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The Budget--Miss Macphaii

Miss MACPHAIL: Tben the bon, gentle-
man is not as intelligent as I tbhougbt be was.
As I was going on to say, agriculture raid:
Tbis kind of thing is no good; we are going
to organize ourselves as an industry. Tbey
said to tbemselves: Our politics is aur busi-
ness, and we bave been foolish in letting
othen people look after our business; we will
neyer do well that way; we will send people
to Ottawa; we will ehoose tbem, finance and
elect tbem; we will control tbem. Tbese
ideas wene flot as clealy defined in tbeir
minds perbaps as I bave now stated them,
but they were more or less clearly in the
minds of the people wbo voted ta send tbe
sixty-five independents to tbe bouse in 1921.
The idea was that tbese members would vote
on issues as they found tbemn in the bouse,
that they would be attacbed neither to the
Libenal non tbe Conservative party, nor
indeed be antagonistic to eitber, but be bene
to look after the înterests of agriculture and
be an agricultunal gnoup in tbe bouse. I
want to neview tbe comparative failure of
the working out of tbat splendid. idea.

In 1921, the sixty-flve came to this bous-
and we must, in recalling what bas bappened
since then, rememaber tbat the sixty-five were
for the most part meni who up until then bad
been eitben very ardent Conservatives or
ardent Liberals. Tbey were party people witb
a party bias--a very difficult mind to work
indcpendently with. We bad flot been here
long tili it became evident to everybody in
our group, and I should tink ta evenybody
else, tbat tbere was dissension among us. I
shouid say tbat three of the sixty-five were
Labour members, and there was no dissension
among thcm, for between them and us. But
from within our own group we lost two ta
the Liberal party. The dissension among tbe
remaining membens, arase on pninciple, nat
on legislation. On the legislation we wanted,
we aIl agreed; but on mcthod and ini outlook
we wene two different groups, two scbools of
political thougbt, trying ta function as one,
and it could not possibly go on. Tbe langer
number believcd in party palitics. Wbile
they condemncd parties, tbey sougbt ta
perpetuate a new panty. We, a smaîl graup,
did not believe in panty polities. We belicved
in an altogether new psycbology, wbicb I
shall try ta make plain to you in a moment.
If you think of the personnel of tbe sixty-five
in 1921 and the personnel tbat are bene to-day,
you will sec quite eleanly tbat tbose wba
nepresent tbe new sehool of tbaugbt, have been
returned while those wbo perpetuated parties
wbile denouncing tbem witb words were dniven
hy the logic of events either into-private life

or into the Liberal party. Others again, as
suits themn better, are being driven a step at
a time, wbich the government no doubt con-
eiders a step in the rigbt direction. If I took
my whole forty minutes I could flot tell you
what we suff ered in 1921 and on down ta
1925. The government secured two of our
men, and thus gave themselves a party major-
ity, and having done Sa the issues did flot
have ta he debated on their merite. The
legisiative programs whicb the government
brought down between 1921 and 1925 do flot
take long to enumerate. We got almost noth-
ing out of tbem-the Crowsnest pass rates
legisiation exeepted, we got nothing at ail.
We went to the country in 1925 because the
Liberals had flot lived up to their promises,
because our farma group had not clearly under-
stood wbat they were, because we lacked ag-
gressive action and leadership. We were both
very much discredited in the country, and
only those of the new scbool and those wbo
sit with our hon. friends opposite came back.

At that time it will be recalled that the
government found themselves in a position
wbere tbey bad to do the will of the House
of Commons--the will of the people of Can-
ada. No douht most uncomfortable for the
government, but excellent for the people. In
1926 we got a legislative program from the
government which. was not their program,
but the pragram that had been introduced
into this bouse hy the independent group by
resolution during the four sessions between
1921 and 1925. Anyone who canes to go over
the legislation of that time will find that I
arn telling the truth. We got a reduction in
the tariff-the only real reduction the Liberal
party bas ever been guilty of; we got rural
credits; we got old age pensions--not as good
as it migbt have been, but centainly sometbing
wonth while; we got tbe Hudson Bay railway.
In fact we got very many things, and thie
legisIative pnognam captured the imagination
of tbe people, witb tbe result tbat the elec-
torate sent back the Liberal governent as
you see it to-day. And tbey sent back the
independent gnoup tbat sits in this quarter
of tbe bouse.

.Mr. SPENCER: In increased numbere.

Miss MACPHAIL: Yes. The Libenal party
benefited very much fromn baving brougbt
down for tbe consideration of tbe bouse legis-
lation wbich met tbe approval of tbe country.
Tbat is what accounts for tbe Liberal mai ority
in the bouse to-day. I do not need to tell
tbem; 1 do not tbink they can deny tbîs.

Before I proceed funtber let me say some-
tbing about oun idea. WVe are bere not ta


