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this agreement may be removed if at any time
empire producers of wheat in grain, copper,
zine and lead respectively are unable or unwill-
ing to offer these commodities on first sale
in the United Kingdom at prices not exceeding
the world prices and in quantities sufficient to
supply the requirements of the United Kingdom
consumers.

I wonder whether our wheat growers find in
this article any great advantages. From my
point of view, I do not see any, except that
they can sell their wheat on the English
market at the price laid down for the world
market, and this, in sufficient quantity to fill
the requirements of the United Kingdom con-
sumers. It simply means that we shall have
to compete with the prices of Russian wheat,
where labour is under requisition, and the cost
of production is below that of Canadian pre-
ducers. This applies to the whole pact.

To summarize, the government has obtained
no more than what we enjoyed under the
Liberal regime, and, if there is any difference
it is that we are tied down by certain restric-
ticns which are to our disadvantage. If, on
the one hand the government of the United
Kingdom displays so little generosity towards
us, on the other, we note that our govern-
ment has shown itself very obliging and gen-
erous towards England. We grantad a pref-
erence on 223 items of British products: on a
number of them we increased the vreference;
on others we increased the intermediary and
general tariff. Closing our markets to foreign
products, impeding all trade with other coun-
tries, except with the nations of the British
Commonwealth, and thus forcing Canadian
consumers to pay dearer for the goods they re-
quire.

Not content with having erected an impass-
able tariff wall around Canada, our Prime Min-
ister wishes to extend it around the British
Empire. The same ills will produce the same
effects. Before long, England will discover
that high protection has plunged her into
great distress, and the responsibility will rest
upon cur Prime Minister for having dragged
her into this poliey of high protection.

Before resuming my seat, I should like to
make a suggestion to the right hon. Prime
Minister, previous to his departure for the
World economic conference, which is to take
place in the near future. This conference is
called in order to find ways and means to
solve the financial and economic crisis which
affects the whole world. Apart from the sug-
gestions of activating the flow of trade be-
tween the various nations, by pulling down the
tariff walls, I would advise a reduction of at
least 50 per cent on all debts, either public
or private on all liabilities, debentures and

mortgages; to limit the rates of interest to
4 and 5 per cent on all private cnterprises,
and to a still lower rate for government and
municipal undertakings. This would prevent
the financiers making loans to the state instead
of placing the money in circulation, either by
building houses or by establishing a number
of industries, thus helping a great many people
to earn a livelihood.

I think that if our Prime Minister succeeded
in having these suggestions adopted by all
countries, he would be greatly entitled to be
called “the saviour of humanity.”

I do not think, however, that he will prove
himself so courageous, because such an achieve-
ment would be contrary to his principles: to
always favour large interests to the detri-
ment of the people, the strong as against the
weak, wealth as against poverty and finally,
to speak frankly, the trusts as against the
small trader, which these agreements are
driving to ruin, unless we, the opposition, take
all means possible to defeat his treacherous
plans.

Previous to closing my remarks, I should
like to comment briefly on the speech of the
hon. member for Compton (Mr. Gobeil). I
do not intend to contradict his figures on
some of our exports which he quoted.

Mr. GOBEIL (Translation): Because they
are correct.

Mr. DENIS (Translation): I believe they
are, but let me inform him that these figures
cannot destroy our contentions when we state
that the protective tariff, which was to bring
ease to our farmers by making them obtain
better prices for their products, has not been
effective because our products are not sold
any dearer. Whatever may be the tariff, it
has no bearing on the production of our farms,
cows, butter, cheese or eggs. All these pro-
ducts must be consumed and our farmers are
forced to accept their market prices. More-
over, hon. gentlemen opposite have no rea-
son to feel annoyed, if, today, we use similar
tactics to those they used in 1930, when they
charged the Liberal government with being
negligent in administering the country’s affairs.
If those charges were true in 1930, how more
cogent are they today, on our behalf as against
them, since the country’s distress is far greater
than it was in 1930. When we went out of
power, there were 20,000 unemployed, while
today, there are 700,000, or more.

With all due deference to the hon. Post-
master General (Mr. Sauvé), who always finds
it possible not to state the truth, the Liberal
party never denied, nor concealed the fact
that unemployment prevailed in 1930. Our



