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be pcrfcctly sure that it will flot be less than
that but rather a great deal more. You will
find on further investigation that it is likely
to, be another million. But suppose we put it
at $2,000,000; 1 predict now, notwithstanding
that apparently we are appruaching the time
when we shall have better commodity prices
and when people will be able f0 buy this very
necessary foodstuff, sugar, thaf less sugar xviII
be sold during the next twelve months than
has been sold in the past ycar. Why? Because
the commodity has bcen made artificially
dearer. A great many people will nlot take
ha]f a teaspoonful in their cup, and a great
many will do without it alfogether. I predict
a loss flot of $2,000,000 but of many more
millions in this estimated revenue of $20,000,000
because of the inability of tens of thousands of
people tu put eveii a littie nibble of sugar in
their tea. The h.on. member for Red Deer
read a communication and I too have received
one. It is not under my band at the moment
but 1 can recite the substance of if. The
writer is a lady and che says, 'We have been
i-à the habit of having two iced cakes per week,
and now we will have enly one." There is one
instance where the revenue is eut in two, and
there are, I believe, tens; of thousands such.

Mr. McINTOSII: Following up the remarks
of the bon. mcmber for Melville, may 1 say
that the government is creafing a piece of
fiscal machinery in this sugar tax which wihl
bielp to grind it to pices from coasf to coast.
"The mills of the gods grind slowvly but thcy
grind cxcceding small," and the govecrnment
wvill bcecxceeding small by the fime they
meet the opposition which a tax of this kind
will creuse from one occan te the other.

Mr. MORAND: Rather a sweef w.ay of
going eut.

Mr. MeINTOSH: Perhacs se, but bitter for
the people taxed. Last niglif 1 was making
an observation in connection with the siigar
fax wvhen the bouse rose. 1 said that thlo
liquor tax biad been rcduced S2 per gallon
and the Minister of Finance, in putting for-
wvard bis peint of view witli regard te this
reduction, said it Ivas made from the stand-
peint of revenue. He said that a stili lower
reduction would give a greater return. May
I imprcss upon the Minister ef Finance that
wlien the question ef reductien is in his mind
-I am referring te the reductien of 82 per
gallon upen liquor-when lie lias fiscally deait
witb liquer lie, ouglit te carry bis reductions a
littie further and cancel this sug-ar tax. By
taking that action I believe the minister weuld

[Mr. Motberwell.]

bring credit te bis goveroment and te bis
department. It is a most obnoxieus tax and
even though the gevernment may be in need
of revenue, I, for one, do net believe it is
necessary te tax sugar.

Last night I was making an observation in
cennectien with the argument used by the
minister te support his two million leakage
statenient that certain daily newspapers
bcd interpreted ministerial opinion te the ex-
tcnt of saying- thait a fax would be levied on
sugar, tea and ceffee, w-hon the budget was
brougbt down. The minister said that the
n.ow-papers bcd net been correct in their pre-
diction with regard te tea and coffee although
they bcd guessed succcssfully with regard te
sugar. The minîster refetrred to, the predic-
tiens made by the Canadian press with re-
gard to budget taxation and used those tu
support bis argument that the governiment
was not responsible for the leakage. That is
one peint of view taken by the government
with regard te the daily newspapers of Can-
ada. When we were discussing the radio
estimates the ether night we had an example
of another point of view. At thaf time wc
were teld that as far as the criticism of the
daily press in confection with radie estimates
was concernced, the press did net know what
it was talkingý about. There we have twe
peints of view, one te the right and one te
the hafît. More than likely the gevernment
will be soon taking a third position, a coin-
promise position in regard te the functions of
the (lcily press.

Howex er, I dIo net imagine it makes much
diffecrence te the press whctber or net it sati-fles
the vicetpoint of the gov-erniment in regard te
this sugar fax, or wbiether it. e, tutî
criticisms against the radio estimates have been
upheld. May I adil that it is mv deliberate
opinion that the daily press is complecntary
te geool gov ernmen;t in Canada. We need te
have net onîy the best news service from the
p>ress, but wr need aIso e<litorial opiiuîný. Au

odeil oinion will bclp te eeîuph ](te ccl ýac-
gu:îrc the wverk ef self goveirunient in C'anada.
It wvill niake if more efficient and help denier-
racy as we have it in Canada te functiou
more suecessfully from cecst te coast. As fer
as the goverroment supporting or net support-
ing the daily press in ifs opinions is con-
cerned, it matters net. As wve said the gev-
erriment wvill next hcoeccupying a compromise
position, a kind of haîf and baf position, a
milk and weter position or. as lias been
m-bi-speýrcd to me, a mugwump attitude.
Whether or net this or any ether position is
teke.ýn. as a newspaper man I say that it dees
net make very mucb difference. The press


