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ing duty which remained in force for the
season of 1927. Under this law the producers
benefited and the consumnera auf!ered no hard-
ship. It was working out very satisfactorily
when early in 1928 the goverument removed
this protection by order in council. The ques-
tion is: Wby did they remove it? Siniply
because strong pressure was brought to bear
fromn the free trade section of the Liberal
party headed by the so-called consumera'
league. I feel sure this particular body bas
not changed its views in regard to protection;
at least we know it had flot changed wben the
application of this industry was before the
tarif! board, because it opposed that applica-
tion very strenuously. Nevertheless, the con-
sumers' league bas not raised a voice in protest
during the present debate. What bas hap-
pened? Has some kind of truce been deelared
or agreement cntered into between this gov-
ernment and this group? la it possible that
the consumers' league has agreed to permit
the government to grant theae increases in
tarif! with the understanding that after the
election they will be reconsidered and possibly
removed? If this be the case, ahl I have to
say is that the consumers' league is taking big
chances, because I do not think the present
government will ever have an opportunity
again to remove the protection from this in-
dustry. The growera will do their part to, see
that there is returned a government which
they can trust.

Relief to the poultry industry has not been
given by the raising of the Canadian tarif!
on eggs in the ahell. This tarif! stilI remains
the saine: British preference, two cents; inter-
mediate, two and a haif cents and general
tarif!, three cents, but provision is made for
what is termed a countervailing duty. That is:

Provided that, if any country imposes upon
eggs in the sheil produced in, and imported
from, Canada rates of duty higher than are
enumierated in this item, equivalent rates of
duty shahl ha imposed upon such commodities
entering Canada from such country.

This means that the tarif! of a foreign
country applies.

I might also mention another produet to
which this provision has 'been applied, and
that is potatoes. Prior to the present budget
the general tarif! on potatoca was tbirty-five
cents per hundred pounds. That bas been
removed and potatoes appear on the Canadian
tarif! as free under the three rates, but the
samne countervailing duties have been applied.
As I said, this is a tarif! set by a foreign
nation, or, as we might as well admit, the
United States. It is a Washington-made and
controlled tarif!. I say "controlled" because
it must be borne in mind that power is vested

in the president of the United States to raise
any tariff by 50 per cent, or to lower any
tarif! by 50 per cent at any time. This power
was exercised a year ago. On. May 14 of
last year the president of the United States
exercised this right and raised the tarif! 50
per cent on milk and cream. What the
poultrymen of this country want is a Canadian-
miade and a Canadian-controlled tarif!.

During the last four or five years we have
hammered this into the governiment fromn this
aide of the house and demanded for this in-
dustry a protection of at least eight cents per
dozen. You will recall, Mr. Speaker, that this
matter was brought forcibly to the attention
of the house on March 17 last when under a
motion to adjourn moved from this side of the
house protection was urged for this industry.
The opposition came froffi the Liberal ranks.
On that occasion I drew to the attention of
the government the unsatisfactory condition
of the poultry industry. I pointed out that
in 1928 fty per cent of the total importations
for that year were dumped on the Canadian
market in one month, and that in 1929
seventy-five per cent of the total importations
were dumped on the Canadian market in
one month, that of March.

What has been the action of this goverfi-
ment in the matter of this dumping? Ail hion.
members of this house will remember that in
January, 1927, a dumping duty was imposed
on imported eggs. This was successful in
checking the wholesale importation of eggs
at low prîces but allowed eggs to corne in
freely when the price rose above 45 cents a
dozen, thus giving relief to the producer and
working no hardship on the consumer. The
operation of this dumping duty was withdrawn
by this government by order in council on
March 29, 1928, and we ahl know that prices
at that time did not justify such action on
the part of the government. The Conserva-
tive party have continually urged for better
protection for this industry. On May 14,
1928, an hion. member from this side of the
bouse introduced a resolution urging the
restoration of the dumping duty, and a
division was taken upon that motion on
March 16. 1 would ask hon. members to turn
to page 3081 of Hansard for that year, where
they wil find recorded the vote on that
division, and they will see that every Liberal
member of this bouse voted againat the restor-
ation of protection for this industry.

But on the eve of a general election this
government bringa down protection in the
formn of counitervailing duties. I say to the
poultrymen of this country: Consider the
record of this government in dealing witb the
problems of your industry. Are you going to


