
IN THE NATIONAL INTEREST

It it a mistake to think that we
have maintained tariff duties in
Canada primarily and pecuUariy for
the benefit of manufacturers. A
manufacturer as such deserres no
more legislative consideration than
a farmer or a merchant or a work<
man. We can defend protection
only as a national policy and only
i^on considerations of national
safety and national interest. More-
over the manufacturer may only de-
mand duties which vrill secure for
Canadian industries equal competi-
tive conditions with those of other
countries. Surely it is to the general
advantoge that Canadian labor
should not have to compete with the
cheaper labor of Austria or Japan,
that a policy which brings a multitude
of American industries and millions
of American capital to this country
should be substantially maintained,
that the raw materials of Canada
should be manufactured to the last
processes in Canadian factories,
that we should have towns and cities
which provide local markets for
termers, and that engineers, and
scientists educated in Canadian
colleges and universities should not
have to go elsendiere for employ-
ment and recognition. There is a
nativism which is feeble in spirit and
narrow in outlook, but aside alto-
gether from the sheer necessity of
expanding revenues and an increas-
ing population to meet our very
heavy obligations, it is legitimate that
the Canadian people should be en-
riched by theh- own resources and
aspire to possess the essential con-
veniences and finished institutions
of a high civilization.

It is unfortunate that we have not
got an independent Tariff Com-
mission to investigate and report
upon industrial and agricultural con-
ditions in other countries, the wages
of labor and cost of production else-
where, and the advantages or dis-
advantages in transporUtion of
Canadian industries as compared

with those of competing nations. No
one thinks that such a Commission
should have power to fix rates of
duty or should usurp any of the
natural functions of government.
IThe people through their elected
representatives must have power
over tariffs as over all other questions
of public policy. But we would be
rid of many misconceptions and
esci^ie much angry and un-
profitable controversy if we had a
High Court of Facts to which we
could appeal and if Parliament could
base industrial legislation iqx>n
evidence which would be substanti-
ally beyond suspicion in its origin,
definite in statement and unrelated
to any^ class or sectional interest.
The Tariff Commission of the United
SUtes has greatly moderated the
asperities of fiscal debate. It has
contributed towards stability in in-
dustry and caution in legislation.
It has not infringed t^on any of the
prerogatives of Congress, it is not
now an object of popular suspicion,
nor is it ever regarded as the mouth-
piece of any dass, party, or interest.
We need such a Court of Facts in
Canada, and one cannot easily
understand the attitude of organized
farmers who oppose its creation, as
contrasted with that of organized
labor which by resolution of the
Dominion Trades and Labor Con-
gress and by petition of 1,200 local
unions has declared unequivocally
and aggressively in favor of a Tariff
Commission.

FREIGHT RATES

We have a difficult railway prob-
lem, and at the moment there is
genera) irritation over heavy in-
creases in freight and passenger
charges. Owing to the great dis-
tances which separate communities
and Provinces in this country high
railway charges are very onerous,
^t possibly ineflkiency in trans-
portation is even more <£emoralizing
than the exaction of high rates by
the public carriers. This has been


