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haustive and very intcrcsti ng address by
the honourable mender for Boissevain
(Hon. ?Nr. Sehaffner). With some parts of
bis address 1 should ho disposed to agree;
with other parts 1 should flot feel like con-
curring. However, it is flot myv intention
this afternoon to delay the House with any
general review of the honourable gentle-
man's discussion of public affairs, nor, in
fact, with any general reviow of the debate
so f ar as it bas proceoded up to this timo.

There are one or two observations, how-
ever, that I should like to mnake with ref-
erenco to the remarks of my honourable
iriend. If 1 understood hinm correctly, ho
roforrod to what he called the -privilegod
class," or the "privilegcd classes " of this
country. Now, I submit, with ail deferenco.
that thoro is no such thing- as a privileged
class in this country, and that it does not
make for the cohesion or the hottermont of
the country as a whole for any honourahie
mombor of this House, or of ant House. or.
in fact, any person, to ondoavour to ini-
press upon the public mind the~ view that
one person is better than anothor, or that
any man bas greater rights or more priv-
iloges than his neighhour. No person in
this country is enjoying privileges over his
neighhour. I take it for granted, from the
tenor of the honourable gentleman's re-
marks, that he bas in mind the impression
that there are people w~ho enjev privilegos
under the custemns tariff; that is te say thiat
the policy of protection, as vo hiave had it
in this country, extends privileges to some
people which it does not extend to others.
In answer to that, if that wvas -w hlat xvas in
bis mind, I want to say that iu my judg-
ment his view -,vas entirely erroneous. The
National Policy, as we bave understood it
sinco 1878, wvas purely a Canadian policy;
desig-ned not morelv to assist mnanufactur-
ing. but to build up flie wholc coiuntry. It
applies to every inan, w',hether hoe hc an
investor in a manufacturing iudustrv; o
xvhethcr lie be a labourer in a nitnufactur-
inýr in(lustry; whethier be ho a shop]kecper
selling- goods te . the manufacturer. or a
farmer, who finds his ready an,, profitable
nmarkvt iii the iiaiiufaqctiriig dii-tricts. It
does not extend privilegosq to eue more than
to another. The National Policy is -,vide-
spread and bonofits every ene.

Mv honourable friend touched upomi the
question of profiteering. I subîit that
there is entirely too much general discus-
sion in that regard without auy coucrete
facts being put forward. It rnay ho true,
probably it is truc, that hore and there
sonie mon engaged in induqtry have talýen
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advantagec of thie situation during the war
time, and have gained undue profits. But
that cannot ho alleged only against the mon
who are conducting tbe manufacturing in-
dustries of this country. Relatively it can
just as truly be allegod against the men cru-
ployed in those industries. AIl of us know
that during the war, when business was on
the upward trend, and when development
was going. on on a large scale, the working-.
man was receiving two, or threo, or four, or
five tîmes the wages he f-irmerly received.
I know that in Nova Scotia mon were receiv-
ing almost fabulous pay. Relatively speak-ý
ing, they might ho called profiteers. The
saine might bo said of the farmers, who wero
roceiving enbanced prices for their products
-butter, eggs, hay and grain But I would

not caîl them profiteers, oven altbough in
the eastern part ô! Canada to-day wie have
f0 pay $15 a barre! for flour, made, perbaps,
froin grain raised on the farm of mny honour-
able friend. 1 would net call my bonourable
friend a profiteer, nor do I think ho should
se descrihe the mnan who makes steel or anv
other produet because ho made increased
profits.

The W/est naturally looks iipon tbe
manufacturing industries in this part of the
country, and, as my honourable friend did
vesterdav, calîs them the -hig interests."
W/e in the East look te the West and sec
this gigantic organization of the grain grew-
ors, which. bas within its bounds a multitude
of mon,' and which, I aun told, bias veru1
larg-e sums of money invested. W/e might ho
disposed te say they are are the higintercsts.
I know that their representatives caine
down theoether day te erganizo in Nova
Scotia. They brought the cash box with
thenu. and wvere roady te durrip into the
establishmnent of a newspapor tho tidy suni
of $12,500. In thec localitv in which I live
,%ve would have to search, and soarch again.
te raiso that sin of meney te put it into
a now\spaper.

Hou. Mr. DENNIS: And thon we w oul<l
fail te flnd it.

Hon. 'Mr. TANNER: And thxexpectel
the fariners ef Nova Scotia and Newlrî
wick te dig dow'n in their peckets to fui(l
a further sum of $12,5W0.

The viow I take is that, instead of en-
deav ourimg to wvidem any breach tiat muaý,v
exist, it should ho the dutv ef every man
in public life, particularl 'v in this Homuse.
te endoavour te bring the West and tîmo
East tegether. W/e in the East need the
fleur and the grain of the W/est; anrm( the
people of the W/est noed the preducts of the


