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e 20, per cent. I still maintain that after
allow

plus lgg 20 per cent on capital there is a sur-
. do $434,000 unaccounted for, which isa
u en those have to bear every time they
ay Machinery in the west. Every time a
Mer has to purchase machinery he helps
the Ial‘ a part of that burden. Now, I want
ar ueader of the government to refute this
co%r m:r}t if he can, or to say that I am in-
res :: t};n my figures. I am taking the figu-
take th €Y are put into my hands, in fact, I
Sustal e figures used by those who desire to
aln the protective policy.

YoHon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWFELL—
e ur figures may be right, but your dedue-
1008 are wholly wrong,

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Tt s for somebody
cla{mt me right then upon my deductions. I
rectm t}lat_accordmg to the figures, I am cor-
away ; Wls‘h these figures to be explained

Y if possible. I wish that surplus of $430,-
it is 4 5(61 explained away if it can be. I find
the ms as an argument that the value of

i’ e*llnufactures produced is $476,000,000.

em eé;-l!‘ that there is between the value of
u f&ctuac' nery produced by the Massey Man-

uctiormg Company and the cost of its pro-
for "On a profit of $430,000 after providing
% Per cent interest on capital,

g‘IOn. Mr. KAULBACH—Could you buy
Sae article cheaper in the United States!

Hon, My, BOULTON—Allow meto prove

my case first, W i
ing is that ¢ hat T am intent upon prov-

. he burden of taxation u
i ; pon our
vtllll‘i'éﬁ“i:l:n'dustry is four times the amount
try, and Ialfe'd for the revenue of the coun-
Pe(;ple s clalm that it is an injustice to the
in o om I represent that they should,
Pursuing their avocations, have to bear

such an ep
ormous burden i i
revenue, n in order to raise a

beI:on. Mr. KAULBACH—How can there
cmn gy burden upon the people when you
1y as cheaply as in the United States ?

Hon. Mr, BOULTON--Yo
Costs $9or $10 aton in the Uni:egagtf::zs.l’f‘%xé
: ::ssey Manufacturing Company in making
th Ir purchases have to pay that 89 or $10 per
B, plus the amount of duty, and the manu-
acturers of the United States ought to be

able i
chea.pz(x)-, produce the machines that much

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—Theyarecheaper
in Canada.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—They are not
cheaper. Competition is the great leveller.
If you throw the Massey Manufacturing
Company into competition with the manu-
facturers of the United States the result
will soon be obvious.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—They are cheap
enough now.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—TI am not arguing
that point, however cheap they may be in
consequence of the general fall in prices the
world over they are artificially raised for us
over the world’s competition and that neither
labour norraw material share in that artificial
raising. What I wish to show is that the
government themselves recognize that the
Massey Manufacturing Company are resting
under a disability in the direction IThave indi-
cated, in regard to their power to export, for
they have taken off the duty for the Massey
Company in order that they might
make the machines cheaper, and by that
means promote exportation beyond the
bounds of Canada, in their competition with
the United States manufacturers in foreign
markets, thus enabling the company tuv en-
joy the profit to be derived from the estab-
lishment of a foreign trade. In other words,
the government of Canada put the Massey
Manufacturing Company in a position tomake
agricultural machinery cheaper for the peo-
ple of the Argentine Republic, Australia
and Russia (who are wheat growers and
with whom we have to compete in the open
market of Great Britain for the sale of our
wheat) than for the Canadian farmers, and
we have to pay a bonus to enable the com-
pany to supply these foreign nations with
cheaper machinery than we ourselves are
able to purchase—is that justice ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—It

is incorrect.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Ts it not correct
that you are giving them a rebate of duty ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—It
is not correct to state that articles which are
manufactured in Canada are sold any cheaper
in Australia than they are in Canada.



