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been given ta show that the publie intereat would b.
better aerved or more justice donc ta the people ut
large if such an investigation toak place before thia
commission? Although this ie a new juriefdiction, 1
say it je fnot an imnprovement, but rather a deteriora-
tien.

I arn sorry that the Minister of National
Defence (Mr. Macdonald, Pictou) is not
in bis scat; I rather think he is the me
ordinary Mr. Macdon~ald who, expressed 'bim-
self at that tirne on the subjeot. He is now
Minister of National Defenoe. There is a
wbole page here which is not very corn-
plirnentary to him if he riscs ini his place now
and votes for the budget. I wish he were
here, because I do not like to take advantage
of an bon. member. The hon. memiber for
Bonaventure (Mr. Marcil) is here; he voted,
but he did not have very rnuch to say. The
hon. member for Welland (Mr. German) cornes
from a part of Ontarjo that I arn very well
acquainted with. I wonder how he will vote
on this proposition for a tariff board. Will ho
vote for the budget, or will lie vote against
it? I do not think he will vote against it-
he may vote for his judgeship! The Minister
of Trade and Cornrerce (Mr. Low) intimates
that that is a littie harali; if it is, I will with-
draw it. The hon. member for Welland-
page 3581--said:

I amn net in faveur of a tarif! board.

Bang, right off the bat he so expressed hirn-
aml-" an ot in favour of a tariff board."

I wonder how he will vote. Will he vote for
a tariff board? I wonder if lie would like to
have a pair for that occasion? Hle con-
tinued:

I do nlot think that the commission ahould b.
ellowed to hear evidence under oath, or any private
conversation, that je not reportcd ta Pasrliament. Let
those gentlemen who want ta sake their private
suglgestions ta the Finance Minister make them, and
let the Minister cef Finance keep that information
secret, as ha. been dons in the past without any
statutory provision te compel it ta be done. But that
this parliament ahoqfld authorize a commission of
gentlemen te inquias in the trade conditions of the
countr-y and ta talcs evidense and report on t.hat
evidence ta the Minister af Finance without making
that evidence public, I think it wrong in principle,
and will be debrimental ta the interest of the
country.

I arn afraid he will have morne quanms of
conscience wben lie riscs in bis seat. We find
the sme hon. gentleman saying further on:

The objection to rny mind la juat this, and the fear
ia just thisa-that thje commission is ta be appointed
with a view ta increaaing the Protective tariff.

Hoe objeets so much. to the protective tariff.
I do not think the Minister of Labour (Mr.
Murdock) will have rnueh objection to vot-
rng for that tariff board, because if I heard
hirn arîght yesterday he said that the govern-
ment had sme tariff for revenue principles

in mmnd, so I suppose "tariff for revenue'-
miglit be stretched this tirne to cover smre-
thing in line with what the bon. rnerner for
Welland is objeoting to-a protective tariff.
Then again at page 5W8 the ýarne hon.
gentleman (Mr. Gerrnan) saym:

The ministera can ahield thoenaelves behind the
report of the tariff board who, they eau plead,
have gone throughout the country and made a full
investigation.

Well, that is rather a good idea. It rnight
be a good plea for sme of the predicarnents
that the administration find themmelves in.
Then again I find the following frorn the
sme hon. gentleman:

I amn afraid tlîis je what they wMf do; and ther.
ia a very stjrong feeling la the country that this in
what they wMl do.

I mhould like to point out that a motion
was put to give this rnatter the six rnonthm'
hoist. We find in favour of the motion, or
practically voting against a tariff board, .52
yens, axnong tbern being Marcil, Kyte, Sir
Wilfrid Laurier, Loveli, Murphy, Power,
Robb, Pardee, Maclean, Macdonald, Lapointe,
Clark (Red Deer), and His Honour the
present Speaker; these were enrolled arnong
those oppomed to this tariff board. I expect
to hear the Liberal statesmen of forrner days
rime in their places and explain why they find
themselves able at Vhis tirne to vote for a
tariff board wben in 1912 they voted against
a similar proposition which. was prornoted
by the party of which I arn a rneiber, and
which was eventually killed by the Liberal
party. And that is not quite ai eitber. The
bill was finally killed, and the Liberal
chieftain gloried in the fact that it was
killed, for at page 6821 we find birn saying:

I have aomethIng ta may in conclusion te my bon.
friend-I do niat know whether the Senate will agree
ta the suggestion or net-but if as a consequence of
the mation whioh je now before the Hous and which
I suppose-and it je net a very violent supposition-
wilt'b a esed hy the majority sitting hehind ths
Minjeter ai Finance; if the reault of this motion is
that the bill is ta bc killed, I say ta my hon. friend
that it would net be an unied miafartune; an the.
contrary in my judgment, it would be an unmixed
blessing.

I venture the opinion that when the gov-
ernrnent brouglit down tihis proposition they
were perhapm boping against hope that in
like rnanner as a sirnilar proposition was
killed in 1912 it rnight ho agan killed, as
every bit of legislation that bas been brouglit
down by this administration has been killed.
For instance, tbe Great Lakes inquiry, the
present ocean freigbt rates inquiry, the wheat
pool-ail these infants 'born to tlhe adminis-
tration, sme preniaturely and sme carried


