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the section. Further, the section pravides
that tbey shahl indicate wbat inoreases or
decreases may be necessary in the rates of
duty. That ought ta be the function of the
governrnent and of parliament. It in flot
something for an outside body ta determmne.
I think we are delegating ta an outeide body
responsîbilities whidh we should assume as
members of parliament. This delegation of
the duties of parliament ta such a body is
sametbing which ought not ta appear in a
tariff measure. When it cames ta determin-
ing coat of production, I would point out
that it is almoet an impassible task ta ascer-
tain the cost of production in Canada alane,
ta say nothing of the rest of the warld.
Objection bas been made in Manitoba ta the
importation of cheap goods from the prov-
ince of Quebec. How will you deal with such
a question? Suppose a manufacturer from
Manitoba says, "I want this tariff board to
inquire into wages paid in the province of
Quebec, with a view ta reducing the duty on
textile goods coming into the Dominion."
What would be the effeet? Rigbt away we
are up against the wall of provincial jurisdie-
tian. The federal government may have cer-
tain pawers, but the question of wages, hours
of labour, and so on are questions entirely
within the provincial jurisdictian. And I
imagine that if an attempt were made by the
gaverument through the tariff board ta lower
the duties and this board went inta the prov-
ince and asked for the production of docu-
ments with respect ta wages and so forth,
the corporation would be witbin its rigbts
in refusing ta submit such documents ta
tbem. The immediate recuit would be a con-
fluet in jurisdiction between the federal and
provincial authorities. I have no abjection
ta that, but I would far sooner have t'he
Prime Minister take the stand hie took last
year as leader of the apposition. He then
made certain statements which 1 believe hie
would still stand by. He said that there
sbould be no protection accorded industries
unless t'hey carried out in principle the ideas
emýbodied in the treaty of Versailles. Let me
quote a few words of the Prime Minister,
uttered an May 21, 1930, ta be found on page
2373 of Hansard, as follaws:

Now in my canception of protection, as
applied ta the fiscal policy of a country, it je
aiways understood that we shall maintain
decent standards of living and reasonable
hours of labour which certainly muet not
violate the condition under whîcb we sifned
the great world-wide treaty of pesce. That
being sa, what bas been suggested in thie
bouse ta-night le that inasmuch as we are
increasing t2he measure of protection ta indus-
tries ta enabie Canadien deveiopmnent ta
proceed upon orderly uines and upon equal
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ternme with its competitors in other parts of
the world, we should aiea maintain at least
those reasonable standards of living and hours
of labour that obtain in communîties that are
our competitors. The Conservative party han
always advocated a measure of protection and
the advocates of protection have always put
forward the arguments that I arn now euh-
mitting to the house.

I couid go on quoting at considerable length
from, the statements made last year by the
Prime Minister. At that time hie claimed that
there would be no increase in the duties
then given ta the steel industry of Nova
Scotia, uniess it was prepared ta give ta those
employed reasonable conditions of labour and
living. According to this clause it is in-
tended to hand over to the board the making
of certain inquiries, altihough it will be doubt-
fui whether the board bas the power ta
make them. The board wiii be making in-
quiries wbich wili necessitate its going ta al
parts of the world in order to obtain the
necessary information. While I believe the
board should have certain pawers and
functions, it should be made possible for it
to acomplish that which it is asked ta do.
I amn afraid that sa mich. is being put upon
it by this clause that ultimately the law wil
become a dead letter.

Mr. YOUNG: Mr. Chairman, it seems ta
me that clause (b) of subsection 1 of section
4 marks a new departure in the framing of
tariffs. Lt sets up a new principle that where
an industry labours under a handicap, natural
or otherwise, it is the duty of the governrnent
to offset that handicap by means of a tariff.
By adopting such a principie 1 tan see where
we will encourage in this country the mont
exotic industries. There is no doubt that we
could grow oranges in Canada. Tbey could
be grown under glass at a profit if the tariff
were high enough. The vast majarity of aur
people would niever be able to have oranges,
they would flot even have the opportunity of
seeing themn in the shop windows--only the
very wealthy people couid purchase them-
but we would be establishing an industry.
Our modemn industry and aur modern stand-
ards of living are based upon the division of
labour, the allotting ta thase who can best
do a thing the doing of that thing; the pro-
ducing of commodities in the particular dis-
tricts or localities wbere they ýcan be produced
mast economicaly. It is by the adoption of
this princirle that the present standard of
living bas been built up and that the world is
able ta sustain its present population. Under
this bill we abandon that principle and we
say that it does flot matter wbetber the
country is naturaily adapted for the producing


