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that the larger companies fail to compete
with each other in certain goods. Thug the
Dominion Textile Company, Limited, does not
manufactura cotton denim, while othar corn-
panias are the sole producers of other
important lines. This means that the whole-
saler, who wishes to carry a complete lina of
cottons, has to buy from ail the larger
companies.

To me, Mr. Speaker, that is sufficient proof
that laek of competition is paxrtl.y responsible
for tbhe prasent distressed conditions in. Can-
ada, bacause these two industries to which
I have refcrred are two of the high'ly pro-
tected industries in this country, and the
report says there is little if any competition
in them. They are two of the industries that
ara blecding the people whom. I represent in
this house, probably to a greater extent
than any other industries.

In view of what has been said with regard
to the lack et competition 1 arn at a loss
to understand why a few da.ys ago the leader
of the C.C.F. group in this house, who spoke
just batore me, rather ridiculed, the hon.
member for Weybu-rn for his advocacy of
what hae called fair competition. Where there
is unfair or what bas been callad imperfect
competition.-wbataver that means-in these
industries it has been shown that as a result
the farmers are paying more for what they
buy than they would pay if there was fair
competition. As a resuit of the high tariff
there is no competition, because the manu-
facturers of those goods in other ceuntries
cannot send in their goods to cempete.

It is also shown in the report that the
lowest wages are paid in soma of the most
highly protected industries. In view of that
fact, and in view of the other matters
revealed by the report, I do flot think the
bill now before the house goes far anough.
I agree with the hon. mamber for East
Kootenay (Mr. Stevens), who was a mem-
ber of the committee when it was flrst
appointed, that it is not-hing less than. anaemnic
legislation. If ever a board, was necessary to
devote its whole time to trade and indlus-
try, cert.ainly it is necessary at this turfne.
Th-e bill proposes to give such control to a
part-time board; that is, the tariff board
will davote part of its time to this wo-rk.

Near the end of the session for 1933 a bill
was introducad by the Prime Minister ýwhereby
ha increased by $3,000 the salary of the chair-
man of the tariff board, who was then re.ceiving
$12,000. As a reason the Prime Minister
stated that -the position held by the ehaýirman
was a vary important one and m'ust be filled
by a man of outstanding ability. Therefore
hie contended it was necessary that the chair-
man ba given the additional salary. Some of
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us opposad it at that time, and we still believe
the increase was unnecessary.

My point is this. If in 1933 the position
was so important that the chairman bad to
have an additional $3,000, then I say it is too
important to take on this extra work. He
has not the time, and if he bas the tirne then
I say hae bas been paid entirely too much-anýd
I have no doubt hie bas been paid too anuch,
for a position suoh as the one he occupies.
A board to control trade and industry would
ha mucb more important than a tariff board.
The three members on the tariff board receive
a total surn of $35,000 in salaries. I contend
that if we were to dishand that board and
appoint oe consisting of seven membars we
could get that mumber ot men for the saÀme
amount or less; we could get men conversant
witb the diffarent angles of industry, arid the
chairman could remain here in the city of
Ottawa. By ail ineans howevar let us have a

board competant to deal with these matters.
Tome the findingis of the comimittea and the

legislation based thereen have been rnost dis-
appointiog. As long ago as Novembar of
1932 I placed upon the order paper a resol-
lution in thase words:

Tbat in the opinion ot this bouse an imme-
diate inquiry should ba mada under the
provisions of the Research Council Act,
chapter 177, R.S.C. 1927 or by other means,
into the causes underlying the wide spread
between the prîces ef raw products and the
pricas of goods manufactured from such
prod ucts.

At the tim.e I intreduced the rasolution 1
presented some specific casas wherein there
wera wide spi'aads batween the pricas of raw
and manufactured products. L'pon. that occas-
ion I imade special refarenýce te wool and
leather goods, and like coommeditias. I was
supported in the rasolution by two or tbree of
my colleaguas, but I sbould like te draw atten-
tien to tbe fact tbat altbougb tbe hon. marn-
ber who praceded me is very much concarnad
te-day about wbat is being dona under this
legislation, I did not recaive bis support when
on February 6, 1933, 1 introduced the resolu-
tien to which I have referred. As I recaîl the
circumstances, during the discussion of that
resolution ona of the members of the C.C.F.
group te which the hon. memýber belongs was
in the bouse, and part of the time two mem-
bers were here. Upon that c>ocasion tiiey were
net -concerned about the resolution, but now
tbey pretend te ha very much concerned about
what is going te happen. When I introduced
the reso-lutien I called the attention of hon.
suemhers te the tact that while the price et
woel was only about four cents par pound, a
man wishing te buy a suit oif woe'Ilen under-
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