
FEBRUARY 12, 1926 953
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wood tarif! came in in 1913. Was that a
raising of the United States tarif!? I guess
not, because I have a speech of Mr. Fordr.ey's
on my desk which I could quote if it would
not detain the House, wherein he said that
the Underwood tarif! was the lowest tarif!
the United ,States ever had, and yet the
Minister of Finance tried to rnake the lieuse
and the country believe that because the
reciprocity treaty had been rejected by Can-
ada, the United States had immediaiely
raised their tarif!. They did flot do anything
of the kind. They lowered their tarif! right
along the line. More than that, milk and
cream, which the minister talks about, were
made free under that very tarif!, the Under-
wood tarif!, whereas formerly they bora a duty.

Mr. ROBB: What about the duty on
butter?,

Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincoln): I will give it
to the minister, I have it here. Under the
Underwood tarif! the duty on butter was 2
cents a pound, and it had been 6 cents. Under
the Payne tarif! it was 6 cents a pound, and
under the Underwood tarif! it was 2j cents
a pound. That was two years after reci-
procity was beaten. Now what else
happened? The minister said there were up-
ward revisions of the tarif!. That is net
true either. What happened was this: After
the Underwood tarif! came the war tarif!, what
was known as the eniergency tarif!, adopted
after the war started. Then came the Fordsiey
tarif! and hon. gentleman opposite, speaking
throughout the country, said, "Oh, put us into
power. We are better able te make a treaty
with the United States than, anyone cisc.
They are more in sympathy with us, and we
are more in sympathy with the policy that
will allow their products te come into Can-
ada. We -will make a treaty with them if
you will give us the chance." Yet in the
face of those gentlemen the Fordney tarif!
was put into operation. A year after they
came into power the Fordney tarif! was
brouglit into. ef!ect. Yet the minister has
the hardihood te come here and, say that
because of the rejeetion of the reciprocity
treaty the United States put up their tarif!.
Welýl, he knew better. I give the minister
credit for knowing a great deal better than
that, but it was good stuf! to, put forward.

Mr. ROBB: I do net want te interrupt
the trend of my hon. friend's argument, but
since he bas given these changes in the duty
and apparently has them, before him-I admit
that cream in that period was put on the
free list-will he tell us of the graduai jacking
up that took place on milk aind creaff?

Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincoln): 1 will give the
minister any information he wants, I have it
ail here. What year wou¶d my hon. friend
like te have?

Mr. ROBB: The changes.

Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincoln): Well under the
Payne tariff-that was before the reciprocity
proposition-milk was 2 cents a gallon and
fresh cream 5 cents a gallon. Under the
reciprocity proposition ît would have been
free, and under the Underwood tarif! it was
free without any reciprocity. As I said be-
fore in the emnergency tarif! it was put up 2
cents a gallon, and in the Fordney tarif!
cream was put up from 5 te 10 cents accord-
ing te its strength. The Fordney tarif! was
enforced after hon. :gentlemen came into office.
1 have a copy of that tarif! here; it is dated
1922. Why did hon. gentlemen opposite
not get busy and obtain for Canada what
they said they would? The truth of the
matter is that nobody can convince the United
,States what they shaîl do as f ar as protection
is concerned. The words of Calvin E.
Coolidge expresses pretty well what is in the
minds of the people cd the United States:

We have buiht agriculture squarely inyto the structure
ofour protective eystem, and the Americen farmer

miuet not be under"od at home by New Zealand
mutton, Argentine beef, Canadian wheat, Damsh butter,
Bulgariean tobacco, Chinese eggs, or Cuhen exiger.

I should like te sec any of my hon. friends
opposite making any headway with that bunch
over there. They are looking after their own
people, and that is ail we are asking this gev-
ernment te do-look after our own people
tee.

Now, I have a couple mere references te
make to the 'Minister of Finance. I notice
that in his speech, as reported, at page =2
of unrevised Hansard he asked the right hen.
leader of the opposition three times in as
many sentences as te the impertation of fresh
eggs fromn Australia. The minister ridiculed
the idea ef fresh eggs coming in from Aus-
tralia, and I will take the trouble te, quote te
the lieuse what he said:

My ight hon. friecxd mnai not have been corrertly
reported, but I recalI lhavtng rend mne of his speches
during the eleetion campaigo when he eserted that by
the Australian trealti' thi. go>ve.ement he4 ruined th.
fresfi egg and butter induàtri' of Canada. If mi'
riglct hon. friend we.s correct.!' reported that wa flot
a very great eredit to his intelligence. I would give hlm
credit for greetter intelligence than te believe that
Canada wgtl ever buy lreeh eggs froue Australie.

Five times in as many sentences he used
the words "fresh eggs." I shouid like te ask
the minister now if the 'words "fregh eggs',
appear in the treaty? No, the word


