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would not have been found neeary and
we could bave tbus avoided the tax on sugar.

In sny opinion the whole business of taxing
conaniaption more and more must cease, be-
cause tbe problemn to-day is to inerease con-
suruption. The more gooda that are con-
sumed the better froin every point of view.
Obviously tberefore this tax is ini every sense
umwise. It taxes one of tbe moe emsntial
articles in every housebold. It is a tax that
wdil bear -heavily on the motbers of tbis
nation, who are trying to give tbeir ohildren
nourishing food. I tink it la more te be
condem'ned itban any tax wbioh bas been
brougbt dlown, and I oppose it entirely.

Mr. DONNELLY: The Minister of Finance,
in referring to tbîe tax, said that it would
bave a salutary effect upon the people of
the country in teaching them that the money
whicb the governmenrt spende la t1beir znoney
and muet be coIlected frein thein. He said
that tbe people througbout tbe couutry lied
the idea that tbe geverninent had an un-
known source of revenue. il the people do
tihink that, the goveriment have no oue to
blame but themeselves. Before the hast eledc-
tiens the present Prime Minister weat frein
coast to coast and told the people that if
unemployiment existed it was due to tbe
Liberal government; tbat if they were getting
amail prices for tîheir wheat, their butter, their
bacon and a hundred and one other things,
it was the fault of the Liberal government.
He asked tbe people to put hiu in power
and then tibere would be ne more bard tisues.
The people caunot be blamed if tbey think
that tbis goveru-meut bave ail sorts of money,
and they cannot understand why it is neces-
sary to tax them.

Let me eay te the government that the
people of this country know full well what it
la te he taxed. The price of gasoline thirought.
eut the world is in tbe sanie position to-day
as the prie of sugar, the price of best
and the price of otîber commodties*-it
cbeaper than it ever bas been. Iu spite of
this, the goverument bas made the people
of Canada pey fromr five te six cents per
gallon more than they ebould bave te pay.
Lu 1931 the Standard Oul Company of New
Jersey, along with ail other gasehine coin-
panies, bad a lose on tbeir operetions while
t~he Imiperial Qil Company, wbich, handled
about 300,000,000 gallons, made a profit of
$18,000,000. Tbe other oil cozupanies in
Canada must have bandled about 300,000,000
~more gallons of gasoline and muet bave
made anotber 818,000,000. Thirty-six million
dollars were taken eut of tbe pockets of tbe
people of Canada. Wby doce not the govern-

ment take off the duty on gasolie and put
on a sales tax of about three or four cents
per gallon? They could make 320,000,000 and
the people would nlot have to pay as much for
their gasoline. The government will be
making the mouey instead of thie oil coen-
panies which send it down to the gbareholders
ini the United States. The Imperial 011 Comn-
pany sent $12,800,000 to the Standard Oil
Company of New Jersey. That is net red-
blooded Canadianism. The Canadian peomple
were taxed in order that the American sbare-
holders in Imperial Oil might be paid. Why
nlot tax gasoline and coileet the money instead
of baving it go tce the shareholders of the
Imperial 011 Com.pany and other oil coin-
panies throughout the country?

Mr. RALSTON: Mr. Chairman, I should
like te refer to the point raised by the hion.
meinher for Prince and referred to by the
Minister of Finance. Apparently for the-
moment the minister lost bis usual suavity;:
hie seemed to be nettled by what had heen
said, particulanly with regard to expenditures.
The mînister repeated the argument which heý
made in hie reply a short tîme ago te the-
Canadian ehambers of commerce when he-
indicated that the government had practiseci
ail possible ecenomy. I shall not go into this
to-night except to remind the minister and
the committee that a very important and well
recognized organ, a supporter of this govern-
ment, took distinct issue with the minister
on the very figures hie mentioned to-nigh-t
and on the argument hie made. The Mont-
real Gazette of April 26 bas an editorial
headed, Finance Min'ister's Reply. After dis-
cussing what the minister had said, t.he
editorial continued:

With ail due respect te the minister, this
conclusion is not juetified by the facts which
he presents. The substance of the case as
presented in this circular letter had already
been pubiished in one or twé newspapers. The
Gazette diseussed them at the time. It was
stated then, and is ne less true now, that ne
critie of the goverilment desires te withhold
credit for economies aotually effected. The
government bas gone a considerable distance
in this direction %and tbe taxpayer has ne been
indifferent to the resuits achjeved. Unf or-
tunately, bowever, ail tbis is very much beside
tbe point. The representations made by the
Canadian chamber of commerce, by boards of
trade, and otbers, bave te do, not with wbat
the governmient bas accomplisbed, but with
wbat it bas left undone. The fact tbat net-
witbstanding the reductions in expenditures
already macle the government bas presented a
bill te the people for another $70,000,000 bas
b.ad tbe very natural effeet of directing atten-
tion to tbe possibilities of further retreneh-
ment and the opportunities in tbis respect bave.
been indicated sfpecifically.


