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Wh7 at shahl we say to this system which
allows a practice of this kind? I repeat tbat
our protcctionist tariff system as it stands to-
day is absolutely dishonourable and dishonest
witb respect to the working man and the
fariner. A higber tariff is advocated in order
to provide work for our people, when our
rupposed manufacturers can go across to the
United States and have thesq, machines built
there and brought into the country free of
duty. wbile the amount of the duty is in-
cluded in the price paid by the farmers pur-
chasing them.

There are many companies in Canada te-
day which do not need tariff protection at
al. have in my hand a clipping from the
Ottawa Citizen of November 24 last. stating
that Dominion Cottons are to split their
shares again and that they are running to 90
per cent of their capacity. Tbey have the
power of price-fixing in connection with all
their goods as it is, but our friendls in the
House of Commons are daily advocating a
higher protective duty on those articles of
clothing needed by our working people. I
mention this faet because this company made
very high profits, particularly during the war.

The Minister of Finance told us that the
tariff advisory board had not had time ini
which to advise the government. According
te the bon. member for South Wellington
(Mr. Guthrie) the tariff advisory board also
bas a number of advisers, so it seems that
these advisers to the tariff board have flot
advised the board to advise the Minister of
Finance to advise the governinent to put
some of these articles on the free ]ist. This
is the question I want to ask: Did the tariff
advisory board advise the Minister of Finance
to place plate glass on the free list for the
sake of manufacturers, when used in their
factories only, while the flnished article car-
ries a duty 6f 27 per cent and 30 per cent?
Mr. Speaker, the entire budget this year was
concocted with the manufacturers at the elbow
cf the minîster.

Mr. GARLAND (Bow River): As usual.

Mr. EVANS: As usual, as my bon. friend
mys. In view of what we know of the tariff
.system and how it is maintained, it is only
logical to conclude that the tariff advisory
board is just a link between the manufac-
turera and the party managers; no doubt the
personnel of the board will be clianged if
there is a change of government. This will
be a little more expeditious than the reformi
of the senate, which the Prime Minister at a
picnic in Saskatchewan last summer said wvas
proceeding at a very satisfactory pace indeed.
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When the hon. member for South Welling-
ton was speaking he advocated a higher tariff
against the United States and declared that
this action should be taken in the interests
of the manufacturers even if it did prevent
the farmers of Canada from finding a market
for about 8100,000,000 worth of grain and
cattie. The hon. member gave a long list
of farm products with a total value of between
$95,000,000 and $100,000,000, which would be
affectcd, and said it would be only a tem-
porary embarrassinent. Evidently it did not
matter to him that thousands of ranchers
and farmers would be put out of business.
Hie said we had nothing to fear in thie- respect;
he ur.ged drastic action on the part of the
govemnment and said if this government would
flot act some other government woffld do so.
According to bis suggestion, Canada should
be hermîetically sealed against outside com-
petition for the sake of a class which has
relied on the tariff for dividends because of
its oivn incompetence, placing the burden of
the tariff on the class which. is able to meet
outside competition. Because we oppose their
greedy desires in this respect tbis bon. gen-
tleman duhs us bard-shellcd, tbick-skinned free
traders. The only thing of concern to the
class for which be speaks is the privilege of
fleecing ail tbe consumers of Canada, and be
moves an amendment wbich is nothing but
a baited trap to catch unwary agriculturists.
Fie condemns the Australian treaty-as f ar
as that goes 1 do myself-but he forgets that
that treaty was entered into to provide an
advantage for the class for whom he speakas;
the class who, he says, cànnot exist except
tbey become more and more the wards of
this nation; the class for whose benefit the
consumers of Canada paid $550,000,000 last
year because of the 8185,000,000 collected for
revenue. The hon. gentleman said that the
Minister of Trade and Commerce (Mr.
Malcolm) could settle the question of un-
employment with baîf a dozen strokes of hiE,
pen.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The bon. muer-
ber's time bas elapsed.

Mr. G. S. RENNIE (East Hamilton): Mr.
Speaker, I would like to make a f ew comnmente
on the budget and also on the tariff changes
wbich have been brought down, referring
especially to the way they affect the city of
Hamilton, which I bave the ýhonour to repre-
sent. A friend of mine asked me the other
day just what I thought of the budget, and
I told him tb&re was very liittle in it. He
agreed witJh me and told me that be had
corne to tihe conclusion that you could flot
budge-it; that as it was a goverament mesuire
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