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Canadian ports. At that time hie said that
we wcre opposed te Nelson, te, Churchill, te
Saint John, te Halifax and te Vancouver.
Thîis xvas the accusation levolled et us when
xve vontured te say 'thait we wan'ted the
Americata ports kept open as competing
routes. Ne ene knews botter than bie that
th.at is net a fair argument te use. When
ho voted against the budgets presented by the
fermer goverrement, did t-hat mean that hoe
xvas opposed toeoverything that tbey con-
tain-cd? H1e knows perfectly well that that
is an cntirely wreng interprotation te place
upon. the actions of any greup. 0f course
thiere are some thing-s in the budget of which
ave approve. We appreve of the reductiens
in the 'tariff, in se far as4.tey are reduictions.
We ccrtainly appreve of îhe placing of ropair
parts fer farme implements upen the items
je the lewer range of the tariti. Why should
we rlot appreve of iliat when the matter was

ebreugbt te 'the attention of the bouse by bion.
members on this side?

Somo bion. MEMBERS: Ne.

Mr. BROWN: Dees hoe tbink we are going
le go back on our ewn work? No, that -%ould
bh, too absurd.

Thoro was another mnatter je connectien
.Witb wbich hoe used that kind of language

~viblie alone knews bow te use. Referring
te the bion. member of Shelbuirne-Yarmoutbi
hle said:

Ami hie uised tbis old liackneyed phrase; the
taxatieri proposed. lie said, -will fali upon those
least able te bear it.

Hie thon weet on te tell us tbat the taxes
paid by the banks for the years 1922 te 1930
averaged S1,240,000 wbile the average fer the
years 1931 te 1933 was $1,390,000. I am net at
ahl impressod by the fact that the taxation
of tbe baeks bas been increased by ton per
cent whcn I rocaîl that every baril statement
issued last faîl showed tremendous profits and
tbe payment of large divideeds. Tbe two,
cents per pound tax on sugar is an infinitely
greater burden upon thec ordinary bousebolder
tban the tax paid by the banks. 1 wonder if
the bouse bias get a true picture ef just what
fiis tax on sugar moans? It is estimated that
* ibout 50,000,000 buslbels of xvbeat are con-
siimed cach year by the Canadian people. At
fit ty cents per busliel this weuld ho valued

* at S25,000,000 whicb is only S5,000,'000 more
than the geverement oxpoots te get f romn the
tax upon sugar. Tbink ef it, the tax uipon
sugar amounting te, almost tlie tetal value of
the wbeat censumod ie one year by the Can-
sdian people.

The ministor thon referred te tbe decrease
na revenue, and objected again te the criticism,
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of the hion. member for Sbelburne-Yarmouth.
Is the bouse surprised at the fact that there
hias been a decrease in the revenues received
fromn customs tariffs? It is enly what could
be expccted. The minister gave us to under-
stand tbat the whole trouble ivas the decrease
in the volume of goods. Undoubtedly that is
a factor, but it is flot the only factor. This
xvas recognized a year ago by the Minister
of Finance wben making a statement ine x-
planation of the reduction in customs revenue
wbicb had taken place up to that timie. He
admitted that one factor je thec reduction was
the policy of the goverrement in ecouraging
Canadian production. That is just as truc
to-day as it wxas a year ago; it has bad the
same effeot upon the rev enue this ycar as it
had a year ago, but the Minister of Finance
made no mention of this factor whien de-
livering bis budget this ycare A year ago we
pointed eut that the eew excise tax of three
lier cent would net bring in additional rev enue
from tbe customs. It was called an excise
tax but in reality it was a customs tariff. We
pointcd out that whilc the tax mighit brling
ie sonme revenue from those goods that xvere
comieg in froc or under the lowor rates, the
effet upon other gonds would be te place
thcmi in the non-revenue producing class.
That xvas the inevitable effect of the tariff,
and our rrgurnent bias been proved valid.

'l'le cia iiii lias been m2 ade t bat the tariff
rate"s Nvere lower îunder the onirtiesthan
un(ler the Liberals. In in-mvcring t his argu-
nment 1 shall înelîîde witlî the Minister of
'Trnde and Coimmerice, the lion. nierober for
Soeuris (,Mr. Willis). 1 wisb lion. memibers on
the other side xvoild corne te somýe agreement
ameong theinselvos as te w-bether the tariff
lias -een raised or Iowere-d or as te wbat extent
it bias been cbiangod. Speaking liais afternooe,
the bon. momber for W est Edmonton (Mr.
Stew-art) referied te the tremondous increases
whicbi bad been made ie the tariffs. This state-
ment w as roceived witb great applause from
the other side. How ean that action be re-
concile(l xxit the statements of tbc bion. memn-
ber for Souris and the Minister of Trade ani
Commerce? The bion. memiber for Souris
said:

'ibhat is sonmewblat important in my opinion
n vicw of the way je which eloctions are con-

duietedl iii wcstetrn Canada. We wore told ie
the xi est in 1930 that we must vote for the
loNv taif poldicy. IIad the people donc se at
tiiet tinie, tlîcy -weuld ail have voted Conserva-
tive, but they did not. As usual, Mr. Barnum
unas rigbt; the people like te be fooled.

Yes, and thcy were fooled badly in 1930.
Sucb statemnents rcmind nie of the story of the
policeman who arrested a man for speeding.
Wblen charged with speeding the man said,


