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sives. We thought the party as then constitut-
ed was going too far. That was the position we
took at the timci. It was found, whcen we
got into the campaign that they wcre flot
taking the extreme position respecting free
trade whicb soine hiad indicated thev xvere
likely to take. Be that am it may, the point
I xvant to, make clear-because of something
the leader of the opposition said to-day-is,
that the oblect wve had in view in the course
of action 1 arn describing was flot progres-
sive support but to put before the people
of this country what the Liberal party stood
for and was prepa.red ta fight for.

As I have said, the Liberals in parlia-
ment souglit to place before the Huse
and the country their views on tariff re-
vision in the form. of an amendment to the
budget of the then Minister of Finance. On
May 10, 1921 the followiug ameudment wvas
xnoved by the hon. member for Sheiburne
and Queen's and again seconded by myseif.
1 shall read the whole amendment as it sets
out very clearly the essential features of
Liberal tariff policy. I would ask the bouse
to recaîl that it was a resolution moved and
in fact drafted by the present Minister of
Finance, and to note the emphasis it places
upon, first: Reduction in the tariff as the main
object to ho sought; second, its disavowal
of protection as the principle upon which the
tariff should be hased; third, the aim of our
fiscal policy as tbe encouragement of in-
dustries bascd on the natural resotîrces of the
country; and fourth, the reduction of such
duties as may be expected to reduce the cost
,of living, and the cost of the implements of
production. The resolution is as follows:

That ail the words after the word "that" te the end
of the question, be omitted, and the following inserted
instend thereof:

The flouse regrets that, af 1er repeated assurances
by the goverronent of an intention to have a revision
of flie customns tariff, and after a protracted inquiry
extending from ocean to ocean by a commnittee of
cabinet ministers, the governrnent have made no pro-
posais for any reduction of the tariff;

That, while recognizing that existing financial re-
quirements of the Dominion dcmand the maintenance
of a customas tariff, the flouse is unable to concur in
the declarations by the governmeat that the tariff
shoiild bc based on the principle of protection; the
tarif i o a tax, and the airu of legislation should ho to
xuako taxation as light as circumstances wvill permit;

That tlie aimn of the liscai policy of Canada should
be the encouragement of industries based on the naturai
resources of the country, the development of- which
tnay reasonably be expecteel to create healthy enter-
prise, giving promise of enduring success;

That sucil changes sbould be made in the customs
duties as may be expeoted to retluce the cogt of living
aud to reduce also the coat of implements of pro-
duction required for the efficient developracot of the
natural resources of the Dominion;

That, while keeping this aimn clearly i mi, the
flouse recognizes that in any readjustment of the tariff
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that înay take place, regaxd must be had ta existing
conditions of tradte, sud changes madle in such a man-
ner as will cause the least possible disturbance of
business.

There is the Laurier-Fielding tariff; there
is a declaration that what should be donc
in the matter of the tariff is a reduction of
the duties on the implements of production
in order that the great basic industries might
be developed in the manner described. I could
quote what I said in the bouse in support
of these resolutions, but I will not take up
the time, of hon. members in referring to
the debate that then took place. The whole
trend of Liberal discussion then was that thîs
was the object we were fighting for, this was
the aim we had hefore us.

Not only in the bouse but throughout the
country I had occasion to speak on the tariff
palicy of the Liberal party. Before the élec-
tion as well as during the election I spoke
in eastern Canada and in western Canada. I
not only spoke in eastern and western Can-
ada, biît 1 also wvrotc anc or two articles on
the Liberal policy with respect to the tariff.
I challenge any han. member of this bouse
ta find in any speech of mine made before
the election or durinig the ellectian a single
contradiction ai the principles that are laid
dowvn in the resolution I have quoted. I
rtate that in aIl the speeches I made I rep-
resented ta the people in so many words
virtually whnt I have been saying- this eve-
ning; and mare than that 1 made it a point ai
emphasizing in every speech-and this is the
truth I desire ta bring out-that the Liberal
party stood for a reduction af the duties on
the articles that would affect the cost of liv-
ing, and especia'lly on the implements of pro-
duction in the basic industries of agriculture,
lumhering, mining and flshing.

I spoke in Toronto with my colleague
and friend. the Minister ai Saldiers' Civil
Re-establishiment (Mr. Beland), on August
14, 1920. That was the year hefore
the passinfi of the second resalution
which 1 have bast read. Let me give
ta the buse the repart contnined in the
Mail-Empire of Toronto af August 16, which
wvas Monday, ai the meeting held at banlans
Point, Toronto, an August 14, 1920. This
is wvhat the Mail and Empire reports as the
Liberal policy as stated at that time: Quot-
ing my words, the paper has the following:

We believe that the time bas corne. indeed that
it is already long past, when a downward revision of
tlîe tariff is uecessary. lu this re vision we believe
that there should be Bubstautial rcductions of the
duties on the necessaries of life; in other words, on
those articles which go to, make up the food, the
clotbing, the shelter of the Canadian people; that
certain specific articlcs required for the purposes of


