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The Address-Mr. Stinson

We have on this side of the House 116
members, and every one wha has spoken 80

far has said that hie was elected ta this House
on a pratective platform; that the tariff, and
the tariff alone, wae the main and the
supreme issue in hie constituency. That being
thc case, and with 116 members who received
a popular mai ority of the votes ta the extent
of over 200,000 on the 29th of C>ctober, if that
vote can be interpreted by members on this
side of the flouse it is a mandate ta push
the King government from power in the samne
way that that government was pushed by
popular sentiment to the poils on the 29th
of October last.

As time goes on, it becomes more apparent
every day and in every way ta evcry member
of this flouse how hopelsy incompetent and
heipless the present administration is. It was
claimed a few days ago by the Minister of
Agriculture (Mr. 'Motherwell) that we were
obstructing the government. Is not that in
jtself an admission of weakness? I[f the gov-
erament, have a mandate from the people of
this Dominion and from this flouse ta carry
on the government and put a certain definite
policy into operation, then why not put that
policy into operation? Why not bring down
their legisiation? Why pussyfoot about it?
Why nat bring it down and let us judge it on
its merits? If the government is incapable,
then it should do the same as the individual
who is incapable, give way ta someone else
who is capable. Six weeks at home wiil not
advance the business of the country or help
t() stoabilize the dairy industry that we have
heard sa much about in the last few days.
Bu;siness men have maintained for the last
four years that business has been crippicd by
government instability, that there has been
certain tinkering with the tariff policy from
time ta time so that things generaliy are in a
state of uncertainty in which, nothing is
certain but the unccrtainty. Stagnation has
followed; business after business has gone out
of existence; thousands of aur population
have lcft and gone ta the United States; we
cannot possibly continue aiong those lines.
The minister who declared in this flouse a
f ew years ago that the death knell had been
rung of protection in Canada is still an the
treasury benches, and that in itself leaves
industry without the confidence that it should
have. In these circumstances there is one
thing ici t for us ta, do, and that is ta carry
out the mandate of the electors and drive
ta resignation a government that has Iost the
confidence of the people. If we sit down on
oui job, we would be remiss in aur duty ta
the people of Canada, because this country
needs stability. Instability cornes from preach-
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ing anc doctrine and practising anather. If
there is merit in free trade, then why flot put
it into operatian and let us experience same
of those wonderful benefits which aur P>ro-
gressive friends ta the left speak s0 much
about? I challenge the government ta came
eut and fight on that one issue of the tariff
in Canada, and let us settie it once and for ýail.

A country cannot have a lopsîded devciop-
ment. We must dcvelop industry and agri-
culture side by side; one is complementary
to the other. The farmers af Ontario are
bcginning ta realize as neyer before that
their best market is the home market, and
they -are anxious to sce that market de-
veloped in Canada. If -a man mu sali hie
produce at his own door, without shipping
it some three thausand miles away, and thus
escape transportation, exchange, and ail the
other difficuit problems that enter inta a
world transaction, is hie not much better off?
To whom does the farmer sali in the f oreign
market? Hie sells ta the man living in the
distant city, tawn ar village, who is en-
gaged in an industrial operation of sMme
kînd, earning a wage by which he can pay
for the farmer's produce which is shipped
ta his home 3,000 or 4,000 miles distant, as
the case may be, from the point cf pro-
ductian. No-w, wauld it nat be a lot better
if instead of shipping that, grain and produce
3,000 miles ive could transplant that man
his industry ta Canada and. let him buy from
the farmer here whilc we could purchase
the produets of hie industry in aur own
country and nat have ta import manufac-
tured articles from foreign lands ta the de-
triment of aur own artisans?

This afternoon the hon. member for Lin-
coln (Mr. Chaplin) gave a quotation fqom
President Coolidge With respect ta agni-
cultural produets. Let me finish that quota-
tion by citing other remarks by the presîdent
touching the industrial end. On that point
President Coolidge said:

Two very important lidfres have been adopted by
Ihis country which, while extendùng their benefits allia
mi ot.her dîrections, have been of the ltincet iMPOrtance
to the wftge earners. One of these is the protective
tariff, whàch enables our people to live according to, à
better standard and receive a better rate of comPen-
mtVi&n than any peoýp1e, at Bfly time, anYwhere On
earth, ever enjoyed. This saves the American market
for the producte of the. Ameimn workmen.

That is what we want ta, do in Canada. As
carly as 1876 the late Sir Wilfrid Laurier
dcclared himiscif a protectianist, admitting
that protection was a matter af necessity for
a young nation *in order that it might attain
ta the full developmcnt af its own resources.
We are protectionists on this side of the flouse
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