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hundred men; in at least one instance he
recognized the government had been very
hasty in its action and that the schedules
had to ho reconsidered. As a conclusion to
the whole matter there was an editorial in
thc old Censervative newspapcr, the Gazette,
reviewing the whole matter uinder the very
suggestive titie, "A tragedy of errors."

WVe had another reason for resentment in
the faet that the schedulcs were hurried
through. Not only wvas this schedule put
on the table in a sti te of unpreparedness but
w-e wcre given no opportinity te discuss it.
We werc told very abrupt]y by the Prime
Minister that we must either accept these
items at once and put them through as they
then existcd or ho would not go to the Lon-
don conference. At the time wo thought
Canada sbould be represunted at the, con-
ference. I must adlmit, Mr. Speaker, that if
rve could have foreseen the policy which was
to be propounded by the right hon, gentle-
man, the manner in which hc would present
it and the rvav in whjeh hc w-ould be re-
reived. 1 am not so sure but that it rvould
bave been good bus-iness te kecp bim-here a
littie longer. Time passes however and1 I
am only too happy to avail mvself the most
admirable description of thn Inmperial confer-
encee which rvas given Monda ' last bw the
leadler of the opposition ('-\r. Maokenzic
King). The speech of mv right hon, leader
bas show-n not on1Y why tbe b1asting pro-
cess of the Prime Minister failed so lamenl-
ably but also how the whole proreclure of
the right hon, gentleman was (loomed te
utter failure. The Prime Minister has said
that he did nothing more than was donc in
1902 by Sir Wilfrid Laurier. If ho meant in
a general way that at different times in the
history of this country Canadian govera-
ments bad sought preferences in the British
market 1 will not dcny bis statemont. I hope
he doos not intend however te parallel bis
action with the suave, diplomatic, mellow tone
adopted hy Sir Wilfrid Laurier. I hope he
will not compare the blunt, aggrcssive and as
he himself has called it, "brutal" way ho
addressed the Imperial conference wvith the
manner adopted hy the former leader of the
Liberal party. It does not matter however
whether his attitude was similar te that taken
about thirty ycars ago when conditions were
totally different, or whether ho thoughat it
bcst to present his case in that way or in
some other way. The haro fact romains that
ho went te London in an effort te find a
market for our wheat and he came back
empty handed. That fact cannot be denied,
Mr. Speaker. To quote a parallel incident
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which occurred thirty years age dees net in
i.he least help the wcst te seIl one bushel
of wvheat in the English market te-day. In
my estimation the difflculty with my right
hon. friend is that ho puts too rauch faith
in the pulicy of protection and in bis own
blunt wvay of presenting it. I think wve must
all admit that the prohlems facing the world
te-day are over-productien and under-market-
ing-. The world bas been producing tee much
and has net been able te get a wide enough
distribution for that produet. That is the
problem, Mr-. Speaker, but that Ivas net the
problem in the year 1902. We must face the
problemn cf 1931. The great need is net se
nmch te increase home production as te dis-
poe of our surplus produots in the mar-kets
of the werld. My hon. friends talk about a
policy of bigh protection but when tbex- pro-
pose to grant a preference te some one it
means they are furthcr pretecting somiconc
else. That is their idea of a proer fiscal
policy for Canada, -and they caîl it th~e Can-
atla-first policv. We know that the Con-
sers ative party has alwavs claimied a mon-
opolY of patrietismn. It was agreat Conserva-
tive leadler wsho sai(l once, "A British subjeet
1 was born; a British subjeet 1 will die," as
if ho wvas the only px rson te w-hem these
things, were likelv te happen. That hon.
gentleman l)ropounded a tariff poliey and was
plcased te cail it a national polR-y insinuating
that any other precedure in fiscal matters
would be anti-national just because it did
net happen te be the pelicy with which he
agi-ced. We hiad a similar situation in 1911.
At that time I was net very old but 1 have
net forgotten the discussions svhicha were re-
portcd in the Montreal Star during the ceci-
procity campaign. We cemember reading the
wocds 'Under whicb flag will you live?" Who
is geing te contend seriously that if Sir
Wilfrid Laurier bad won the electien of
1911 we would net still be living under the
British flag? The same applies te, the
present situation. My right hon. fricnd bas
heen pleased te caîl bis policy the Can-
ada-first policy. But who will deny that
any statesman in this country bas net
primarily the intorests of Canada at heart?
This is net a matter of proneuincement, it is.
a matter of performance and the means te ho
employed. For myself 1 do net believe that
a policY of high protection is a good Canada-
first policy. I do net believe in placing Can-
ada behind high and impepnetrable tariff walls,
expccting te soîl te ail the ceuntries of the
wom-ld and refîmsing te buy frem any. That
is net a Canada-first policy. That i.s a policy
of Canada alone, Canada ignering the rest of
the world, Canada isolatcd from aIl the


