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170 members who comprise wlnt we zhould
euhl the low tariff forces in this Iluse, out
of a total membership of 235; and notwith-
standing this preponderance of low tariff views
the tariff continues to grow higher and higher
în every way. This very extraordinary situa-
tion has been the sub.iect of con.siderable
thought on my part, Mr. Speaker, and prompt-
cd me to an analysis of my own vote on
previous budgets. I find that on two occa-
sions in the life of this parliament I voted
confidence in the goverumeut's promise to
reduce tariffs; but if appearances be not too
deceiving I am prepared to admit that per-
haps I may have been flimfiammed.

In ail seriousness, I should like to )sk: if
this parliament. made up as it is of a mcm-
hership three quarters of which may be ex-
pc(cted to favour lower tariffs, can make no
more progress along this line than we have
done during the last three years, what is the
fuîture' Not very hright, I should say, and
not verv encouraging to those who seek to
remove part it leýast of the burden restiug
on the exploited classes as a resuit of the
protective tariff. This year a crown sheet
is being placed in the protectionist armour of
the tariff in the shape of a tariff commission,
so it is abundantly apparent that this govern-
ment is defiuitelv wedded to the principle of
protection. Members to the rirght hîive been
making a lot of noise over the fact that a
number of industries have closed their doors,
and seem wholly unconscious of the fact that
with increased protection there must follow
decreased purchasing power and consequeutly
more closed factories.

Then azain, Mr. Speaker, members on the
right tdll us we should have more consideration
for our own workmen than those abroad, and
the way they ask us to show thatconsideration
is by bringinrg the workmen froým abroad to
our shores. After ail, what interest bas tihe
beneficiary from protection in unemployment
except a *desire perhaps to have reserves to
draw upon to meet his needs? But the ques-
tion of unemrplo-,iment an.d closed factories in
thnir relation to flie triff is a subJect which
his been worn alînost threadbare during this
debate. so I do not -propose to dwell tapon it
e'ecept to say that al the wordy hickering in
the world wvill noV, alter the basic faoot that in
Caùada when agriculture is not prosperous
Canada canuot be 'prosperous.

Rcýverting to the Wüys an'd Means resolu-
tî:ons of the budget, Mr. Speaker, allow me to
voir' verv strong objection to the amendment
to the Special War Revenue Act 1915 defining
the meaning of the word cheque:

Thart "cheque" shall be further defined to include
any documnent or wrilang, flot drawn upon or addressed
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te a bank, in exchange for which a bank roakes
pavmnent of a sum of roon-ey, except a coupon and a
document used solely for the purpose of selrtling or
clearing any accounit between banks, and that such a
chaque shall be hiable to the starnp tax iniposed on
cheques by the said act.

If this amendment be accepted by parlia-
ment it wi'll mean that ail coupons including
creamt ch.ecks and grain checks will be hiable
to the Vax. In the ýcase of grain checks the
objection may noV be as great, taking into
account tihe need for revenue and the further
fact that grain checks, or tickets as they are
sometimes called. are usually for considerabie
amount.s. But in the case of cream tickets,
which are usualîly for smali amounts, I feel
tînt the government would be well fadvised to
provide for their exemption on amounits under
ten dollars. If the tax be allowed Vo stand it
is bound te have the effect of cheekiug and
discouraging the system of ýmixed farming
which bas been making fairly satisfactory
progress in the prairie provinces during the
hastfew years.

I come now Vo the financial statement pre-
sented by the Acting Minister of Finance
(Mr. Robb) and I want ýto admit at the start
that I did not understaud it on the day of its
presentution and I am in grave doubt as Vo
mhether I understand it to-day although I
have stuulied it some and have listened to mauy
able reviews by the financial experts in týhis
House.

Jo woîîld spe:mn to my simple mimd that
the nationali book-keeiping should be doue in
such fotim that it might 'be readily understood
ut least by the meimbers of this House, but the
impression which I have gathered from this
debate is that many of those who have spoken
find themselves in the same poSition as I am
iu with regard to the national, finance. To put
it shortly, Mr. Speaker, we don't know where
we're ut. In order to show the differeuce of
opinion among the members of this buse on
this question. might I read just a few excerpts
fromr speeches delivered idu:ring this debate.
I fiud, in the speech of the Acting Minister of
Finance, ut page 1470 of Hansard. the follow-
ing:

This amount is available te be applied on account
of our boans te the Canadian National Railways of
$18,027,000; to Canadian Governmeut Marchant Marine
of $900,000; and te the Quebec Harbour Cýommri5sion
of $600,000, ail of which, while being assets, but for
the present censidered as non-active, are te be added,
therebv mnaking an increase of dabt during tha year
of about $13,703,839.

Later on the hon. member for West York
(Sir Henry Drayton) who is himself an expert
on questions of finance, made the following
statement on page 1479 of ilansard:

Is it neoessary for a reasonable man te go further
than te point out tbat this eDmpany itself admniti


