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And that is the fact. It goes on:
As a matter of fact, American capital has in the past

two years been flowimg steadily inte British Columb*a
for investment in logging, lumbering and mining enter-
prises. An>' hesitancy we have heard expressed-

And these ar*e business men talking, nat
theorists sitting in government positions.
--on the part of American investors in connection with
the lucnbering business has heen the uncertamnty of
policy on the part of the provincial goveroment in
connection with strioti>' provincial legisiation, and
having nothing whatever to do with the tarif, and as
stated, we do not believe .that the changes which have
been made on Iumbering and logging equipment will
have the alightest effeet in stimulating the lumbering
industry.

Sir HENRY DRAYTON: Who is the
cabinet minister referred ta?

Mr. KING (Kootenay): Just ta relieve
my hon. friend's mimd, I might say that I,
as one of tite ministers, have advised titem
of that opinion.

Mr. LADNER: la it then the Minister of
Public Works wito la referred ta in titis
memorandum?

Mr. KING (Kootenay) : I titink sa.

Mr. LADNER: Let us see how the
memnorandum concludes:

It is true that the tariff reductions doubtless will
stimulate the importation of American equipment for
the normal number of new installations which would
take place aven if no change had been made in the
tariff, as well as for the replacements and repaira, but
that stimulation can oni>' bceat the expense and flot to
the benefit of British Columbia metal trades employers.
The lower tariff which the goveroment have submitted
to parliament will, we bel-ieve, jeopardize the position
of the numerous British Columbia planta built up
under the oid tariff, will disrupt their t>rganizations,
lessen or eliminate their pdy-roll entirely and ultimatel>'
react on the forcing interesta who have inspired the
g*veinment in bringing about this change in the tariff.

In other words not only will these indus-
tries -wbich have been created tn' supply
special demands in the logging and mining
industries be put out of business, but iogging
and mining will aiso suifer as a resuit, and
certainly will nlot benefit, as stated in this
memorandum, ta thte siightest extent.

Mr. PRITCHARD: Does the hon. mem-
ber consider that the Canadian tariff has
been high enougit during the last twelve or
fourteen; years ta satisfy thte manufacturers
of this country?

Mr. LADNER: I have been endeavour-
ing ta show, and the point I wish ta make
is, titat aur customs duties have nlot been
high enougit, that the United States have
maintained a customs tariff for the last
fifty-five years that la from fifty ta two hun-
dred and fifty per cent higher than ours.

Mr. PRITCHARD: Why did nat the
hon. member's government make the tariff

higber when they had the privilege of doing
so?

Mr. LADNER: The United States bas
maintained a higher tariff with the resuit
that it bas*been aible to build up its indus-
tries and keep its workmen at home, and
we are graduaily struggiing to get back ta
this country our workmen who have left.

Mr. PRITCHARD: Why did nlot your
government make the tariff high enough in
the ten years they were in power?

Mr. LAUNER: No doubt because they
encountered such a vociferous and strenuous
campaign, political and otherwiee, from the
provinces and other portions, from the mem-
bers of the present government, for instance,
against any raising of te tariff. But I arn
flot speaking for the previous government.
I arn simpiy giving my own ideas based
upon some study of the historicai develop-
ment and upon somne examination of the
statisticai f acts to-day, and I say that if we,
the northern half of titis continent, had
maîntained the tariff of the United States we
would have approximated them in popula-
tion and prosperity.

Mr. PRITCHARD: If the bion. member
had had the tariff high enougit ta suit his
purpose, does he think that would have pre-
vented the emigratian that itas been gaing
on from this cauntry? Would we have been
able ta assimilate ail aur immigrants?

Mr. LADNER: Haw does the hon.
gentleman explain that the United States
have aasimilated their immigration? We are
not different fromn the United States, except
titat we have a greater area, a larger acreage
in wheat, greater minerai and lumber re-
sources; in f act, we excel her in ail aur a-
turai resaurcea.

Mr. PRITCHARD: Pravided you had ac-
complished your aim, where would you have
got a market for your stuff?

Mr. LADNER: We would have got a
market primarily at home, because we would
have had thte people ta consume the pro-
duce, and in addition a situation which wouid
have attracted capital in itere. That wauid
have enabled us ta expand aur industries
and engage ini massi production lîke they do
in the United States, and we wouid have ta
search the world for a market for aur sur-
plus production, just as the United States is
doing to-day. Instead of that, we are ta-
day the abjects of the surplus production of
the United States, and aur own workmen are
being driven fromn titis country because cheap
goods from China and Japan, where the


