected by the Constitutional Act of 1840. It
was therefore perfectly fitting that, on this
Parliament Hill, La Fontaine and Baldwin
should have been immortalized by a single
monument symbolizing the mnational unity
which they so greatly contributed to create,
after the tragic events of 1837. To all those
who in the past, like Baldwin and La Fontaine,
have understood that nations, our own in
particular, can be founded only on justice, I
wish to express my admiration for their
patriotism, which so fruitfully combined ser-
vice to their country and tolerance towards all.
To all those who are still actuated by this
salutary and fraternal spirit of collaboration,
to all those who truly wish peace and harmony
to reign within our boundaries, now threatened
by- the enemy, to all the sincere apostles of
co-operation among the various groups of
our population, to all those who acknowledge
with us that their first loyalty is to our dear
and glorious Canada—to all of them we hold
out our hand in good faith, whatever may be
their racial origin, their language or their creed,
from whatever province they may come, or
to whatever class they may belong. From
one ocean to the other, we are all children of
the same mother—Canada. In the face of the

Hon. Mr. GOUIN.

danger which is gradually drawing closer to our
land, in the face of probable attacks, though
perhaps only spasmodic, in the face of possible
momentary invasion of some of our vulnerable
points, however well guarded our coasts may
be, may I repeat once again to all the men
and women of Canada, to all my fellow-
citizens of the nine provinces composing our
great Dominion, the appeal of Honoré
Mercier: “Let us be united! Let us cease our
fratricidal quarrelling!”

This is not the time for useless discussion
which can only hamper our war effort. It
would be criminal indeed to choose this
moment to appeal to prejudices of race, of
class or of creed. Proud as I am, and as
you all are, to live under a truly democratic
system, I am the first to admit the just rights
of constructive criticism aimed at furthering
our war effort. But such is not the case of
certain critics whose bitter and intemperate
utterances tend to dampen the most noble
enthusiasm, to create the worst misunder-
standings among ‘the various elements of the
Canadian people, and, really, to impede our
contribution to the vietory which some day,
with God’s help, will crown the efforts of the
combined forces of Canada and our Allies.
It is with legitimate pride that, as Winston
Churchill himself did, we must recognize and
proclaim the gigantic and magnificent con-
tribution which the Government of Canada
has placed the Canadian people in a position
to make towards the defence of Canada and
the preservation of our British Common-
wealth.

Unquestionably, our primary obligation is
to defend our native land. But we must not
conclude therefrom that it is only on our
coasts or on the North American continent
that the fate of our country is at stake. Our
heroic seamen who have generously given
their lives on the coasts of France or in mid-
Atlantie, our intrepid airmen who have made
the supreme sacrifice in all the skies of the
world, the Canadian officers and soldiers who
have tinged with the purest of their blood
the rocks of Hong Kong, all those have died
for their country just as much as our heroes
of old who fell at the Long Sault, at Carillon,
on the Plains of Abraham, or at Sainte Foye.

The outposts of the Empire are not for us
just bits of foreign land; they are really the
outworks of our own defence. By reducing
to merely defensive measures, limited entirely
to our own land, the conduct of our military
operations, our Government would be inviting
the enemy to transfer the theatre of war
to Canada itself. No, Canada is not afraid
to defend itself by carrying the attack where-
ever it may be required in fulfilment of the
strategy or plan of campaign which is ours
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and that of our Allies—Great Britain, the
United States and all the peoples who at our
side are waging the good fight to deliver the
world from the scourge of Hitlerism, the
Fascist yoke and the Japanese hordes.

And. it is precisely because the Canadian
Government wishes to be enabled to adopt
freely all measures essential to the success
of our arms—subject, of course, to control by
the two Houses of this Parliament—it is for
that reason that the Government intends to
seek from the people, by means of a plebiscite,
release from any past commitments restricting
the methods of raising men for military ser-
vice. Let us note first, honourable senators,
that such a course of action is essentially
democratic and that it is the only one con-
sistent with the Liberal doctrine expounded by
Sir Wilfrid Laurier in the last days of his life.
This war is indeed the concern of the whole
Canadian people; after all, our great body of
citizens bear the heaviest load in giving gener-
ously of their blood as well as of their money.
It does not behoove a few individuals, how-
ever powerful they may be, to release the
Government from the promises made by the
Ministers to the electorate, promises which,
by the way, were made not only in Quebec,
but in the whole country. No, only the free
men and women of our Canadian democracy
have the right to decide their own and their
children’s fate. That is a most serious matter,
involving the fulfilment of a pledge and the
salvation of our country through the preserva-
tion of our national unity and the preventing
of a recurrence, still quite avoidable, of the
unfortunate strife that existed in 1917.

I am quite convinced that the Canadian
people will feel it their duty to place their
confidence in the Government by giving it a
free hand to act according to our best national
interests as regards recruiting, and by apprais-
ing, without any undue hindrance, the neces-
sities that may eventually arise.

Only thus shall we be able to maintain
perfect harmony in this beautiful country.
And this internal harmony which we all so
eagerly desire brings to my mind a universally
and justly appreciated utterance by the states-
man who now, with so much distinction, rep-
resents the Government in this Chamber. He
once said at Geneva, before the League of
Nations:

In our endeavours, we aim at maintaining
peace between nations at their boundaries, but
it should not be forgotten that for such a
purpose peace must be maintained internally,
because every legitimate grievance of a
minority descended from some mneighbouring
nation has serious repercussions in the mother
nation that witnesses the oppression of her
minority. A people’s greatest standard of

civilization is to be found in the treatment
meted out by the majority to the minorities
that are at its mercy.

In another statement, our representative in
Geneva, a former President of the League of
Nations, appealed to majorities, urging them
to deal so generously with minority groups
so as to make them forget that they constitute
a minority. Here in Canada, the minority to
which I belong lives alongside a majority that
shows itself tolerant and respectful of our
rights. In this respect for our language, our
culture, our faith and all our institutions lies -
the best guarantee of our survival. Nowhere
outside the free commonwealth of British
nations could we find an environment more
favourable to our natural development. This
safeguarding of our rights implies serious
obligations on our part. Every one among
us is in duly bound to contribute as much as
he can towards ensuring the triumph of our
arms. And of course we all should look upon
the salvation of our country from a truly
national standpoint, putting aside for the time
being our disagreements on less essential
matters. It is as Canadians, and only as
such, without any consideration of province,
language or religious creed, that we must unite
like brothers in order to save, while there is
still time, our national territory now coveted
by the aggressor, to safeguard also the ideal of
justice and freedom which we have inherited
from our two great mother countries, and
which we are resolved to maintain jealously
and to continue to develop freely in this free
land of America which belongs to our Canadian
democracy.

Allow me, honourable senators, in describ-
ing the spirit of justice and freedom that is
now the cornerstone of the British Empire, to
quote a splendid thought expressed by that
great statesman from South Africa, General
Smuts. With this quotation I now begin a
few remarks in English.

(Text) : Honourable senators, in 1917 that
great South African statesman, General Smuts,
spoke as follows:

The British.Empire, or this British Common-
wealth of Nations, does not stand for unity,
standardization, or assimilation or denationali-
zation, but it stands for a fuller, a richer, and
more various life among all the nations that
compose it. And even nations who have fought
you, like my own, must feel that they and their
interests, their language, their religions, and
all their cultural interests are as safe and
secure under the British flag as those of the
children of your household and your own blood.

In Canada, we enjoy the fullest measure of
religious freedom. Those who, like myself,
belong to the French-speaking minority are
at perfect liberty to develop the culture which
we have inherited from France, but which we
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have duly adapted to our Canadian surround-
ings. We are sure that all our rights are at
present more secure under the Union Jack
than under any, foreign flag. And because it
is so, because we enjoy here justice and
freedom, we realize that it is essential for
the survival of our country and of our own
race to win this war at any cost. We are
anxious to continue to enjoy the esteem of
all the free citizens of the world, in particular
of our English-speaking fellow-countrymen.
When the history of this second world war
shall be written, we want the spirit of sacrifice
and the patriotism of French Canada to be
considered as worthy of our glorious past.
Let me add that up to the present the record
of French-speaking Canadians compares fav-
ourably with that of the rest of the Dominion.
I am confident that our part in this great
struggle will never cease to be equal to that
of our fellow Canadians. For this purpose,
I am sure, every one in this House realizes
the importance of preserving our national
unity; indeed, it is absolutely essential to the
successful prosecution of our war effort.
National unity is the basis and the barometer
of the morale of our Canadian people, and
victory will belong to the nations whose
morale is superior, as well as their fighting
forces and material equipment.

It is precisely in the name of national
unity that our Government has decided to
appeal to the people by means of a plebiscite.
[ believe very sincerely that this course is the
only democratic method to end the present
controversy concerning conscription for over-
seas service. I am absolutely convinced that
this plebiscite is the only way to maintain
our national unity. Without such a reference
to the country at large, the enactment of con-
seription for overseas service would cause all
over Canada much harm—more harm than
could be offset by any number of men it
might bring into the army.

Personally, I am of opinion that our Gov-
ernment should be given authority, if it
deems it necessary, to enforce military service
outside Canada. As you know, under the
legislation now in force, it is only those who
have voluntarily enlisted for active service
who can be called upon to serve outside our
territory, and this limitation would include
even Newfoundland and Labrador, the United
States and Alaska. If a day should ever come
when the threat of attack or invasion must
be met outside the borders of Canada—for
instance, somewhere in the United States—I
am sure that all true Canadians clearly in-
tend that resistance be offered, totally and
anywhere, against the invaders, whether they
come from the East or from the West. For
this reason, I consider it my duty to ask our
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good people to renew their confidence in our
Government, and to relieve our Ministers
from any of their previous commitments. I
am confident that we shall not appeal in vain
to the patriotic spirit of our courageous
population. We are proud to live in a democ-
racy where freedom and justice still reign
supreme, and once the Canadian nation has
spoken, that verdict—and I have no doubt
about it—will be accepted without hesitation.

Those who, like myself, have always tried
to promote a better understanding between
English-speaking and French-speaking Cana-
dians want to assure you, as solemnly as we
can, that our fellow-countrymen are willing
to make any sacrifice to save this country
from our enemies. But such total sacrifice
must be asked in the name of Canada, and
only a plebiscite can satisfy the majority of
my race that by the clearly expressed will of
our nation, speaking as a whole, compulsory
service outside our territory may be enforced
should it become necessary. Such is the
attitude of most French Canadians and of a
large number of other Canadians. In the
light of past events that attitude is in no way
unreasonable. It would be a great mistake to
ignore it and not take it into account. At
that price national unity can be saved, and
certainly it is not too high a price to pay
after the sad experiments of 1917.

Honourable senators, I have stated my
views very frankly because it is only through
such frankness that we can secure the full and
cordial co-operation which must unite all the
different groups of our population and all
the various parts of our immense country. I
hope very sincerely that you will take my
remarks in good part, because it is in a spirit
of conciliation that I have spoken—

Some Hon. SENATORS: Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. GOUIN: —trying to be faithful
to the lessons of moderation and toleration
for those of other races than my own, which
I have learned from Laurier and from my
own father—whom so many of you knew and
who was a friend of so many members of
this and the other House—and from our
Prime Minister. I have also learned this
lesson from his associate, from the great
Canadian whose untimely death a few weeks
ago was such a terrible loss to all Canada,
that champion of the sacred cause of national
unity: the Right Hon. Ernest Lapointe.

It is a great privilege for me to second
the Address, which has been so eloquently
moved by the honourable senator from Mar-
garee Forks (Hon. Mr. MacLennan), for I
believe very sincerely that in this manner I
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can in a modest way help to preserve our
national unity, the preservation of which has
never been more important in our history.

Hon. C. C. BALLANTYNE: Honourable
senators, my first pleasant duty is to congratu-
late heartily the mover and the seconder of the
Address. They both acquitted themselves very
eloquently, and in a manner fitting to the
occasion. I was particularly interested in the
remarks of my good friend from De Salaberry
(Hon. Mr. Gouin). He is a worthy son of
his distinguished father.

Some Hon. SENATORS: Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. BALLANTYNE: He is still a
very young man, and we look for very great
things from him in the days to come.

Honourable senators, as a rule I do not make
use of a manuseript when addressing this
Chamber, but this is an occasion of such
importance that I feel it necessary for me to
do so. I have never addressed this House
with more timidity than I do at this moment,
when, owing to the fact that our gifted and
brilliant leader the Right Honourable Arthur
Meighen has resigned his seat in the Senate
of Canada to lead the Conservative party in
the House of Commons, I find myself for the
time being in the position of acting leader.
I therefore crave the indulgence of honour-
able senators. I intend not to make a partisan
or provocative speech, but to deal with the
serious wal situation as I see it, and as
I think the majority of the Canadian people
see it.

Let us face the facts. When this Govern-
ment in January, 1940, scuttled Parliament,
giving a great shock not only to Parliament,
but to the Canadian people, a general elec-
tion followed. At that time Mr. King and
the members of his Government pledged them-
selves that there would never be conscription
in Canada, and since then the Prime Minister
has toured Western Canada and reiterated that
statement over and over again. When. the
general election was held, the King Govern-
ment was returned with a very large major-
ity; but it must be borne in mind that a
large number of Conservatives voted Liberal
because they felt it unwise to change the
Government at that time. In January the war
was called a “phoney” war, and the armies of
France and England remained virtually in-
active before the Maginot line. Then the
powerful German army invaded Denmark,
Norway, Holland and Belgium, and France
collapsed, and all of these countries came under
the Nazi heel of oppression. Then followed
the invasion of Greece and Yugoslavia, and
last December, Japan, without warning,
attacked Pearl Harbour and the United States’

Philippines. Our powerful and friendly neigh-
bour then came into the war on the side
of the British Empire, Russia and China.

From this brief review honourable members
will see that serious events have occurred since
the election was held in 1940, and that these
have completely changed the whole war situa-
tion. I think it is only fair to the Government
to state that many of the Government’s policies
have been most commendable. At the same
time I maintain that we are not waging an
all-out war, as the Government claims, and
later on in my remarks I shall state what I
think ought to be done to make it an all-out
war.

In what position does the Government find
itself to-day? The United States, as soon as
they entered the war, called to their armed
forces all men from 19 to 44, and put into
effect compulsory service in any part of the
war zone, and some of their gallant forces
are at this very moment in Northern Ireland.

The great necessity for the successful prose-
cution of the war to-day is man-power.
According to the Hon. Mr. Howe, Minister of
Munitions and Supply, in so far as Canada is
concerned it is no longer a question of muni-
tions and war equipment; and a short time ago
he made a statement that an overseas unit
could be fully equipped in six weeks. He also
said that Canada would send tanks, guns, trucks
and munitions to Russia, China, Great Britain
and to our forces in the Middle East. The
majority of the public to-day are demanding
two things, a National Government and com-
pulsory service—compulsory service of men and
women on the farms, in the munitions plants
and in any other productive industry where
they can best serve, and conscription of single
men from the ages of 19 to 30 for overseas
service.

The Government no doubt has considered
this serious and, I might say, unprecedented
situation, for it has decided to hold a plebis-
cite. What for? There is only one answer.
It is to free the Government from the pledge
made by it that there would be no conscription,
and to give the Government a free hand to
carry out in its own way any policy it deems
proper.

It would appear to me that there were two
strong and patriotic stands that the Govern-
ment could have taken in placing this question
before the Canadian people. First, it could
have said: “The Government does not believe
in the principle of conscription, and is opposed
to it; it has decided, therefore, to continue on
the voluntary basis” Or, second, it could
have said: “The serious exigencies of the war
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are such that our pledge of no conseription no
longer holds good, and we are in favour of
selective compulsory service in Canada and
overseas.” But the Government apparently did
not wish to take a strong stand either one way
or the other, and it is therefore going to put
this country to the great expense of $1,500,000
simply to free itself from its “no consecription”
pledge, and to enable it to proceed in as free
a manner as it may decide.

In another place last evening Mr, King
quoted part of a speech of the Right Hon.
Winston Churchill in an endeavour to convey
the impression that in the United Kingdom
they did not have compulsory service for the
placing of men and women where they could
best serve. We know, on the contrary, how-
ever, that they have compulsory service for all
women from 20 to 30, and for all men, either
of military age or over age, by which to place
them where they can best serve. Let me quote
what Mr. Churchill said:

There is no room now for-the dilettante, for
the weakling, for the shirker or the sluggard.
The mine, the factory, the dockyard, the salt
sea waves, the fields to till, the home, the
hospital, the chair of the scientist, the pulpit
of the preacher—from the highest to the
humblest, the tasks all are of equal honour.
All have their part to play.

The enemies ranged against us, coalesced and
combined against us, have asked for total war.
Let us make sure that they get it.

These statements were applauded by mem-
bers of the House of Commons. The applause
throughout the country was even louder and
more enthusiastic.

The Prime Minister of Quebec, Mr. King’s
chief lieutenant, made a speech in Montreal
last night as follows:

We are facing two groups, Meighen and
Mackenzie King. Meighen has always been for
conscription for overseas service. We have Mr.
King, who has always been against conscription.
. . . We have at the head of the Liberal party
Mr. King, who is an anti-conscriptionist. . . .
Mr. King is against conscription. He has always
been. His mentality and that of all his party
are the best guarantees. We have on the other
hand a man who fathered conscription in
1917. . . . Mr. King has said: “We will find
out what is the sentiment of the Canadian
people.” . If he asks the Canadian people,
“Are you in favour of conscription or against
conscription?” and the Canadian people say
“Yes,” what can he do? Listen to me. . . .
I don’t know what the answer would be, but
Mr. King would be pledged to impose con-
scription or resign and be replaced by Meighen,
whereas, the way Mackenzie King puts the
question, he remains free to use his own
patriotic judgment. . . . England has no need
of soldiers. Mackenzie King knows that England
has no need of soldiers. What England needs
is munitions and food. . . . If Canadians have
any doubts of Mackenzie King, and replace him
by Meighen, then conscription would come for
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the men, and not for wealth. . . . I am against
conscription. I do mnot think it necessary for
overseas service. I think that conscription for
overseas service would be a crime now.

Let me return to the proposed plebiscite.
Mr. King has given the answer that it cannot
be held for less than the great cost of $1,500,000,
and he says he only wants to be relieved of
his pledge, and then to do as he likes in the
further conduct of the war. Surely such inde-
cision will not appeal to the Canadian people
or our Allies, nor will it increase the prestige
of Canada. Therefore I plead with the Gov-
ernment to drop it.

The war situation now demands that two
imperative things should be done. First, a
National Government should be formed.
When this question is mentioned some people
ask, “Whom have you in Parliament who
would bring strength to the present Govern-
ment?” My reply is: we have some very
good men in all the Opposition groups, and
in addition to them the Government would
be well advised to go outside Parliament and
induce five or six of the most able executives
to join a National Government. Total war
effort cannot be carried out by a party govern-
ment, no matter whether it be Conservative
or Liberal. In order that Canada may be
able to put forward her full effort in this
war we require a non-party government and
these two policies: first, selective compulsory
service for Canada and overseas; secondly,
selective compulsory service for mén who can
best serve in Canada.

Voluntary recruiting has broken down, as
it did in 1916. If our gallant soldiers who are
now in England had been in action, we could
not have reinforced them. Our gallant forces
sent to Hong Kong have been in action and
have given a good account of themselves, as
Canadians always do, and we fear there have
been great losses. The Minister of National
Defence states that we require seven thousand
men each month to reinforce our army in
England, and we have not been able to get
this number. What position should we be in
if our men were in action, suffering heavy
casualties, and we were unable to reinforce
them?

Let us turn our memories back to the 1917
situation, which I was sorry.to hear the
honourable senator from De Salaberry (Hon.
Mr. Gouin) refer to as sad. In 1917 Sir
Robert Borden was confronted by the same
situation as we have now. Let us note the
courageous and strong stand he took at that
time. The Military Service Act was passed,
and Sir Robert decided there should be a
National Union Government. Quite a few of
his own party followers were against it, and
he told me himself that he said to them at a
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caucus of the party, “If you do not want me
as Prime Minister, I will resign for anyone you
would like to have take my place.” That was
a very strong stand, and the Conservative
members showed their good judgment by not
making any change. Then, what was his first
action? He called for the resignation of all his
Ministers and took in nine prominent Liberals.
Six of this number had never been in the
Federal Parliament before, and when they
came into the Government he had to drop
old and faithful followers.

Conscription and National Government in
1917, notwithstanding erroneous statements
made to the contrary, maintained our Army
Corps of 80,000 men at full strength at the
front, as well as all the other units: railway,
labour, transport, medical and others. In
addition, large reserves were always held for
feinforcements. Let me point out that the
British were so short of man-power at that
time that they had to reduce the number of
brigades in their infantry divisions from four
to three, whereas Canada maintained her four
brigades and kept all her divisions and her
army corps up to full strength.

This is an answer as well to a statement
which Hon. Mr. Crerar, my. friend and former
colleague, made some time ago in Toronto.
He said that after a quarter of a century he
was not so sure that conscription was really
effective; that he had voted for it in 1917 and
would vote for it now if he thought it was
necessary. How Mr. Crerar and Mr. Godbout
can come to the conclusion that men are not
wanted now, when there are such terrific
battles raging in the jungles of Malaya and
in North Africa, as well as in certain portions
of Australia, I cannot understand. Would
not General Auchinleck like to get a few
divisions? And would not the British in
Malaya, or the Australians, like the same
thing?

I desire now to reiterate what my leader,
the Right Honourable Mr. Meighen, stated
some time ago, when defining the policy of the
Conservative party. He said that the Con-
servative party would aid the Government to
the fullest extent, either inside the Govern-
ment or outside. -

Honourable senators, I have nothing more to
say at this time, except to ask the Govern-
ment not to proceed with the proposed plebi-
scite. Drop it, and face the facts.

Right Hon. RAOUL DANDURAND: Hon-
ourable senators, my honourable friend (Mr.
Ballantyne) states the Prime Minister, his
colleagues and members of the House, who
were elected after making a pledge to the
people, a pledge which was supported by Dr.
Manion, my honourable friend’s own leader

at the time, should disregard that pledge and
extend the present policy of conscription for
service in Canada to include conscription for
service abroad. He must have heard what
was said at a famous dinner in Toronto by
Dr. Nickle, who sat for a number of years in
the House of Commons and who later became
Attorney-General for Ontario in a Conserva-
tive cabinet. Dr. Nickle said he could not
believe that a government, after appealing to
the country and being returned on a certain
policy, would disregard that policy without
going back to the people. That statement by
Dr. Nickle, of Kingston, whose career I have
followed with interest, should cause my hon-
ourable friend opposite to have some doubt
as to the wisdom of the contrary policy he now
advocates.

The honourable gentleman mentioned a
speech delivered yesterday by Mr. Godbout,
the Prime Minister of Quebec. I read a report
of that speech in two newspapers and I found
nothing in it against the plebiscite as pro-
posed. Mr. Godbout said some time ago that
if he thought it was absolutely nccessary to
have conscription in order to win the war
he would vote for conscription, and last night
or the night before he stated he did not believe
that conscription was required at present. The
Prime Minister of Canada said something to
the same effect in the other House. He does
not know whether there may not be coming a
moment when he may need a freer hand, but,
in the speech which my honourable friend has
béefore him, he declared he did not feel that
the time for adopting conscription had yet
come.

We are now facing a request that conscrip-
tion be extended to include service abroad.
But there is in the way an impediment that
strikes everybody, namely, the vote of the
people in 1940. My honourable friend should
not be surprised because the Prime Minister
and his Government have decided to follow
a course dictated by honesty and honour, nor
should he be indignant because it seems to
him there is need for a change in the Govern-
ment’s policy. He seems to forget that before
Japan began hostilities the Australian Govern-
ment officially declared it would not propose
conseription for service abroad. The Govern-
ment of that country had in mind what
happened in 1916 and 1917. In 1916 a
referendum in favour of conscription abroad
was submitted to the Australian people, and
rejected. The next year another submission was
made, and Mr, Hughes, the then Prime Minis-
ter, declared that if the referendum were
rejected he would resign. By that time Great
Britain - had turned many a sharp corner and
was, as my honourable friend stated, in dire
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need of men, yet Australia, whose people were
one hundred per cent of British stock, turned
down this second referendum also. What is
more, a majority of Australian soldiers in
Europe voted against the referendum.

Hon, Mr. BALLANTYNE: May I interrupt
my right honourable friend for a moment?
The Prime Minister was careful to differentiate
between a referendum and a plebiscite. He
said a referendum would commit the Govern-
ment, but a plebiscite would not.

Right Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I am
speaking of Mr. Hughes, the former Prime
Minister of Australia. Is my honourable
friend referring to him?

Hon. Mr. BALLANTYNE: No; to our own
Prime Minister.

Right Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: That is a
different matter.

Hon. Mr. BALLANTYNE: My right hon-
ourable friend said that a referendum had
been taken in Australia. I was merely point-
ing out that in the opinion of the Prime
Minister of Canada there is a great deal of
difference between a referendum and a plebis-
cite. A referendum binds the Government, but
a plebiscite does not. Australia submitted a
referendum to the people, not a plebiscite.

Right Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: The point
I am making is that a majority of the people
in Australia, and of the Australian soldiers
in the trenches in Europe, voted against the
referendum. As to the difference between a
referendum and a plebiscite, of course I know
exactly what it is. The Government had a
right to choose which of the two methods it
would employ to appeal to the people, and it
chose a plebiscite.

My honourable friend takes umbrage at
an aspersion made by the honourable seconder
of the Address (Hon. Mr. Gouin) with regard
to the 1917 election. This is not the moment
for referring to that election, or the legisla-
tion that preceded it. I told the Right Hon.
Mr. Meighen in this Chamber that any day
that he would like to discuss 1917, I should
be ready to go thoroughly into it. But I
added this to him, that it was not because of
conscription that he had been swept away
from the province of Quebec in the elections
that followed, but rather because of the legis-
lation which he had brought about, which
permitted ballot-box stuffing and ballot
switching to be done so openly that everyone
could read as he ran. The right honourable
gentleman was called to account and con-
demned for the legislation which he prepared,
by which he loaded the dice and carried the
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election. My honourable friend was not a
member of the other House at that time.
Two members of the Opposition, Liberals,
called the Act infamous legislation, but when
they were faced with the fact that if they
remained in opposition the Act would
absolutely prevent their being re-elected, they
gave in and walked into the Union Govern-
ment. But all this is past history. We know
what took place, and how it is that the province
of Quebec rose unanimously against the
Meighen Government in 1921, 1925 and 1926.

My honourable friend knows that his leader,
the Right Hon. Mr. Meighen, went to
Hamilton and declared that if he were Prime
Minister he would never allow Canadian
soldiers to be sent abroad without the people
being first consulted. Of course in these days
the situation is much more difficult and much
more serious, but that is the principle he laid
down; and my honourable friend will realize
that the view held'by a considerable number
of people on this question has been shared not
only by the Right Hon. Mr. Meighen, but by
Dr. Manion, the leader of the Conservative
party in the 1940 general election. I had not
intended to revert to this question. It leads
nowhere, and the time for recrimination is, I
think, past. :

I desire to congratulate the honourable
senator from Margaree Forks (Hon. Mr.
MacLennan) and my young friend—I say
young, and yet his hair begins to change
colour—the honourable senator from De
Salaberry (Hon. Mr. Gouin) upon the excellent
pronouncements we have heard from them.
The honourable member from De Salaberry
happens to be of the third generation of a
family with whose members I have worked
very closely, two of them premiers of their
rrovince, Hon. Mr. Mercier and Hon. Mr.
Gouin. I find sometimes I am seated among
four generations—which at my age is not
very surprising. I am delighted to see a
descendant of those two men standing here
and doing honour to their names.

In his statement before the House of
Commons yesterday the Prime Minister gave
a complete review of the activities and policies
pursued by the Government since the declara-
tion of war, and outlined its programme for
1942-43. I need not cover the same ground,
for all honourable members have before them
the House of Commons Hansard containing
that statement. I will limit myself to a few
points which in my opinion need to be
stressed and which refer to the Government’s
policy of the past and of to-day. :

From the outset the Government has been
bent upon exerting all its efforts in every
direction to meet total war. We have national
selective service which we can apply by
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compulsion. There is only one limitation
recognized—that compulsion is not used as a
method of raising men for military service
overseas. Our forces for overseas service are
not confined to one branch only, as was mostly
the case in the last war. They include men
enlisted in the Canadian Navy and the Cana-
dian Air Force, as well as those enlisted in the
Canadian Active Army. In Great Britain,
as in Canada, compulsion is not used to raise
men for the Navy and the Air Force.

. In this connection, I think my honourable
friend is in error when he states that yesterday
Mr. King said Great Britain had not con-
scription for this war, or something of the
kind. The Right Hon. Mr. King never said
anything of the kind. His statement is in the
hands of all honourable members, and my
honourable friend will not find in it any such
assertion with regard to military service.

In the Navy and the Air Force men who
have volunteered: exceed the number it has
been possible to accept for immediate service.
The issue is thus narrowed to overseas service
in the Army. It relates only to a few contin-
gencies, as up to the present time the Army
has secured necessary recruits on a voluntary
basis. And that is where again I differ with
my honourable friend. Up to the present all
the services have been provided for under the
voluntary system. So the Prime Minister
and Mr. Godbout himself are perfectly free to
say that there is no need to-day for recruiting
otherwise than under the voluntary system,
because that system has not broken down.

Now I put the question: What is the total
war effort of a nation? It involves two
fundamentals. The first of these is devotion
to the prosecution of the war of all the
available energies and resources of the nation
in excess of those required to maintain the
health and efficiency of the people. The
second—and it is of equal importance—is a
proper balance in the use of these energies and
resources for the manifold needs of war. A
total effort, for example, would not be achieved
if so many men were enlisted in the armed
forces, at sea, on land, and in the air, that

there were not enough men left on the farms to

feed them. In the same way, a total effort
would not be achieved if so many men were
enlisted that not enough were left in the
factories to provide them with the necessary
ships, planes, tanks, guns and ammunition.
Moreover, modern war has shown that an
army, and equally a navy, is dependent upon
adequate air support. A total effort therefore
cannot be made unless the right balance is
achieved among all branches- of the armed
forces. These examples could be multiplied

indefinitely. Indeed, the most difficult task
in total war is to decide the correct balance
between different aspects of the war effort.

Moreover, the appropriate balance of one
country would seldom, if ever, be appropriate
for another. Germany, for example, is able
to raise an exceptionally large army because
she can draw on the enslaved populations for
war production and food. Britain, likewise, is
in a position proportionately to increase her
armed forces to a greater degree than Canada,
because Canada requires men to help feed and
arm Britain, as well as to feed and arm our
own country.

The foundation of the total effort of any
country is a correct decision as to the mini-
mum requirements of the civilian population.
Once those are determined, production and
consumption, except for war, must be steadily
and progressively cut down to the minimum.
Waste must be eliminated; the manufacture
of all luxuries and many comforts must cease.
The surplus of man-power and resources thus
secured must be used to make war. In using
this surplus it is vital that it be developed in
the right way. It is not enough to create a
navy, an army, and an air force; the sailors,
soldiers and airmen must be fed, clothed and
armed; they must be moved to the area of

combat, and communications must be main-

tained; reinforcements of men and supplies

must be kept flowing. All this requires
the most careful planning and detailed
organization.

Honourable members will see in the Prime
Minister’s statement the various aspects of
the total effort. My honourable friends have
a general knowledge of the accomplishments
of our National Defence departments—Army,
Air and Navy. I will give some interesting
figures in that direction, but first I desire to
lay before the Senate our financial effort in
helping out the United Kingdom, which Prime
Minister Churchill has highly commended, and
with which the Senate may be less familiar.

The extent to which Canada has been
furnishing supplies to Britain is, I am sure,
not fully realized by our own people. Canada
has supplied weapons and munitions to Britain
for the use of Britain’s armed forces, and for
other Allied forces for which Britain has
undertaken to provide equipment. Canada has
also supplied to Britain raw materials required
in British war production and food-stuffs re-
quired to feed the armed forces and the people
of Britain, In other words, Canada is, at one
and the same time, a full partner in the war
in her own right and one of the principal
arsenals, granaries and shipyards for Britain,
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other parts of the Commonwealth and other
of the Allied nations. The total volume of
Canadian shipments to Britain since the com-
mencement of the war compares favourably
with the volume which thus far has moved
from the United States.

Canadian financial assistance to Britain has
been necessary in connection with the provision
of these vast quantities of war supplies. The
financial assistance which Canada has extended
to Britain is, of coures, not what is ordinarily
understood by the use of that term. Canada
does not ship money across the Atlantic;
the money itself never, in fact, leaves Canada.
Canadian financial assistance has been extended
to Britain in the following manner. The British
Government has purchased war supplies from
Canadian producers, Britain, however, has not
had enough Canadian dollars with which to
make payment for the greater part of these
supplies. Payment has accordingly been made
in pounds sterling. This English money has
remained on deposit in London, because it
cannot, of course, be used in Canada. Most
of the Canadian money required to pay the
producers of guns and copper and bacon and
other commodities has been supplied by the
Canadian Government. This Canadian money
has had to be raised from the Canadian people
in taxes, war savings or war loans.

Canada’s financial aid to Britain has, in
other words, amounted to this: the Minister of
Finance has raised money in taxes and loans
from the Canadian people to pay Canadian
producers for ships, tanks, guns, planes and
other munitions shipped overseas for the
British Army, Navy and Air Force; also to
pay Canadian producers for aluminum, copper,
steel, timber and other raw materials needed
for British war industry, and, as well, to pay
Canadian farmers and fishermen for the food
Canada has sent overseas to feed the British
people.

The British Government has been able to
acquire some Canadian money as a result of
ordinary business transactions, such as the sale
of British exports to Canada and receipts from
interest and dividends on Canadian securities.
This money has been used to pay for a part
of the British purchases. But British exports
to Canada are necessarily on a diminishing
scale.

In the early months of the war the British
Government had a considerable accumulation
of gold and was able to use some gold to pay
for war supplies received from Canada. The
British Government acquired some additional
Canadian money by an arrangement to have
Canada buy back from Britain certain Cana-
dian Government and Government-guaranteed
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securities held in Britain. For the most part,
however, payment for Canadian supplies has
of necessity been made in pounds sterling.

For the past year Britain has urgently
required from Canada vast quantities of
munitions and supplies. These Canada has
created the capacity to produce. The Canadian
producers have been paid in Canadian money
by the Canadian Government. Canada, in
turn, has been credited on the books of
Britain with English money, which, however,
cannot be spent in Canada. In this way
Canada’s surplus store of English money has
been assuming larger and larger proportions.
What, in effect, all this really means is that
Britain has a steadily growing war debt to
Canada.

We all remember the international problems
and difficulties caused after the last war by
the existence of huge war debts owed by one
government to another. We recall how
reluctant nations were to accept payment from
other nations in the only way in which a huge
external debt can really be settled, that is by
removing tariffs and accepting payment in

goods. We know that huge external debts
created suspicion and bitterness between
nations. The Government is desirous of

avoiding the creation of similar difficulties in
the post-war relations between Britain and
Canada. We believe that difficulties would
be avoided and, at the same time, the real
extent of Canada’s wartime contribution would
be more fully comprehended, if Canada’s
financial arrangements with the United
Kingdom, both for the past and the reason-
ably foreseeable future, were duly clarified.
We believe that the time has come for this
clarification.

The Government accordingly is proposing
to the British Government that the financial
arrangements between Canada and Britain
should be placed on a new footing. The offer
which is being made is one which we have
reason to believe will be warmly welcomed by
the British Government.

In so far as past transactions are concerned,
the proposal is to convert the major portion
of the pounds sterling which have accumulated
to Canada’s credit in London into a loan to
the United Kingdom of seven hundred million
dollars in Canadian money. It is proposed
that during the war the loan will be reduced
by the proceeds of any sales, made to persons
outside the United Kingdom, of Canadian
dollar securities now held by residents of the
United Kingdom, and also by the proceeds

of the redemption or repayment of ‘any
Canadian securities held in the United
Kingdom. The new loan would not bear
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interest during the war. It is proposed, how-
ever, that as soon as practicable after the
war, the Governments of the two countries
should arrange an appropriate rate of interest
to apply from that time forward, and should
make appropriate provisions for retiring the
loan.

Since the beginning of the war, approxi-
mately $400,000,000 in Canadian money has
been made available to Britain through the
purchase by our Government of Canadian
Government securities held in Britain. In
other words, our Government during the war
has been paying off a part of the Dominion’s
external debt. Under the arrangement now
proposed the Canadian Government will
purchase outright the remaining Dominion
Government and Canadian National Railway
securities owned by residents of Britain,
estimated in amount at some $295,000,000.
This means that the Canadian Government
will, before it becomes due, pay off its own
remaining debt in Britain. The British
Government will pay the present owners of
these securities in pounds steriing. The
Canadian Government, in turn, will pay the
British Government for the securities in
Canadian dollars.

For the future, in addition to the financial
provision for raising and maintaining Canada’s
own armed forces, the ‘Government will, as a
part of Canada’s direct contribution to the
defeat of the Axis, ask Parliament to make
provision for meeting Britain’s shortage of
Canadian dollars by supplying to Britain, free
of charge and without obligation, munitions of
war, raw materials, and food-stuffs up to an
amount of one billion dollars. Such provision
would mean that thereafter Canada’s direct
war effort would include, in addition to her
armed forces, an outright contribution of war
supplies on a vast scale.

The proposals I have outlined will, it is
anticipated, suffice to meet the requirements
of the United Kingdom for Canadian war
supplies until early in 1943.

In announcing this offer, I wish to draw
particular attention to the fact that the
financial burden of war now being borne by
the Canadian people will not be increased by
the proposed financial arrangements with the
United Kingdom. Canada already has under-
taken to supply the Canadian money required
by Britain to pay for Canadian war supplies.
Whether this money is provided in the form
of a loan to Britain or in the form of a direct:
contribution to the defeat of Hitler, will not
change the number of dollars which the Cana-
dian people are already committed to raise for
the prosecution of the war.

Now I come to our defence war activities,
Army, Air Force, Navy, munitions and
supply. :

As respects the Army: At the outbreak of
war the Permanent Active Militia, as Canada’s
regular army was then called, included about
4500 men. By the end of 1939, the Canadian
Active Service Force, to give the army its
name at that date, had increased to 64,000 men.
The first Canadian division had just arrived
in Britain.

At the close of 1940, the Active Army in-
cluded almost 170,000 men. A Canadian corps
of two divisions had already been formed in
Britain. Canadian troops were also on active
service in Newfoundland, the British West
Indies and Iceland.

At the close of 1941, there were more than
260,000 men in the Canadian Active Army,
enlisted for service in any part of the world.
About half this number were on active service
outside Canada. A third infantry division, an
armoured division, an army tank brigade.
forestry troops, and other specialized units,
and thousands of reinforcements were in
Britain, in addition to the original corps of
two divisions.

Canadian troops continued to serve in New-
foundland and the West Indies. Two Canadian
regiments recently added a new chapter of
valour in the heroic defence of Hong Kong.

In addition to the Active Army, several
thousand young men had, during 1941, been
called up for military training and service in
Canada under the National Resources
Mobilization Aect. Of this number, a con-
siderable proportion had enlisted in the Active
Army, the Navy, and the Air Force. Some
thousands more had been assigned to duties
in Canada, thus relieving enlisted men for
service elsewhere.

Mention should also be made of the Reserve
Army, in which at the end of 1941, some 140,000
men were enrolled.

In order that my honourable friends may
have an idea of conditions in 1941 as compared
with those in 1914, I desire to read a statement
by the Master General of the Ordnance, Mr.
Victor Sifton, made, I believe, in November
last. Here is what he says:

Rather than give you a mass of technical
detail I will contrast the last war with this
one. A Canadian infantry division in 1918
had 153 motor vehicles and 4,400 horses. The
cost plus upkeep at the front for one year was
$2,000,000.

A division to-day has no horses or wagons,
but it has 3,500 motor vehicles of more than
160 different types, practically all of which are
being manufactured in Canada. Although there
are more than 160 types, only 7 models of
engines are used to drive them. The cost of

the vehicles used by a modern division plus
one year’s upkeep is $12,000,000.
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Incidentally you will be interested to know
that the 1st and 2nd Canadian divisions in
England are completely equipped. In fact there
are no better-equipped divisions in the British
army.

The fire power of a division in 1918 was
48 field guns; 96 machine guns; 40 trench
mortars and 432 Lewis guns. The cost for
one year, including upkeep and ammunition,
was $3,150,000.

To-day an infantry division has increased its
strength in field guns, doubled the number of
automatic small arms, has new and better
mortars and many types of weapons unknown
in 1918, such as anti-tank rifles and guns and
anti-aircraft guns. To-day’s division has many
times the fire power of a division in 1914-18.
The cost for one year of equipping and main-
taining a modern division with these weapons,
including wastage and ammunition under battle
conditions, is $28,000,000. The comparison is
between $5,000,000 in 1918 and $28,000,000
in 1941.

Apart from rifles and pistols, the 1941
weapons are of much higher quality and of
greater fire power than the weapons of the
last war.

I have given you comparisons of tramsport
and fire power costs. But, apart from the
personnel, all costs are higher. The overall
cost of a division in 1914-18 varied from
$30,000,000 to $48,000,000, according to the
severity of the fighting. To-day’s cost of creat-
ing and maintaining an infantry division for
one year is $86,000,000. :

It is interesting to compare the Canadian
Cavalry Brigade of the last war with the
Canadian Army Tank Brigade of the present
war. Both these formations have approxi-
mately the same strength in men. But the
striking power of the Tank Brigade is vastly
greater and, unfortunately, the cost has
increased 9 to 1. The cost of the Cavalry
Brigade for 1 year, including ammunition, was
$3,500,000. The cost of the Tank Brigade for
1 year on a similar basis is $32,000,000. The
difference in fire power is so great that a
comparison is not possible.

Perhaps the most interesting formation in
the Canadian Army is the armoured division.
To equip and maintain it in action in the
field for 1 year will cost this country
$155,000,000. An armoured division is, of
course, the most powerful and the costliest of
all land-fighting formations. There was no
military formation in 1918 with which it can
be compared. But its cost can be compared
with the cost of maintaining the whole Cana-
dian Corps in France in the full fiscal year
1916-17, which was $143,000,000, or $12,000,000
less than the cost of maintaining our armoured
division, And it will be remembered that
1916-17 was a year of heavy fighting, including
St. Eloi, Sanctuary Wood and the Somme.

The infantry division to-day can move long
distances and arrive at the point of action fresh
and strong.

In the last war a division of infantry in
column of route occupied 15 miles of road—
to-day a division in column of route occupies
from 60 to 140 miles of road, depending on its
tactical situation.

At 10 vehicles per mile, the Canadian Corps
at present in England would occupy on the
road a distance equal to the distance from
Toronto to Vancouver.

Right Hon. Mr. DANDURAND.

Nor is the efliciency of modern war equip-
ment easily impaired by weather or road
conditions. Bad weather has often been the
decisive factor in campaigns. Thousands of
soldiers and great quantities of armament and
supplies were lost by Napoleon in the retreat
from Moscow because his horses were not shod
and could not hold their feet on the ice. Our
military vehicles to-day are equipped with
specially designed non-skid tires which can run
for miles without air. Some of these trucks
have as many as 8 gear ratios which provide
traction under almost any conditions.

A comparison between the horse-power used
by the army and the electrical energy used in
this country is interesting. We are, as you
know, tremendous users of electrical energy.

One armoured division develops 394,237 horse-
power, which is as much as the electrical power
used in the city of Toronto. In a word—the
12,000 soldiers in an armoured division have at
their disposal and under their control as much
mechanical power as used in terms of electrical
energy by all the citizens of Toronto.

In the last war, 12,000 soldiers had at their
disposal in army equipment 3,300 horse-power,
which is about equivalent to the electrical
power used in Gananoque or Lindsay.

One armoured division plus one infantry
division develops more power than all the
electrical energy used in the province of
Manitoba.

The Canadian Army is an army of machines,
and the eflicient use of machines depends upon
skilled men to operate and maintain them.

Industrial training is an essential preparatidn
for the modern army.

In the last war the best type of recruit was
a farm lad. He was strong and handy and
knew how to handle horses. He is still an
excellent recruit, the more so if he has had
experience repairing farm machinery and
operating the tractor.

To-day, 25 per cent of infantry must be
mechanics; 4,100 out of 17,000 men in a division
must be skilled in one or other of 53 trades.
A lack of skilled mechanics might easily
paralyse the army.

The scientific employment of machines rather
than flesh and blood is the goal at which we
are aiming,

The Royal Canadian Air Force, at the end
of the year, mustered well over 100,000 men,
excluding civilians. The Air Training Plan is
in full operation; the responsibilities and duties
for coastal defence, particularly on the Pacific,
have greatly increased; and the complete
establishment of 28 Canadian operational
squadrons overseas is to be fully achieved, not
only with a full complement of flying person-
nel, but also with all necessary ground and
maintenance crews.

Until such time as arrangements may have
been concluded with the Government of the
United Kingdom to increase the number of
Royal Canadian Air Force squadrons beyond
28, the Canadian pilots and other aircrew sent
overseas, in excess of the numbers needed to
maintain these Canadian squadrons at full
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strength, will serve with the Royal Air Force,
where thousands of their fellows are already
in active service.

Some increase in the home war establish-
ment must be expected. Of this, for obvious
reasons, I cannot be expected to give details.
Thousands of young Canadians are now
engaged in active operations and the augmen-
tation of trained men is accelerated.

The growing part of the R.C.AF. in air
operations over Britain and the continent of
Europe has found sombre reflection in the
casualty lists. From the original three,
Canada’s own force in the field was expanded
to 28 squadrons, which have already been
formed or are in the final stages of formation.
Thousands more of the Canadian pilots and
aircrew trained under the Commonwealth
Plan are serving as individuals with the
Royal Air Force, not only in Britain, but also
in the Western Desert, the Far East, and
other theatres of war.

Over and above any commitments under
the Commonwealth Training Plan, the call
for highly qualified and scientifically trained
personnel for very special duties such as radio
location has been responded to by the dispatch
overseas of thousands who are fitted to fill
this immediate and important need.

Canada’s share in the war in the air has
reached the stage where Canadian aircrew
have become a major factor in the striking
forces of the British Commonwealth.

On the outbreak of war, home defence duties
were its first responsibility, but in the closing
months of 1939 it was busily engaged in plan-
ning and arranging the organization details of
the gigantic British Commonwealth Air Train-
ing Plan.

The year 1940 was the year of construction
development for the plan. But in spite of the
strain which was then placed upon the force,
Canada’s three fighting squadrons, which were
promptly sent overseas, did valiant service in
the Battle of Britain. In 1941, responsibilities
of the home war establishment for patrol work
in the Atlantic area and Newfoundland have
been ever-growing ones, and the outbreak of
war with Japan has added seriously to its tasks
on the Pacific Coast.

The task of providing trained aircrew for
the active theatres of war through the Air
Training Plan continues to be the Royal
Canadian Air Force’s heaviest burden in Can-
ada. Its magnitude was still further enlarged
during the year, and the output of these
numbers by air training will continue to be
the heaviest work of the R.C.A.F. in Canada.

In the long run, as the Minister of National
Defence for Air has repeatedly warned us,
no more acute manpower problem faces the

4

Government than that of assuming the supply
of recruits for training as aircrew, not in the
immediate future, but some months or a year
hence. There is no question of reluctance to
serve; on the contrary, young men are eager
for the opportunity ; but the numbers available
with the necessary high qualifications are
limited, because of our small population.
Looking ahead, we can see this question looms
far larger than the needs of the Navy or the
Army, or of industry.

To the solution of this problem by means of
the development of air cadets, pre-entry
education, physical training and conditioning
and other means, the Government is directing
intensive study.

At six o’clock the Senate took recess.

The Senate resumed at eight o’clock.

Right Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Honour-
able members, I have given you the operations
of the Department of National Defence for
Air. I should like to submit now a few figures
from the Minister of National Defence for
Naval Services. In September, 1939, Canada
had 15 naval ships with a personnel of 1,774;
in January, 1940, 84 ships and 5,000 personnel;
in January, 1941, 181 ships and 14800 per-
sonnel; in January, 1942, 352 ships and 27,600
personnel. In January, 1943, we shall have
424 ships and 38,000 personnel. It is estimated
that in March, 1943, we shall have 40,000 men
enlisted in the Navy.

Orders have been placed for about 150
merchant ships to be built and equipped in
Canada, by Canadian workmen, out of material
that is 95 per cent Canadian. In dead weight
capacity they will total 1,500,000 tons.

There will be 145 ten-thousand-ton ships
and 10 four-thousand seven-hundred-ton ships.
Seven of the larger ships have already been
launched.

Since the beginning of the war 8,000 ships
have sailed in convoy from Canadian ports,
carrying over fifty million tons of food and
war materials. These ships have carried the
flags of seventeen different nations.

This reminds me that in September, 1939,
when I stated we were undertaking to defend
our Atlantic coast and protect Newfoundland
and the French islands, my honourable friend,
who was thoroughly au fait with the naval
situation, put to me the question: “By what
means?”’ And I answered: “By all the means
at our disposal.” That was very general and
did not cover any great responsibility. But
I suppose he will gladly commend the increase
of our Navy from 15 ships in 1939 to 352 this
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month as a formidable effort. However, I do
not ask him to make any dangerous avowal
in stating what I believe would be his state
of mind.

The statement which I mow propose to
place before honourable members covers the
activities of the Department of Munitions and
Supply under Mr. Howe:

Since Parliament last met, the conversion
of Canadian industry to total war production
has proceeded apace. War contracts awarded
by the Department of Munitions and Supply
and contract commitments to the end of 1941
on Canadian, United Kingdom and Allied
accounts now total 3,200 million dollars. Of
this amount, 550 millions have been provided
in the form of capital assistance to industry
for the expansion and construction of plant,
and for the installation of machine tools and
other equipment. Every item of the produc-
tion programme, which includes guns, am-
munition, naval and cargo vessels, planes,
tanks, mechanical transport, and personal
equipment, is now in production.

Shipbuilding: The first of the 10-thousand-
ton cargo vessels has been delivered and 87
are scheduled for 1942 delivery. Sixty-nine
corvettes were delivered in 1941, and 31 mine-
sweepers. Deliveries of smaller craft totalled
50. Construction has begun on 2 Tribal Class
destroyers.

Aircraft: The aircraft industry of Canada
is producing aircraft required to operate the
British Commonwealth Air Training Plan, as
well as long-range bombers, fighters and flying
boats. The total production of planes at the
end of the year, for the period beginning
September, 1939, was 5212. The present pro-
duction is at a rate of approximately 300 air-
frames per month.

Mechanical Transport: A total of . 200
thousand units of various types of army trans-
port has been produced and shipped to the
various war fronts, The monthly production
of this type of equipment is now in the
thousands.

Armoured TFighting Vehicles: Canada is
producing 2 types of tank, an infantry tank
and a cruiser tank. Production will reach a
rate of over 200 per month early this year.
The current monthly rate of production of
Universal Carriers is 700.

Guns and Equipments: Canada is now
producing 10 types of naval, field, and anti-
aireraft guns and equipments. Rates of pro-
duction for 1942 for these various types are
as follows: anti-aircraft 400 per month; anti-
aircraft loose barrels 1,000 per month; field
guns 550 per month; naval guns 150 per
month.

Right Hon. Mr. DANDURAND.

Machine Guns and Small Arms: The
machine gun and small arm programme is
already producing at high capacity. Schedule
production for early 1942 is: Bren guns 4,000
per month; Browning aircraft machine guns
3,000 per month; Browning machine guns for
tanks 2,000 per month; Boys anti-tank rifle
5,000 per month; Vickers naval machine gun
100 per month; Sten machine carbine 2,500
per month; standard infantry rifle 25,000 per
month.

This programme also includes trench mor-
tars, bomb throwers, and smoke projectors.

Ammunition and Ammunition Compon-
ents: Canada is now producing thousands
of rounds of filled ammunition of all types,
including all prime materials and compon-
ents: brass, chemicals and explosives, cart-
ridge cases, fuses, primers, gaines, and tubes.

Bombs: Present production ranges from 500-
pound bombs to practice sizes, including
mortar bombs, grenades, anti-tank mines, and
depth charges, and is already at a rate of
thousands per month.

Pyrotechnics: This group includes signal
cartridges, flamefloats, flares, smoke generators,
ete. Monthly production is now in excess of
100,000 for all types.

Instruments: Canada is producing for her
own account and for United Kingdom and
Allied accounts all types of precision instru-
ments required for the operation of modern
war equipment. Production is now at the rate
of hundreds per month and is being stepped-up
rapidly.

Explosives and Chemicals: Some 25 plants
have been established for the production of
explosives and chemicals, with a monthly rate
approaching 70 million pounds.

Personal Equipment and Commissary : Indus-
tries normally engaged in peace-time production
are now producing thousands of articles of
personal equipment, barracks stores, food-
stuffs, furniture and like materials.

Construction: Value of buildings and other
construction projects undertaken for the armed
services amounted to approximately 180 million
dollars, representing 1,900 contracts.

Bits and Pieces Programme: This organiza-
tion has been set up to encourage sub-
contracting and the full use of idle plant
capacity.

Government-owned Companies: Thirteen
Crown corporations are operating as agents
for the Department of Munitions and Supply,
some purchasing and others producing.

Wartime Industries Control Board: Serious
shortages of essential raw and prime materials
have required drastic curtailment of the use
of such materials for civilian purposes. The
orders of the Wartime Industries Control
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Board are designed to protect these materials
for war needs. The major restrictions relate to:
(a) elimination of passenger automobile pro-
duction; (b) restriction of the use of rubber,
silk, tin, ete.; (c) restriction of the use of steel;
(d) rationing of gasoline and oil; (e) restric-
tion and elimination of the output of household
appliances.

The operations of the Department of Muni-
tions and Supply are so vast that I should not
be surprised if this statement were incomplete,
but at any rate the information will no doubt
be of value to honourable members.

I come now to the Government programme
for the present year, which has been prepared
in reference to the fiscal year ending March
31, 1943.

As I have already stated, the Navy now
has 350 ships and more than 27,000 men in
the service. The programme of expansion for
1942 can be expressed very simply. Our ship-
building capacity is being used to build ships
for Britain and for Canada. Apart from the
naval craft built for Britain, the Navy will
take all the ships Canada can build, and it will
enlist and train the men required to man the
ships. No limitation has been placed upon
the number either of ships or men, save in
so far as the number of available ships neces-
sarily sets a limit to the number of men who
can be enlisted for training.

The Canadian Active Army now consists of
the corps of three infantry divisions, divisional
and corps troops, an armoured division, and
an army tank brigade in Britain. In addition,
there are in Britain in reinforcement units
thousands of reinforcements. A fourth infantry
division and the brigade groups of a sixth
division have been mobilized in Canada. In
addition, there are the troops on home defence
duties on our coasts and in vulnerable areas,
and troops in training as reinforcements.

During 1942 it is proposed to create overseas
a Canadian army of two army corps; one army
corps to comprise three infantry divisions and
two army tank brigades; the other to consist
of two armoured divisions. In addition, all
necessary ancillary units to serve these two
corps will be provided. To reach this objective
it will be necessary: first, to convert the
present 4th division into an armoured division,
and to train and equip it for this special role
and despatch it overseas in due course; second,
to raise, equip, train and despatch overseas
another army tank brigade for use with the
infantry divisions of the Canadian corps;
third, to raise, equip, train and despatch
additional ancillary troops both for the
infantry corps and the new armoured corps;
fourth, to maintain and reinforce these two

corps; fifth, to provide headquarters staff
organizations for an army and an armoured
corps.

It will, however, be recognized that the
ultimate disposition of all troops necessarily
depends upon circumstances which determine
the course of the war.

As for the territorial defence of Canada,
special dispositions have been made where
that seemed to be required, as a result of the
outbreak of war with Japan. The garrisons
of coast defences have been strengthened.
Reserves have been allotted to deal with any
likely emergency.

A special reorganization and regrouping of
reserve formations is under way right across
Canada, and an emergency organization of
active service personnel in training centres or
elsewhere is being established.

Whether it will be necessary to mobilize
another division for Canadian defence when
the 4th armoured division is despatched over-
seas will, of course, depend on developments
in the intervening period.

The situation in Canada in respect to anti-
aircraft defence is improving each month as
more equipment becomes available. New units
are being mobilized in accordance with antici-
pated deliveries of equipment.

The 1942 army programme will create a
thoroughly modern, well balanced and hard-
hitting Canadian overseas army. This army
will be complete and self-contained. It will
be capable of operating in any theatre, and
can be effectively maintained both in respect
to man-power and equipment.

It should be noted that the outstanding
feature of the army programme for 1942 is
the proposed increase in the armoured
strength of the army overseas. This develop-
ment is in line with emilitary experience in the
present war and with the policy of the British
Army.

The effectiveness of Canada’s own armed
forces depends upon the effort put forth on the
farms, in the mines, in the forests, in the
workshops and factories, on the railways and
the merchant ships of Canada. Canadian
production since the war began has been
essential to the effort of Britain and, indeed,
of every nation fighting the Axis powers. The
dependence on Canadian productive efforts
of what are now called the United Nations
will be greater than ever in 1942.

I have already pointed out that the Gov-
ernment has set no limits to war production.
The only limits are those imposed by the
growing scarcity of management, tools, raw
materials, and skilled labour. Although the
Minister of Munitions and Supply told Par-
liament in November that practically all avail-
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able establishments in Canada were already
engaged in war production, he recently stated
that he was “raising the sights again”. More
production can be achieved only by the. con-
version of existing establishments from non-
essential production, and by the transfer of
labour. There is no slack left in our industrial
economy, but I shall be surprised indeed
if we do not find, when the year ends, that
Canadian industry and Canadian labour have
once again amazed us all.

The productive increases already achieved
by Canadian agriculture have been little
short of miraculous. Cheese production has
increased by one-fifth, concentrated milk out-
put by two-thirds, hog production has doubled,
and egg production will soon be at an all-time
high. For this third year of the war dairy
farmers, hog producers and poultry men have
been asked to produce the maximum quantities
possible. Canada has contracts with Great
Britain for bacon, hams and other pork
products amounting to 618,000,000 pounds.
The forthcoming agreement for cheese is
expected to be for at least 125,000,000 pounds.
Six hundred and seventy-five thousand cases
of evaporated milk will probably, again this
year, be required by Britain. The present
contract for eggs is for 30,000,000 dozen. Fur-
ther large contracts for summer and fall
delivery are anticipated. Canada has also
undertaken to supply Britain with 4,500,000
pounds of honey; 510,000 barrels of fresh
apples; 425000 cases of processed apples;
300,000 cases of canned tomatoes, and other
fruit and vegetable products in substantial
quantities. Altogether, the value of the exports
of those commodities will be at least $180,000,-
000. Exports of the same products in the
vear before the war were valued at about
$50,000,000.

If we do all in our power to help them meet
their labour problems, we can, I know, count
on Canadian farmers to do the rest. But the
goal which is set for them for 1942 will
demand their utmost effort.

This gives an idea of the plans and pro-
gramme of the Government. I believe that
the statements which come from the Depart-
ment of Munitions and Supply, from the
Navy, the Air Force and the Army should
give to Canadians cause for pride in the
efforts that have been carried on since Sep-
tember, 1939. The Government of Canada
has been commended for its activity and its
efforts during the last two years and a half,
and I have no doubt that, although most of
my colleagues facing me are silent, there is a
conviction in this Chamber that Canada has
not failed, but has reason to be proud of what
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it has done. I feel quite confident that before
this debate is closed we shall hear words of
commendation of the efforts of the Govern-
ment since the beginning of the war.

Hon. Mrs. FALLIS:
ment of the debate.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I was in hopes
that we might make some further progress in
this debate, but I am ready to abide by the
request of the honourable senator.

Hon. Mrs. FALLIS: If anyone else is
ready to go on to-night, I am content that
he should do so.

Hon. GUSTAVE LACASSE: Honourable
members, I am always pleased to have the
opportunity of rescuing a lady in distress, and
am quite content that the honourable sena-
tor should have a chance to prepare her speech.
I wish I had been given the same chance and
that the House had adjourned until to-morrow,
for, in this particular case, I approve of the
action of the honourable leader opposite
(Hon. Mr. Ballantyne), who fully prepared
his speech and read it from the manuscript.
I sincerely absolve him from any blame for
thus challenging the rules of the House,
because, under present circumstances, nobody
can be too well prepared to utter any pro-
nouncements in this House or in any other.

Hon. Mr. BALLANTYNE: May [ be
allowed to say that the Prime Minister in
another place last night read from manuscript
for two hours.

Hon. Mr. LACASSE: I am sorry my hon-
ourable friend misinterprets what I say. I
was complimenting him.

Hon. Mr. BALLANTYNE: I thought the
honourable gentleman said it was contrary to
the rules of the House.

Hon. Mr. LACASSE: I was just expressing
my approval of what the honourable gentle-
man had done on this particular occasion.

My first duty is to compliment the mover
(Hon., Mr. MacLennan) and the seconder
(Hon. Mr. Gouin) of the Address in reply to
the Speech from the Throne. I was keenly
interested in the speech delivered and the
figures cited by the honourable senator from
Margaree Forks (Hon. Mr. MacLennan)—
figures which were later repeated by the leader
of the House, and which were most impressive
in so far as the war record of the Government
is concerned. I was greatly interested also in
listening to the remarks of my good friend
from De Salaberry (Hon. Mr. Gouin), whose
eloquence reminded us of three generations of
distinguished gentlemen who have given their
best to the country. I also wish to compliment

I move the adjourn-
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the honourable gentleman in another respect.
I know what a strain it is mentally, and even
physically, to have to address an audience in
two languages, and to shift from one to the
other. We are all apt to take the easiest way
and simply repeat what we have just said, only
in a different language. Well, I compliment
my honourable friend particularly upon the
fact that he did not do this. He said something
new in English, which was just as interesting
as what he had stated in French, and this made
his address much more original, picturesque
and interesting,

I wish to offer my compliments again to the
acting leader on the other side of the House
(Hon. Mr, Ballantyne), and I hope he under-
stands me rightly this time. I think it was
only right that, as a desk-mate of the former
leader opposite, who is no longer among us
(Right Hon. Mr. Meighen), he should succeed
him in that office. I hope his position will
become something more than an acting one,
and that we shall soon have the opportunity
of greeting him as the permanent leader of
the Opposition.

Right Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: But in this
House there is no leader of the Opposition.
There is a leader of Conservative thought,
if there is such a thing as Conservative thought.

Hon. Mr. LACASSE: There is one little
reservation, however, which I will add to my
compliments. In spite of the fact that my
honourable friend stated in his preliminary
remarks that he would sincerely try not to
make a partisan address, he used, in the very
second or third sentence of his speech, the
terrible phrase, “scuttling of Parliament.” That
expression does not agree very well with the
other. However, he is such a good companion
and fine gentleman that I am willing to absolve
him in this case too.

The main points I want to deal with are the
two things my honourable friend emphasized
as being the desires of the Conservative party
—whatever that might mean at the present
time, as my right honourable leader suggested
a moment ago. The honourable gentleman said
that the Conservative party desired the set-
ting up of a National Government, or, to be
more precise, I will say a so-called National
Government, and the immediate adoption of
conscription for overseas service. Honourable
members will note that I am calling the thing
by its right name. As a doctor, I must put
the right label on the right bottle.

Now, in so far as National Government and
conseription are concerned, I do not think
it would be right, intelligent or logical to con-
clude that because two hundred individuals
representing disgruntled mine operators or

vindictive newspaper publishers in Toronto
organize a ‘“Petite Convention Nationale”
which expresses a desire for these two things,
we should disregard the opinion of an over-
whelming majority of the six or seven million
electors of Canada as expressed less than two
years ago in opposition to these two proposals.
Everybody remembers what happened at the
last election. I will go so far as to say that
the proposal for a National Government itself
was rejected by the electors at that time.
The then leader of the Conservative party—
or was it called the National Government
party then?—was so well aware of the trend
of public opinion in those days that, although
a veteran of the last war, he declared himself
emphatically against conseription. These are
historical facts.

Hon. Mr. DUFF: He got his reward. He
has a good job.

Hon. Mr. LACASSE: I do not want to
emphasize that unnecessarily. It seems to me
that when we start to speak about these
things, we should do as the draftsman of a
bill does: define our terms first. It should be
made clear what is meant by “National Gov-
ernment.” That has not been done since 1940.

Mr. Winston Churchill, Prime Minister of
Great Britain, has been quoted repeatedly
since the beginning of this debate. We all
listened to him when he was here, for we
realized he was the most illustrious guest
Canada had had since “the visit of Their
Majesties to our shores. His utterances were
very interesting, and they moved me deeply,
as they did everyone, but I have in mind
particularly one sentence, which he did not
pronounce in his speech, but which was uttered
in an interview given by him a little while
after he spoke in the House of Commons. He
said, “If we let the present condemn the
past, God bless the future.” I have seldom
run across s0 few words meaning so much.
These were indeed very wise words, and they
carried a deep meaning. They could be
translated into these more colloquial terms:
there is no use crying over the upset apple-
cart.

This does not mean that the lessons of his-
tory should be ignored, that recent facts should
not be rightly interpreted, or that the deduc-
tions properly to be drawn from them should
not be mentioned at any time.

This war has been a very grim and very
powerful teacher. It has taught us a lot
already. Let us mention a few things we
have learned from it. The successes of the
Axis powers are explained mainly by two
facts: first, by the fact that they made
thorough preparations while their prospective
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foes, our Allies of to-day, were sitting around
idle. But I am not going to cry over spilt
milk. I will leave that point alone just now,
in accordance with the advice of Mr.
Churchill, which I respect. But I have the
right to mention the fact that Germany was
working while we were sitting idle and paying
our people to remain idle. That is a very
crude fact which we must face now in order
to understand the causes of the trouble and
what remedies to apply. The second fact
which explains the Axis successes is that
from the beginning of the war the Axis powers
have been on the offensive. Thus they have
had the tremendous advantage of knowing
where the next attack was going to be
launched, whereas all the countries on the
defensive could .only wait anxiously, while
trying to guess where the enemy might strike
next.

The war has also made us aware of some
facts, which we did not suspect before now,
with regard to certain sister countries. These
facts particularly have some connection with
the situation existing in Canada to-day. Take

for instance the case of Australia. That
country 1s the second most important
Dominion in the British Empire. It is much

more homogeneously English than Canada is.
According to statements which I heard in the
last election campaign, Australia was much
better prepared than we were. And more
recently 1 heard that Australia had been far
more generous than Canada in the matter of
sending troops abroad. She sent her gallant
aviators and soldiers to Greece, to Crete, to
North Africa, to Malaya, and so on. So far
did Australia go along that line—this is the
point I want to emphasize to-night—that when
she found herself facing a erisis, through
exposure to the enemy, her Prime Minister,
Mr. John Curtin, turned his' eye in despair,
not towards London, but towards Washington.
Secondly, the Australian Government sent out
a call to aviators who had been sent away to
come back and defend their own country. So
Australia was depleted of her own defenders
for the sake of others. Well, that is a master-
piece in generosity, but not in home security.
That ought to teach us a lesson which should
not go unnoticed, particularly when our
country is exposed more than ever on the
* Pacific coast to the new threat from the Japs.

I want to pay my compliments to one man
in particular, and my doing so may indicate
to my good friend the honourable leader
opposite (Hon. Mr. Ballantyne) that I am
even less partisan than he himself is. That
man is none other than the Associate Editor
of the Ottawa Journal, Mr. Grattan O’Leary,
who I think is not a very strong Liberal. I
want to pay my compliments to him for

Hon. Mr. LACASSE.

what he said about Ireland, his mother
country, and, in a certain measure, mine also.
Even if I have to surprise some of my
French Canadian friends here, I will say that.
Mr. O’Leary went to Ireland, and after he
came back to this country he was courageous
enough to open the eyes of his fellow citizens
in Canada to facts which they had constantly
ignored. To-night I am going to add to what
he has already told us some statistical state-
ments about good old and oft-decried
Southern Ireland, which may surprise many
members of this House. Southern Ireland,
with a population of three million, has at this
very moment 120,000 voluntary recruits fighting
under the British flag, while Ulster, with a
population of one and a quarter million, has
only 1,900 voluntary recruits under that flag.
I leave that to your consideration, and ask
you to revise your opinion about Ireland.
Those are facts we should bear in mind. But
I should add that instead of 1,900, which was
the figure quoted by the Belfast News, I
really believe it should be 19,000. Even so,
we have as against that figure 120,000 volun-
tary recruits from Catholic Nationalist Ireland
fighting under the British flag, which is ours
also.

Hon. Mr. BLACK: I do not want to inter-
rupt the honourable gentleman, but perhaps
he loses sight of the fact that there are more
than 50,000 Northern Irishmen forming an
integral part of the British Army; and of
course Northern Ireland is part *of Great
Britain. I mention this as the figures quoted
by the honourable gentleman might leave an
entirely erroneous impression on the minds of
the public

Hon. Mr. LACASSE: I welcome that
additional  information—and may I be
permitted to mention also the fact that there
is no conscription in Ulster. I shall be quite
willing to make any adjustments that may be
necessary, for there is no desire on my part
to befog the issues or convey erroneous
impressions in these critical times. The point
I wish to make is this, that certain wholesome
conclusions should be drawn from the figures
and from the circumstances to which they
relate.

Now, just a word about South Africa. I
have never yet heard that that Dominion
has decided to resort to compulsory military
service. So far there has been found enough
goodwill and heroism and appreciation of
duty to enable the Government to organize
an army strong enough to take a major part
in bringing about the destruction of Musso-
lini’s African empire. I like the way Churchill
pronounces the name, and I share his con-
tempt for Hitler’s lackey.
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It may seem a little like hitting below the
belt to refer to India, with its teeming popu-
lation, in regard to the number of men it has
contributed to the Imperial Army. But
though it is the richest part of the British
Commonwealth of Nations, and has ample
man-power to draw on, I am not ashamed
of our own enlistment figures as compared
with those of any other Dominion, including
India. That is the very point I wish to
emphasize right now: I am not ashamed of
the war record of Canada as against that of
any of our sister Dominions. I do not say
that with any intention of belittling the war
effort, the valour, the goodwill and the loy-
alty of other nations of the Commonwealth,
but after all I have a perfect right to be
proud of the record of my own country.

Before I pronounce the word I should like
to be told by a scholar like my good friend
from De Salaberry or the acting leader
opposite (Hon. Mr. Ballantyne) the correct
pronunciation of the word “plebiscite.” I have
have heard it pronounced in two ways this
evening.

An Hon.
correct.

Hon. Mr. LACASSE: Then there is more
freedom in grammar than in politics.

No doubt the result of the federal election
of two years ago is still fresh in the minds
of honourable members, and I do not want to
refer to it more than is absolutely necessary
for the purpose of my argument. On what
issue was that election fought? As I have
already stated, that election was fought on
two issues—I should say one issue, because
at that time both leaders declared themselves
opposed to conscription, and the only issue
which remained before tthe electors was that
of National Government. Less than two
years ago the electors rejected National
Government. I realize I am not addressing
the members of the Senate alone; I am
addressing the whole population of Canada,
and I ask anybody in the land to tell me
what right the group of individuals I have
already referred to have to substitute their
judgment, inspired by vindictiveness, for the
judgment of the people of Canada at large.
Whether it has been stated before as frankly
as I am about to state it, I am not certain,
but we all know the position of the Prime
Minister of Canada, particularly in recent
years. To be perfectly candid, I fully believe
that had we not had a man of the prudence
of the present Prime Minister in skilfully
choosing a middle course policy, we should
have seen civil war.. I am absolutely frank
about it. That is a danger which is still
existing and challenging the men who have
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the responsibility of administering our national
affairs at the present time., A middle course
policy is the policy for a country like Canada,
which is all British politically, but not all’
English racially. Let us bear that in mind.
I claim to be as good a Britisher as any
Englishman, but nobody will ever make an
Englishman out of me. Neither will anyone
make a Frenchman out of an Englishman.
As my good friend from De Salaberry (Hon.
Mr, Gouin) so aptly said this afternoon, our
patriotic duty at the present time is to try
to think in terms of Canada—my fatherland
and yours. I would submit that for the
consideration of honourable members.

Let me refer to the Gallup polls. A Gallup
poll was planned by certain gentlemen of the
Press to build up a strong case against the
Administration in connection with the adoption
of compulsory military service. What was my
surprise when one morning I discovered that
in spite of the fact that the Gallup poll had
been organized by a machinery which was in
strong opposition to the present Government,
the final figures showed 66 per cent in favour
of Mr. King. That is why another organiza-
tion had to be started up right away to wipe
out that blot on the escutcheon of the rich
mine proprietors of Northern Ontario and the
rich newspaper publishers of Toronto. Will my
fellow-countrymen be willing to submit them-
selves to such a so-called “Committee for Total
War,” to bring about a so-called National
Government?

What has happened in our own city of
Windsor shortly after what took place in
Toronto? By the way, Mr. Nickle dared to
break the unanimity of the Toronto meeting,
as referred to by my leader this afternoon,
and my good friend Miss Agnes MacPhail
was also a dissentient. Now, what happened
in Windsor? A few days after the Toronto
meeting a gentleman—I am going to give his
name, because I do not think he is exactly
publicity shy—a gentleman by the name of Mr.
Wallace R. Campbell, president of the Ford
Motor Company of Canada, called a meeting
at a place which we humble Canadians keep
going with our dollars—the local Red Cross
headquarters. That was a very appropriate
place, of course, for he could enjoy the joke
of having good Liberals help pay for his head-
quarters that night anyway. A group of 135
persons attended the meeting. Needless to
say, I was not one of the chosen few; I did not
have a purity-dress to be worthy of attending
a “wedding” of such splendour. The sitting
member for Essex East and an ex-member of
Parliament—I do not care to name him, except
to say he was a member of the Administration
in the days when the Right Hon. Arthur
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Meighen was Prime Minister, and therefore
not a Liberal—refused to attend, for everybody
knew under what auspices that meeting was
organized; the same auspices under which the
Toronto meeting had been brought about. There
was one dissenting voice among those 135 per-
sons. Most of those present did not dare vote
against Mr. Campbell, because of their busi-
ness connections. I am fully aware of these
facts and give them to you as a true reflection
of what actually took place in Windsor. I
know the impression that some persons who
occupy influential positions in eclerical, pro-
fessional and business circles in Windsor had
of that meeting, because they said afterwards
they wished they had not gone. I am sure
their enthusiasm for a National Government
was not the same as that of our local master
mind. It is in such “select” meetings that
the idea of National Government is being
re-concocted—a stream-lined National Govern-
ment organized by men in the stream-lined
business. I hope that, like the “Zephyr,” it
will be gone with the wind before long.

What is Mr. King doing to-day? Realizing
to the full the situation in Canada, he does
one thing: he makes a most generous con-
cession—much more generous, in fact, than I
would have made were I Prime Minister of
Canada. He turns not to the newspaper pub-
lisher on King street west, Toronto, but to his
only competent judges, the people of Can-
ada, and he asks his fellow citizens not to
vote for or against conscription, but to release
him from his pledges as regards conscription.
He asks them to relieve him from the solemn
promise made by himself and his supporters
throughout the land in so far as military
service overseas is concerned. The people of
Canada are going to be called upon to pro-
nounce upon one issue alone, not upon the
achievements or misdeeds of the Government
and not in respect of the personalities of
the candidates representing this, that or the
other view. Turning honestly towards the
people, the Prime Minister asks them to
relieve him of a promise which has become
more or less cumbersome at the present time.
I think that is the honest way to go about it,
and I repeat that I do not think I would
have gone so far myself. The last man who
should accuse the Prime Minister of being
a coward for doing that is the man who
advocated the same policy in Hamilton in
1925.

Some Hon. SENATORS: No, no.

Hon. Mr. LACASSE: Honourable gentle-
men know to whom I refer.

Hon. Mr. BALLANTYNE: Who is he?
Hon. Mr. LACASSE.

Hon. Mr. LACASSE: I was just trying to
show my respect for the former leader of the
other side in this House by not naming him,
but since the honourable gentleman insists, I
am going to name him. He is the Right Hon.
Arthur Meighen. What I say seems to be
corroborated by the silence of my honourable
friend.

Some Hon. SENATORS: No, no.
An Hon. SENATOR: What did he promise?

Hon. Mr. LACASSE: I have not exactly
what he said before me, and I do not think
honourable gentlemen have either; so I will
take a chance on it. If my memory serves me
aright, he declared emphatically that should
he ever believe conscription had become
necessary he would not belong to a Govern-
ment that would adopt it without referring
the issue to the country.

Hon. Mr. BALLANTYNE: No, no.

Hon. Mr. LACASSE: I stand to be
corrected, but that was the interpretation of
the public.

An Hon. SENATOR: That is your inter-
pretation, not that of the public.

Hon. Mr. LACASSE: We are searching for
the truth.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: My honourable
friend is somewhat in error in the statement
he has attributed to the late leader of the
other side. I have the text before me, but I
think my memory will suffice. He did not
speak of conscription, but he said that if he
were leader of the Government he would not
allow any soldier or expedition to cross the
Atlantic without dissolving Parliament and
appealing to the people.

An Hon. SENATOR: That is right.

Hon. Mr. BALLANTYNE: If I may be
allowed, he said a little more than that. He
said that if war broke out and he were Prime
Minister and head of the Government at the
time, he would make every immediate active
preparation for war, but he would appeal to
the country to endorse what had been done.

Hon. Mr. HAIG: May I ask the honourable
gentleman a question. What I am worried
about is this. If we have a plebiscite and a
majority of the people of Canada as a whole
vote to release the Government, is that a
release, or does it have to be by provinces or
by constituencies?

Hon. Mr. LACASSE: That is entering into
details, and I do not think I can give you
the details. I can give only my interpretation.
I think the vote is going to be a vote at large,
irrespective of provincial boundary lines or
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constituencies. It is going to be a general
Canadian plebiscite, and the majority will
carry the day. I think that is the way the
honourable gentleman understands it.

Hon. Mr. HAIG: I just wanted to know
what was my honourable f{riend’s under-
standing.

Hon. Mr. BALLANTYNE: If the public
vote “Yes,” what then?

Hon. Mr. LACASSE: Again I can give only
my interpretation. I do not represent the
Government in this Chamber, and probably
never shall. It is my own personal inferpre-
tation. I hope the matter will be better
explained in due course.

That brings me to my main point to-night.
I want to be clear on that. I am interested
not only as a member of the Senate, but as
a father and as a citizen of Canada. What is
going to be the nature of the plebiscite? As 1
said before, I take it for granted that it is
to be Canada-wide, irrespective of provincial
boundaries or constituencies. Either it will
carry or it will not. If it does carry, I under-
stand that it leaves the Government free to
resort to selective compulsory military service
abroad whenever the Government deems it
necessary to do so. I stand to be corrected
by my leader, if I am wrong in that. If the
plebiscite does not carry, the Government will
respect the will of the people as expressed by
them in the vote, and will go on as if nothing
had happened until its term of office has
expired. That is the way I understand it.

The point I want to come to is this. Much
will have to be explained to the public.

Some Hon. SENATORS: Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. LACASSE: There are going to be
fellows on both sides who will try to see that
the public at large do not interpret the ques-
tion aright. That is why I make the plea
as strongly as I possibly can, that the Gov-
ernment make the issue as clear as possible
in the minds of all concerned, so that no
excuse can be invoked afterwards.

I also want to emphasize the fact that this

country is going to see a tremendous amount

of publicity and propaganda which will come
from the source to which I have already
referred more than once. Certain interests
are going to draw upon their financial resources
—and, judging from the size of their recent
advertisements, they seem to have plenty yet,
which have not been used in buying war
savings stamps. That money will be expended
on more or less misleading advertisements
in a certain number of carefully chosen news-
papers. I do not expect to get a nickel of it
for my own paper, because they know where
44567—3%

I stand. I think the Government should make
an effort to place the matter before the public
in the most impartial way in order that the
people may decide intelligently. There should
be no intimidation or terrorism. If there is,
what is the use of spending money and
shedding blood fighting against tyranny?
Therefore I say it behooves the Government
to set the issue fairly and squarely, imparti-
ally and intelligibly before the people of
Canada. T ask those who favour conseription
and those who are opposed to it to be fair
about it. Personally, I do not hesitate to state
my views right now, and say that I am abso-
lutely opposed to such a drastic, provocative
and unnecessary measure. But let each and
every one of us stick to the issue, vote
conscientiously and then abide by the conse-
quences, as good Canadians should.

On motion of Hon. Mrs. Fallis, the debate
was adjourned.

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

THE SENATE

Wednesday, January 28, 1942.

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

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE GOVERNOR GENERAL’S SPEECH
ADDRESS IN REPLY

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

Hon. IVA C. FALLIS: Honourable mem-
bers of the Senate, I should like first of all
to join with those who have preceded me in
paying tribute to the mover (Hon. Mr.
MacLennan) and the seconder (Hon. Mr.
Gouin) of the Address in reply to the Speech
from the Throne. The honourable senator
from Margaree Forks (Hon. Mr. MacLennan)
gave us a statement of some of the results
of the work of the present Government in
providing munitions and weapons of war, as
well as agricultural products. Later the right
honourable leader of the House (Right Hon.
Mr. Dandurand) amplified that statement to
a great extent. I should like to avail myself
of this opportunity to say that I think we all,
as Canadians, have reason to be proud of
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very much that our Government has done in
war production. It is quite true that we
have all done our share of ecriticizing the
Government for its slowness in getting started.
But perhaps Canada had no monopoly in that
regard, for it seemed to be a failing of all
the democratic countries. Now that we have
got into our stride we have accomplished a
great deal in many directions,

The honourable senator from De Salaberry
(Hon. Mr. Gouin), with all the natural charm
and gift for oratory that seem to be the for-
tunate possession of so many from his prov-
ince, gave us an address to which it was a
delight to listen. ’

The honourable senator from Essex (Hon.
Mr. Lacasse), who preceded me in this debate,
gave us a very interesting address last night,
in which he covered a great deal of territory.
I do not intend in my remarks to take in as
much territory as he did. I am going to
devote my time to two topics on which he
spoke last night.

The first subject to which he paid con-
siderable attention was the formation of an
Ontario committee for the prosecution of total
war. The honourable member apparently has
no very great love for that particular com-
mittee. He expressed two objections to the
way in which the work of this committee was
being conducted,

In the first place, he criticized the committee
for having made use of paid space in some of
the leading newspapers of the province of
Ontario for the purpose of presenting its
views to the people. I should like to say to
honourable members that even if the Govern-
ment in power, which the honourable member
supports, has a very large majority, it has
not yet assumed control of the newspapers of
this country. We still have a free Press, and
when we cease to have a free Press we shall
be in the same category as the countries under
the domination of Hitler, where only the party
in power has a right to use the newspapers.

In the second place the honourable senator
made a statement calling attention to the
cost of this paid space in the Press. He said,
“Bvidently there is a great deal of money
yet in circulation which has not been used
for buying war savings certificates.” He
repeated this assertion two or three times,
evidently considering it of some importance.
Well, ever since this war has been well under
way, the Government in power has sent out—
I do not think I am exaggerating in saying
this—tons of paper across this country—

Some Hon. SENATORS: Hear, hear.

Hon. Mrs. FALLIS: —containing informa-
tion more or less useful, but setting forth
to the people the policy of the Government

Hon. Senator FALLIS.

in connection with the war, and information
upon what it was doing. If the Government
of this country has the right to use the tax-
payers’ money to present its views on public
matters, and its policy in respect to this war,
surely private citizens who do not agree with
that policy have the right to use their own
money to present their views on the war
through the medium of the daily Press.

Some Hon. SENATORS: Hear, hear.

Hon. Mrs. FALLIS: A second item, one
which is very important and which engages
the attention of all at the present moment,
is the decision of the Government to take a
plebiscite. I should like to say here that
never since the present Government was
returned to power in March of 1940 have I,
from my place in this House or from the
public platform, uttered one single word of
criticism until the present moment. I took
that course, not because I saw eye to eye
with the Government in every respect, but
because I felt that the work which I was doing
—war work with women in women’s organiza-
tions, in contact all the time with women of
all political beliefs—would be more effective
if I refrained from anything which could be
construed as playing politics. But to-day, if
I am to be true to my own convictions, and
to the thousands of women who are bewildered
and confused—yes, dismayed—at the events
of the past two days, then I too must utter
my protest, futile though it may be, in con-
junction with others who have opposed the
taking of this plebiscite.

Frankly, I say to honourable members to-
day, I had hoped, I had even confidently
expected, that some members in the Prime
Minister’s own following would reach heights
that some Conservatives reached in the British
House of Commons after the Norway fiasco,
when they placed the needs of their country
at the moment above party loyalty. There
was no talk there of a plebiscite, there was
no talk of a general election. All that was
said was, “There is only one thing that
matters, and that is the winning of this war,”
and they immediately took the steps which
they thought were necessary to attain that
objective. I had expected that a substantial
number of Liberal members of either House
would use their utmost influence to see that
the British plan was adopted in this country,
namely, the plan of governmental responsi-
bility and the supremacy of Parliament.
Apparently I had expected too much; so we
are going to have a plebiscite.

We are all familiar now with the reason
for holding this plebiscite. It can be stated
in one sentence. The Prime Minister has
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announced that he will ask to be released
from a pledge that he gave in the last election,
a pledge that he would not at any time in-
troduce conscription for overseas service.
The logical deduction, as I see it, is that the
Prime Minister has now become convinced
that conscription is necessary. Otherwise there
would be no point in his asking to be released
from his promise. I believe, along with very
many others in this country, that the proper
course of procedure would have been to
settle this matter on the floor of Parliament.
The Prime Minister of this country has access
to information which is not possessed by you
and me, and is perhaps even less available to
the average man on the street. Because of
that, he is in a position to give leadership.
If Parliament had been called to secret
session and the members made acquainted
with the secret information which the Prime
Minister possessed, they too might have seen
the necessity of conscription, just as he
apparently is seeing it, and so we should
have had the matter decided in the British
way, by governmental responsibility and the
supremacy of Parliament, instead of a question
being submitted to the people in the form of
a plebiscite, as proposed. Even as it is, I
think we could have excused this particular
expense to which the country is being put,
if we had had anything definite from the
Prime Minister as to what is to follow the
taking of this plebiscite. But up to the
moment we are all in the dark, completely.

The only argument submitted by the follow-
ers of Mr. King, either in this House or in
another place, has been that it was not
possible to do as I have suggested, because
the Prime Minister could not break a pre-
election pledge. Well, I cannot refrain from
asking why all at once it becomes so exceed-
ingly important for a Prime Minister to keep
a pre-election pledge. I have been a student
of Canadian history more or less all my life,
I have watched governments in operation for
many years, and, like every honourable
member of this House, I have known pre-
election pledges to be given and to be
broken. And they were not all given by
Conservative leaders or broken by them. The
leader of the present Government has been in
the same category with other leaders in this
respect. Then, if pre-election pledges could
be broken before without even a ripple of
dissent from the followers of the leader, why
has it suddenly become very imperative that
this pledge should be kept? Oh, I know
what my Liberal friends would say. They
would say that this one is of more importance
than preceding pledges which had been broken.
Well, perhaps so, and perhaps not. It all

depends on the personal viewpoint. I can
see that this pledge is intensely important
to many people in this country; they feel it
is important; but there are thousands of others
who consider it just another pre-election
pledge and are not even interested in it.

The honourable senator from Margaree
Forks (Hon. Mr. MacLennan) expressed the
Liberal point of view yesterday: he said we
must have a plebiscite because this pledge
could not be broken. By way of illustration
he remarked that if he signed a promissory
note he must fulfil his obligation, no matter
what conditions prevail at the time. I am
sure the honourable senator would be the last
one to say that if a note were made out for
$500 it would be honoured, but if it were for
only $50 it would be a minor note and there-
fore need not be honoured. I consider that
a promise is a promise, and that this pledge
is no more important than others that have
been given in the past at election time and
thrown into the scrap basket immediately
afterwards, for no reasons at all except those
of political expediency. Now, please do not
misunderstand me. I am not for a moment
suggesting that I condone the breaking of
pledges in the past, or at any time; but, having
regard to the fact that what I have just stated
is true, that pre-election pledges have been
given and broken over and over again, I find
it impossible to become unduly excited over
the thought that this one might have found
its way into the scrap basket along with many
others from the past.

As a matter of fact, it seems that this pledge
might have been broken with even less com-
punction than is ordinarily felt, because it is
only of minor importance when considered in
the light of the exigencies of the moment. To
my way of thinking, these are of immensely
greater importance than the keeping of a self-
imposed pledge, for which Canada did not ask
and in which a great many people are not
even interested. Personally, I should have
preferred to see the present Government take
the attitude that was taken by the British
Government, or by President Roosevelt. The
British Government, first under Mr. Baldwin
and then under Mr. Chamberlain, was com-
mitted to a policy of no compulsory service,
yvet, even before war was declared, that policy
was changed without a plebiscite, without a
general election, without a reference to the
people; and there was no word of protest,
because the people realized that conditions had
arisen of immeasurably greater importance
than the Government’s pre-election pledge.
And what about President Roosevelt? In his
last election campaign he gave a distinet
undertaking to American mothers that if war
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came to the United States no American soldier
would be sent to fight on foreign soil, yet, two
days ago, an American Expeditionary Force
landed in Ireland, and thousands more soldiers
are to follow. Is there any protest about the
President breaking his word to the people?
I have not heard it. The American people,
too, are seized with the urgent need of the
moment and realize that conditions have
minimized the importance of such a pledge.

When making his memorable address to
members of both Houses of Parliament at
Ottawa, Mr. Churchill, speaking of the urgency
of the moment, said there was not a week,
nor a day, nor an hour to be lost. How are
we responding to that urgent warning? We,
apparently, have plenty of time to lose. Two
months or more hence we are going to have a
plebiscite. After that there will be a debate
in Parliament on the result of that plebiscite,
a debate which will probably take another
month or so. After that, what? No one knows.
That is our response to Mr. Churchill’s urgent
warning: we are to lose three or four months
in this way, and no one knows what is to
come after that.

While all this talk is going on, what of our
men who are already in the overseas forces?
Whence are their reinforcements to come? High
ranking military men, both English and of
French descent, have long since expressed
the urgent need for more men. Having
sent men overseas already, are we prepared
to abandon them to their fate when the
offensive on the continent is undertaken? If
there is no hurry, if there is no need for con-
scription, if plenty of trained men are available
for every emergency that may arise, why were
untrained men sent to Hong Kong? We ask
the Government to avoid a repetition of such
tragedies by instituting total war now. And
what does total war mean? Simply this, that
every man of military age, yes, and every
woman too, shall be placed where he or she
can render the greatest service to their country,
whether on the farm, in the factory or in the
armed forces for home or overseas service.
It means, as far as is humanly possible, equality
of sacrifice, financially as well as in active
service.

Honourable members of the Senate, speaking
as a woman, I say to you to-day, with all
the sincerity which I possess, that the mothers
and wives and sweethearts of the men at
Hong Kong are not at all interested in pre-elec-
tion pledges, and the majority of Canadian
women are of the same mind. And because of
the sacrifices which they have already made
and of the greater sacrifices which are yet to
come, Canadian women to-day have the right
to demand that their Government direct every
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thought, every dollar and all energies to the
training and equipping of sufficient forces to
ensure that their husbands and sons shall
not be sent to any theatre of war without
being properly trained and completely equip-
ped. We also ask that action be taken now
to ensure that Canada shall not be numbered
among those countries that played politics
until disaster overtook them.

Hon. L. COTE: Honourable senators, since
the time, now quite a few years past, when
I had the honour to move the resolution in
reply to the Speech from the Throne, I have
not taken part in address debates. Usually
we have been content to leave this task to
our leaders. In 1940 there was no opportunity
for debate, since Parliament, as you all remem-
ber, after being summoned was dismissed within
a few hours, because the Prime Minister had
decided to hold an election at a time when
the people of Canada were not as yet war-
conscious, and therefore in an atmosphere
better calculated to increase his chances of
retaining power. Mr. King’s political move
and diagnosis were shrewd and successful,
although they involved an affront to this and
to the other House. He was returned by a
large majority, a majority amply sufficient to
enable him to put through Parliament all the
measures necessary to ensure national security
and to achieve victory over the enemy in the
fight which we have taken up to save our
national soul and our national life.

To-day I break my usual silence, not to
discuss the magniiude nor generally the state
of the war, although I may say that I agree
with a great deal of what has been said by
the mover (Hon. Mr. MacLennan) and the
seconder (Hon. Mr. Gouin) of this motion, to
the effect that up to the present time Canada’s
war effort has been great and creditable.
While it does not seem out of the way for
partisans of the Administration to take credit
for what has been accomplished, it is quite
proper that due credit be given to the men and
women of Canada for having risen to such
heights of devotion and sacrifice. With one
portion of the eloquent remarks of the honour-
able senator from De Salaberry (Hon. Mr.
Gouin) in which he mentioned the equality
of sacrifice and contribution brought to that
effort by the people of his province, I am very
glad to agree, and I am pleased also with his
assurance that this equality of contribution
and sacrifice on their part will not diminish.

As I said a moment ago, I rise to break my
usual silence in order to deal with one subject
mentioned in the Speech from the Throne,
which I think is not only a renewed affront
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to the rights of Parliament, but also an unde-
served reflection upon the people of this
country, to whatever race or creed they belong.

The Government, notwithstanding its com-
mand of Parliament in the two Houses, has
decided to submit to the people the question
whether, if in the Government’s opinion it
becomes necessary to have compulsory military
service for overseas, it may ask Parliament to
legislate accordingly. In the light of the
principles of parliamentary and responsible
government, and in the light of national inter-
est, the proposition seems to me quite inde-
fensible and preposterous. But the Govern-
ment and its defenders say that there is a
reason, namely, that in the past the Govern-
ment and the party it represents have made
commitments not to make Canadian military
service compulsory for overseas or on United
States soil. As the honourable senator who
has just preceded me (Hon. Mrs. Fallis) has
asked: “Has the Government or the Liberal
party, through its Ministers, not made many
promises, and promises in connection with the
war, which it has not kept? And has it been
criticized severely, or criticized at all, for not
having kept them?” In 1930 the Liberal party
lost power. In 1935 it came back from exile,
and it made promises then, as it made promises
at by-elections later. Let me read you some
of the commitments. Of course we must remem-
ber the background. In 1935 the Ethiopian
crisis brought forward the question whether
the imposition of sanctions would lead to war
with Italy. Mr. King, cajoling for votes,
decided he had to give some assurance against
war, and he gave it in this way at a public
meeting in Quebec.

Right Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: What is
the date?

Hon. Mr. COTE: September 28, 1935; that
was the day preceding the voting at Quebec.
Mr. King said:

I say that Mr. Bennett has no right to com-
mit Canada in any way, directly or indirectly,
or to take any action whatever as regards the
possibility of war. The people of Canada are
opposed to war, and a war in such a distant
part of the world holds no interest for Canada.
Mr. Bennett has no right to commit the country
before consulting the people by means of a
plebiscite.

This solemn declaration of principle as
guidance for the Prime Ministers of Canada,
I should say, applied to Mr. King just as
much as to Mr. Bennett. And the commitment
is clear: Mr. King was not going to do it,
although that bad man Bennett might.

Early in 1938 a by-election was held in St.
Henry, Montreal. Colleagues of Mr. King,
responsible Ministers of the Crown, spoke at

that by-election, voicing a policy which the
electors had to assume was the policy of the
Government, At a public meeting in January
Hon. Mr. Cardin said:

I have already so stated ten times: Canada
will not participate in wars beyond its terri-
tory. Canada will do nothing in wars beyond
Canadian territory. What do you want more?
What do you want better? I am for the
defence of my country 100 per cent—150 per
cent if that were possible, but when other
nations are at war I am nought per cent.

I could add many more quotations, but I
refrain because if I did I might arouse a
feeling of contempt for and revulsion against
men who now hold positions of great confi-
dence, and T have quoted enough to support
my point.

I submit it is clear that the pledge of Mr.
King was not to engage Canada in a foreign
war without a plebiscite; and in the case of
Mr. Cardin, not to have Canada take part
in a war in Europe by sending soldiers over-
seas, either volunteers or conscripts. These
pledges were broken in September, 1939, when
Parliament declared war on Germany. Was
the Liberal party seriously assailed or taken
to task as a result? Not at all. Certainly
at that time I heard no reference in Parlia-
ment to broken promises or false pledges. On
the contrary, when Canada declared war on
Germany there arose from the nation a sigh
of relief because we had not been betrayed.

But we are told that the commitment which
the Government now wishes to be relieved of,
not by Parliament, but by the voters, is some-
thing entirely different and more serious, and
therefore more binding. It is this: When
Canada, through its Parliament, served notice
on Germany that it was going to use its might
and power to co-operate with the forces of
Christianity and civilization to crush Hitler’s
evil and sinister designs, the Prime Minister
said there would be no conscription of man-
power in Canada. No doubt this assurance
brought cheer to the enemy, and to those in
our land who will not admit that the Liberal
party may have been wrong in the sad ex-
perience of 1917, referred to yesterday by
the honourable senator from De Salaberry
(Hon. Mr. Gouin). But was this pledge more
binding than the ones I have just men-
tioned as having been broken? Is it more
dignified in character than the pledge that
no soldiers would be sent abroad to take part
in any war? Is it more sacred because it
may have given comfort to the enemy, and
he may have been deceived by it? Surely
not.

Then what is the difference? Is there any?
In the one case the pledge was, “We will not
send soldiers overseas”; in the other, the
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one we are dealing with, it was, “Having

sent soldiers overseas, we will not support

them beyond voluntary enlistments, even if
that system fails.” Yes, there is a difference!
The second pledge was more degrading, and
it is one which no party and no Parliament
can implement if it is to maintain its own
self-respect. And Parliament cannot main-
tain its self-respect and its traditions by
passing on its responsibility and its duties to
the mothers, the wives, the sisters and the
sweethearts of the young men of the nation
who would be affected by a compulsory mili-
tary service law—no, not when life and
national honour are at stake.

I shall be told that a large section of public
opinion in the country, and particularly in
the province of Quebec, is opposed to con-
scription, and that for the sake of national
unity it is far better to resort to 'this kind of
expedient. Let me examine that contention,
analyse the reasons why there is opposition,
and see whether a plebiscite will abolish the
differences and render it possible for the
Government to carry out the task of enforcing
military service overseas without danger to
the State—that is to national unity—or to its
own political future.

In the last war we had conscription. It
was opposed by the Liberal party at the time,
and has been since. The old flag of the
Liberal party, which throughout the country
had been a dignified emblem that great and
sincere Canadians had followed with pride,
became the emblem of anti-conscription. It
became an emblem of disunion and of ran-
cour. During the last war there was some
rioting, it is true. That rioting was organ-
ized not by the Conservatives, but by others;
and its purpose was not to help win the war,
but, by the preaching of a perverted sense of
duty, to delude the people. Nevertheless con-
seription was enforced, and soldiers went to
the front to pick up the torch from heroic
but failing hands. The country kept up the
quarrel with the foe, and kept faith with its
defenders until viectory crowned with laurels
the brows of the fallen and of the living. The
Liberal party, however, kept up the quarrel,
not with the foe, but with their political
opponents in this country.

In 1921 an election was held. Mr. King,
who previously had been preferred as Liberal
leader to Mr. Fielding, that noble old man
who had committed the crime of placing
victory ahead of party, was elected to power.
And at what cost? I remember distinctly a
cartoon that was widely distributed by the
Liberal organization. It showed our ex-
colleague, the Right Hon. Mr. Meighen, walk-
ing in blood to the top of his boots, and with
blood dripping from his hands. In his right
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hand he held a whip which he was using to
send a group of young men to the slaughter.
On the other side of the road weeping women
stood in the attitude of martyrs.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (Richmond-West
Cape Breton): The Liberal party would not
do that, surely.

Hon. Mr. COTE: Upon that cartoon and
all it meant, Mr. King built up a successful
political career; and except for five years he
has been in power ever since. Anti-conscrip-
tion, which, after all, is just the evasion of the
supreme duty which a man owes to the State
in time of danger, became the guiding prin-
ciple of a party which once had preached
greater liberty, but later used its great influence
over the people to dwarf and enslave the
national conscience, and to stop at the source
the generous impulses of generous and
chivalrous natures. The doctrine did not per-
vert the whole population, but in many con-
stituencies it perverted a sufficient number
to provide the necessary margin for success
at election time.

Unfortunately, in our political parlance, we
refer to this sort of thing as “political
adroitness.” But life has its returns and its
revenges, and at a time when the Liberal
party was again enjoying the sweets of office
and the exercise of power over the destinies
of others—an ambition legitimate in itself,
but sometimes achieved by unworthy tactics,
and one which in other lands has turned men
into tyrants and aggressors—there fell to the
lot of the Liberal Government the conduct of
the worst war in history, a war which will tax
the brains, the endurance and the courage of
the people of this country as they never have
been taxed before. That Government has
decided to remain in power alone; not to share
responsibility with any other statesman who
has ever dared to disagree with the Prime
Minister; and it must now reconcile the
exigencies of our war effort with its past
political adroitness. Compulsory military ser-
vice is obviously, I realize, the worst hurdle
it has to jump; and if it does not jump that,
the party may suffer, because what is political
adroitness in time of peace may become
treason in time of war. If it does jump that
hurdle, it may lose part of its political
clientele in certain places. This is indeed an
embarrassing situation, one which calls for a
solution based on courage and a sense of duty,
not on more political adroitness.

That duty will not be discharged by holding
a plebiscite. A plebiscite will lead nowhere.
If it carries. it will not get rid of the embar-
rassment and uncertainty of future action.
If it does not carry, as long as this Govern-
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ment is in the saddle our troops are abandoned
to the uncertainty of voluntary enlistment for
support. In either case the country is
disgraced.

In all frankness and sincerity let me offer
an alternative. It has been stated that the
anti-conscription feeling resides mainly in the
province of Quebec. I say it is not confied to
that province, though I am free to admit that
there the propaganda has been stronger and
no doubt the perversion has been greater.
I say this to the Government. Since 1896—
and forty-six years is a long time in the history
of a young country—the Liberal party has
carried Quebec. The Quebec electors are
fanatically Liberal, and in the Liberal Min-
isters they have confidence.

Hon. Mr. SAUVE: I am not sure.

Hon. Mr. COTE: Notwithstanding the doubt
of my honourable friend from Rigaud (Hon.
Mr. Sauvé), I think even Conservatives from
Quebec should admit that the electors of that
province are like wax in the hands of the
Liberal party.

Hon. Mr. SAUVE: It depends.

Hon. Mr. COTE: Such is the influence of
the Liberal party in Quebec. I go farther and
I say to the Liberals: To the electors of that
province you owe all your years of power,
your Ministers, your careers as public men
and your titles—honourable and right honour-
able. The debt of the Liberal party to that
province is great. And this is a time when
it can be partly paid back, at the cost of a
little pride. As soon as the Government
in honour and conscience comes to the con-
clusion that the interests of Canada demand
compulsory service for overseas, let the Min-
isters and members go into their constituencies
and tell the people of Quebec that the volun-
tary system has failed. Let them say to the
people, in all humility and in all sincerity, that
the time has come when Canada, their country,
needs everything, even compulsory military
service for overseas. What will happen? They
will follow you. Are they different from other
Canadians? They are not. They love their
country and they want to defend their country
with every means possible. If you tell them
that compulsory service for overseas is neces-
sary, they will follow you. They will want
to continue that equality of sacrifice and effort
so eloquently described by the honourable
senator from De Salaberry (Hon. Mr. Gouin)
yesterday.

If you conscript my compatriots for the
farm, they will work; if you conscript them
for the factory, they will work; if you con-
seript them for the army, they will train and
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go to fight anywhere, with resolve in their
hearts, a song on their lips and, like Christian
soldiers, with a light in their eyes, a light of
holy hatred, not against their country, but
against the enemies of the nation. That is
a light which has come down to them through
thirty generations of crusaders, knights,
soldiers, explorers, discoverers, settlers and
tillers of the sacred soil of their country. Let
the political parties do their duty, in all
conscience. Let them make sacrifices of
pride, and if compulsory service for overseas
becomes necessary the nation will follow them
to a man. And there will be no breach of
national unity, which we all cherish, and
which it is our duty to defend and preserve.

I say there is no necessity to split the
country in twain at this time by going through
this melancholy scheme of taking a plebiscite
which will lead nowhere. Tt may at best
give the Administration three months’ respite.
But when the three months are up, the same
goading for action will come from the people
of this country, there will be the same pres-
sure upon the Administration, and at that time
the Government will go through the same
political embarrassment that it is going through
now. The plebiscite will only postpone the
evil hour.

Suppose some political damage is to be
suffered five or ten years hence. Suppose
some members of your party fear they may
lose their seats. Then take such members
to a small monument which stands just out-
side the gates of Parliament Hill, a monument
erected by a number of his friends—included
among whom, I believe, was the present
Prime Minister—to the memory of the late
Henry Albert Harper, who lost his life while
trying to save a young woman from the icy
waters of the Ottawa river, and ask those
members to read from the monument these
words by Tennyson: “If I lose myself, I
save myself.”

Hon. F. B. BLACK: Honourable senators,
I had feared that I should not be here this
afternoon, and I want to say how glad I am
that I did come. I would not have missed
the opportunity of hearing the speech just
made by the honourable senator from Ottawa
East (Hon. Mr. Coté) for a great deal. I
listened to all he said with deep interest, and
much of it was, to me at least, soul-stirring.
His remarks could not very well have come
from anyone whose native tongue was not
that of the majority in the province of Quebec,
After such a moving appeal as he made, it is
with extreme reluctance that I attempt to
say anything. However, I will make a few
comments on the Address in reply to the
Speech from the Throne. :
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I want, like those who have preceded me in
this debate, to pay tribute to the mover and
the seconder of the Address, for the very in-
teresting and eloquent manner in which they
presented their views to this House. Every
session we have speeches by the honourable
senators who move and second the Address,
but seldom have we had the pleasure of
listening to such interesting presentations as
at this session.

I also want to refer to the speech of the
right honourable leader of the Government in
this House (Right Hon. Mr. Dandurand).
Whenever he speaks we find it interesting to
listen. What he did on this occasion was to
give us a recital of the accomplishments of
Canada in its war effort. It is well for the
people of Canada to be advised from time to
time as to what the Government is doing, but
I am inclined to think that we are getting
entirely too much propaganda on the Govern-
ment’s war effort. The honourable senator
to my left (Hon. Mrs. Fallis) said that tons
of literature were distributed throughout the
country to advertise what we are doing in the
war. The quantity of such literature that is
being sent out, and, upon receipt, thrown into
the waste paper basket, should be measured,
not in tonms, but in hundreds of tons. That
does not mean that all this stuff is worthless.
On the contrary, some of it contains a great
deal of valuable information, but the quantity
is so large that no one could ever get time to
read it all; so the natural result is that very
little of it is read.

I am glad to join in commendation of the
labourers in our factories who are producing
that vast volume of implements of war to
which the honourable leader of this House has
referred, and I want to congratulate all the
people who have bought and are buying war
saving certificates and war bonds in order
to make possible the financing of this pro-
duction. And here, it seems to me, it is well
to remind supporters of the Government of
a very important faet, namely, that it is the
people of Canada who are making this great
war effort. I am ready to admit that since
the country really got into its stride in pro-
ducing war material it has done marvellously.
My critisism is that the Government did not
move quickly enough in the first instance.
Indeed, the Government did not move at all
until public opinion, aroused by the serious-
ness of the crisis, forced it to move.

The Speech from the Throne contains a
paragraph which is in fact the kernel of the
whole speech, the paragraph dealing with the
proposed plebiscite. I do not know whether
I would oppose such a course if there were
real ground for it; but while this country is
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in the midst of a terrific war we surely do
not need to waste time, to say nothing of
money, in order to get the opinion of the
people as to whether or not we should prose-
cute this war to the utmost of our ability.
Let us ask ourselves whether the proposed
plebiscite will help or deter our war effort.
The only answer I have heard at all, if indeed
it can be called an answer, was made by
Premier Godbout on Monday last. I do not
know whether he gave the right answer or
not, but I am assuming he is in the con-
fidence of the powers that be. These are his
words as they appear in the Ottawa Journal,
the Ottawa Citizen, and the Montreal
Gazette:

Mr. King has always been against conscription

for overseas service, and in view of what
happened in Australia, he will not impose
conscription.
“He will not impose conscription.” Whether
or not that is a correct interpretation of what
the result will be after the plebiscite is taken,
I do not know. TUndoubtedly Mr, King
desires to be released from his pledge against
imposing conscription for overseas service,
but he does not say he will whole-heartedly
prosecute the war if the proposed plebiscite
gives him a free hand.

In that connection I desire to call atten-
tion to the remarks of two or three other
honourable senators with reference to the
effect which the Australian situation may
have on Canada. I would remind honourable
senators that when war broke out it was much
nearer the shores of Canada than of Aus-
tralia, and this condition obtained wuntil
Japan’s recent attack on Pearl Harbor. In
1940, Australia sent four full divisions to
South Africa, and other troops to Greece and
the Far East. Those soldiers have already
made a glorious war record. True, Australia
sent her troops overseas on the advice and
perhaps at the request of the British Govern-
ment, but at the time we did not know that
Japan would become engaged against the
Allied Nations. Now Australia’s troops are
required to protect their homeland, and they
are being returned there as fast as transports
become available, and, so far as T can gather,
nearly all Australia’s flying men are back
home to repel Japanese air-raids. Let me
add, however, that Australia never resorted
to a plebiscite before entering the war. The
Australians did exactly as we should have
done from the beginning. They were pre-
pared and ready to send their men wherever
they might be required.

As reference has been made to Australia’s
war effort, I desire to give some comparative
figures as to Australian and Canadian enlist-
ments on a population basis. Tt should be
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borne in mind that Australia has a population
of about 7,000,000. I am told our population
is about 11,500,000, but I will take it as being
about 11,000,000. Up to October, 1941, Aus-
tralia raised an expeditionary force of
170,000 men; had under arms, ready to go any-
where in Australia, 200,000 men; and a home
guard of 50,000 men for home protection. The
home guard is made up largely of veterans of
the last war. The Royal Australian Air Force
numbers 60,000 trained men, and 200,000 men
have volunteered for air service. In the
Australian Navy there are 20,000 men. These
represent a total of 500,000 men as of October,
1941, and I am advised that at the end of
December, 1941, that total had been increased
to 655,000 men.

Now I come to the figures for Canada. We
have an expeditionary force of about 250,000
men; for home defence about 250,000 men; in
the Air Force 100,000 men, and in the Navy

27,000 men. These are the round figures as at
December 31 last. The total is 620,000 men
under arms. But if we relate these figures to

population, Canada’s total should be 1,100,000
men.

When it is also remembered that Australia
has produced per head of population just as
much in arms, tanks, guns and planes as we
have, I do not think it is right for us to
boast of our war effort. In fact Australia,
taking into account its smaller population, has
done very much better than we have. While
I am proud of our war effort and am quite
sure that we are ready to do a great deal
more, yet, after all, we have not reached any-
thing like the peak of production that we
should have reached had we begun our effort
at the proper time and place.

I do not know how honourable members
opposite felt when they heard that the Gov-
ernment would seek from the people by means
of a plebiscite release from certain commit-
ments, but my reaction was about the same as
the reaction of the average Canadian. Tt
shocked the country that the Government
should even deem it necessary to take time
out for the proposed plebiscite when this
country was engaged in the most terrible
struggle the world has ever known. We have
all heard the somewhat trite saying that Nero
fiddled while Rome burned. Well, I think
that if the Government proceeds with the pro-
posed plebiscite history will record that King
quibbled while the freedom and very existence
of Canada and the British Empire trembled on
the brink. I go farther. While the Beau-
harnois scandal was under investigation the
Prime Minister said that his party was passing
through the valley of humiliation. If at this
time of crisis the people of Canada are to be
. distracted for two or three or four months from
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an all-out war effort while the Government is
proceeding with its proposed plebiscite, then,
I submit, the Government will lead this
country through the very depths of the valley
of humiliation.

As I understand that several honourable
senators desire to present their views on the
proposed plebiscite, I shall refrain from dis-
cussing many things that I should like to
bring to the attention of the House, and
shall content myself with this appeal to the
Government: that Canada be not put to the
humiliation of a plebiscite election—for a
plebiscite is virtually an election—during war-
time. If the Prime Minister feels he has given
such a solemn pledge as he could not in
honour break, and if at the same time he finds
it is absolutely necessary that that pledge be
broken in order that Canada may be free to
put forth her utmost effort in this war, then
he has one other course open to him. He has
a strong following in the House of Commons,
many of whom, I am sure, do not share his
view on the point in question. Let him resign
as Premier and hand the leadership over to
one of the able men who sit either on his
right or his left.

I have a very deep personal interest in the
prosecution of this war, for I have four near
relatives, including a son and a nephew in the
army overseas. and five other near relatives
in the navy. It is perfectly natural, I think,
that I should be desirous that they should
have some proper assurance that they and their
fellows will not be left unsupported in Europe
or elsewhere, but will have the help of rein-
forcements from this country. I have no doubt
at all that sooner or later the Canadian
divisions already in England will be crossing
over to the Continent. They will not be
kept in England to guard that country for
ever. It is my opinion that in order to win
the war we must invade Europe; and I am
sure that the mothers, wives, sisters and
sweethearts of the men in the army would
like to know positively that this Government
or some other Government will see to it that
their men-folk are amply supplied with rein-
forcements.

We should not delay. Let us get on with
the war. Let us get man-power by con-
scription or any other means, so that there
may be no uncertainty about bringing the
war to a satisfactory conclusion and it may
be said that Canada has done her part with
the other democracies of the world.

Hon. Mr. GORDON: With the permission
of the House, I should like to ask the honour-
able member a question. Do the figures which
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he has given include the men on call in
Canada? I hope they do not include the
thirty-day trainees.

Hon. Mr. BLACK: I gave the figures exactly
as they were given by the department. We
have serving overseas, in round numbers,
150,000 men, and in Canada 250,000.

Hon. Mr. GORDON: If those figures
include the thirty-day trainees they mean
nothing at all.

Right Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: What was
the question? I did not get the question.

Hon. Mr. GORDON: I asked the honour-
able member if the thirty-day trainees were
included in the figure of 150,000 which he gave.

Right Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Then
the question is for my honourable friend
(Hon. Mr. Black) to answer.

.Hon. Mr. GORDON: I know that. I asked

him.

Right Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: We have
in the Air Force more than 100,000 men who
are serving freely—

Hon. Mr. GORDON: My question had
nothing to do with that at all. You will
remember that this country called up men for
thirty days’ training. That training was just
time and money thrown away, but I think the
figures given by my honourable friend include
the men so called up.

Hon. Mr. BLACK: I can only reply that I
think the question would be better answered
by the leader of the Government. There are
no longer any thirty-day trainees.

Hon. Mr. GORDON: No.

Hon. Mr. BLACK: The men who are at
present in uniform ‘and being trained are
undoubtedly included in the figures.

Hon. Mr. ROBINSON: May I ask the hon-
ourable gentleman a question? Did I under-
stand him to say that Australia was turning
out munitions to as large an extent as Canada?

Hon. Mr. BLACK: I am informed that
Australia, as compared to Canada, has been
producing tanks, guns, anti-tank guns, planes
and rifles, in the proportion of seven to eleven.
In fact, Australia has armed its forces almost
completely.

Hon. Mr. HAIG: Honourable members, I
move the adjournment of the debate.

Hon. Mr. BALLANTYNE: I take it that
the House will not be sitting to-night.

Right Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I am in
the hands of my honourable friend. If he
wants us to sit this evening, we shall do so.

Hon. Mr. GORDON.

Hon. Mr. BALLANTYNE: No, I have no
desire to sit to-night, nor, I think, has anyone
on this side of the House.

Right Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: I am
willing to meet with the desire of the House.

Hon. Mr. HAIG: To-morrow.

On motion of Hon. Mr. Haig, the debate was
adjourned until to-morrow.

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

THE SENATE

Thursday, January 29, 1942,

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

Prayers and routine proceedings.

LAW CLERK AND PARLIAMENTARY
COUNSEL OF THE SENATE

APPOINTMENT OF JOHN FORBES MAcNEILL, K.C.
Right Hon. RAOUL DANDURAND

moved:

That John F. MacNeill, K.C., be appointed
Law Clerk and Parliamentary Counsel of the
Senate, in the place and stead of the late
W. F. Q’Connor, K.C., and that he be paid a
siaéllia;y of $6,000 per annum as from February 1,

He said: Honourable senators, so far as I
remember, we have had two Law Clerks. I
do not know whether Mr. Creighton was the
first. He was with us for a quarter of a cen-
tury or more. Then Mr. O’Connor, after acting
provisionally for a few sessions, was regularly
appointed to the position at a salary of $6,000,
which represented the maximum he could
obtain. He apparently enjoyed robust health,
but I regret to say he left us suddenly some
fourteen months ago, and since his death we
have been without a Law Clerk.

We shall need, as a successor to Mr.
O’Connor, a gentleman possessing all the
necessary qualifications and with sufficient
authority to express his views to the various
standing committees which will from time
to time consult him on bills coming before
them. It has taken us some time to find a
successor who would be quite satisfactory to
the Senate in general, but I believe that in
Mr. MacNeill we have found a gentleman
who will fully measure up to our require-
ments.

Mr. John Forbes MacNeill is a B.A.,, LL.B.
and K.C. He was born in Hampton, New
Brunswick, on September 25, 1897. He was
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educated in the public schools of New Bruns-
wick and Nova Scotia. In 1921 he received
his B.A. from Acadia University, and in 1923
received his LL.B. from Dalhousie University
and was admitted to the Bar of Nova Scotia.

He served in the Canadian Expeditionary
Force from October 20, 1915, until discharged
on general demobilization on March 30, 1919.
He saw service at the front in the Royal
Canadian Regiment and the 3rd Battalion of
the Canadian Machine Gun Corps. His rank
on discharge was that of lieutenant.

He was appointed King’s Counsel by the
Government of the Province of Nova Scotia
on June 17, 1938. He served as secretary to
Sir Charles Fitzpatrick, Chairman of the
Statute Revision Commission, from 1924 to
1927, and has been in the Department of
Justice since 1927, for most of the time as
senior counsel. He was a member of the
Canadian delegation to the Conference on
Codification of International Law, held at The
Hague in 1930.

I may say that if we retain his services
as from February 1, he will have an oppor-
tunity to familiarize himself with the duties
pertaining to the office; and besides he will be
at the disposal of the Department of Justice,
in order that he may finish some important
work with which he has been entrusted.

My colleague, Mr. Ilsley, Minister of
Finance, was afraid he might lose Mr. Mac-
Neill’s services in connection with the work in
which he is at present engaged, in relation to
the agreements between the Dominon and the
provinces in the field of income and corpora-
tion taxes. The Minister of Finance asked
that Mr. MacNeill be permitted by the
Senate to complete those labours. I was in
touch with Mr. MacNeill this morning to
ascertain whether it was understood that, while
not neglecting his duties as Law Clerk of the
Senate, he would continue to carry on the
work he was doing in the department, and he
informed me that he had assured the Minister
of Finance that he would remain by his side
until that work was concluded.

Mr. MacNeill has also been serving on the
Censorship Committee, with which, if required,
he will continue to work. This service is out-
side of his duties in the Department of
Justice.

I may say that quite often Mr. MacNeill
appeared before our committees as the repre-
sentive of the Department of Justice, and on
those occasions I formed the highest opinion
of his clear judgment and his knowledge in
regard to‘the matters that were before us.

Although Mr. MacNeill will continue to
serve the Department of Justice for a time
after his appointment as of the 1st of Feb-

ruary, it goes without saying that he can claim
only one salary.