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vires. Thenl he told us that in the legisiation
that hias been brought down we have gone
as far as we can go under the constitution.
He says we must proceed in a constitutional
manner. If this legisiation really amounts te
nothing more than a trifling amen'dmnent of a

few existing statutes, if that is ail the govern-
ment can do, and the Prime Minister knew
that was ail, why did he appoint this com-
mission at such great cost to the country?
This commission has cost this country hu-n-
dreds of thousands of dollars; is ne good to
corne from it? I agree entirely with what tJhe
ex-Minister of Trade and Commerce (Mr.
Stevens) said with reference to this anaemnic
legisiation. H1e xvas one of the leading lights
of tînt commission, and hie refers to these
measures as aeaemic legfislation.

Speaking je connection with this bill the
other day the hon. member for East Kootenay
(Mr. Stevens) mentioned the tragic conditions
that have grown up ameng us and that are
challenging our attention. In any speech hie
has made thc hion. member lias nover put the
blame for those conditions just whierc, in
my opinion, it hclongs. In speaking along
these lines somie years ago 1 said, and I
repeat to-day, that the cifeet of the tariff
on our external trade hias heen iargely re-

sponsible for the conditions that have arisa
in this count.ry. Wc hecar a great deal to-day
about over-prodiîrtion as onc of the main
causes of our present distressing conditions.
Since we have c hard and read some of the
findings of this commission those of us who
have little faith in the value of tariffs for the

purpese cf pretecting industry are more than
ever convinccd that Caniada hias gone entirely
tee far in the matter of tariff protection to
industry. After aIl, though that protection
rnay be cf assistance to some ten or fifteen
per cent of the people of the country it ie

detrimental te the other eighty-five or ninety
per cent, and for that reasen I have ne faith
in the efficacy of tariffs te hring relief frem
the situation that now exists. We have furt'her
evidence cf that in the fact that in the last
few years we have had the highiest tariffs
ever known in this ceuntry, but during the
samne time we have had the most distressing
conditions we have ever knewn. Let me re-
peat, then, that I arn convinced that high
tariffs, with their inevitable effect upon ex-
ternal trade, are responsible in large measure
for our present troubles.

I agree entirely with what the hon. member
fer East Kootenay said yesterday, that the
,qmall business mani must have a chance. We
realize tîjat iu the last few years hie bias net
had a chance, but what greater chance will
ýhe have under the legislation that bas heen
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broughit dlown? It amounts te very little.
The main criticism I have in connection with
the commission that sat for se long and that
brought in a very voluminous report is that
they went entirely too far afield in their
investigations. They should have been satis-
fied te take a tew conditions that were known
te exist and investigate them thoroughly.
If that had been dene I believe they could
have found sorne means of alleviating corne
of those difficulties. I centeed ýthat the
dissenting repert cf the hion. mernber fer
Weyburn (Mr. Young) strikes at the root
of the prohlem, net only when it deals with
the effeets ot the tariff but also when it
speaks cf competition. ln their report the
commission deal quite extensively with the
question of competition in business, and I
sheuld like te refer te one or two cf their
findiegs in order te show whether or net the
lack of comp etition has been a real factor
in bringing about the preseet situation. At
page 61 cf that report, dcaling with the agri-
cultural implement industry, they say:

he domination of the four large cempanies
iii tliis in<lustry aIse affords an examiple cf
the existenic et what lias been referred to as
iIli)erfect empetitien. Of the four large coin-
panies, euoe, international Harvester Conmpany
cf Canlad'a, Limiited, is a Nhlolly-owned suh-
sidiary ef the largest Aiiericail organization
il, tlîis iliduistry, and its policy ie therefere
deterinined by the management cf tlîat organi-
zatieli. !Massey-IHarris Comnpany, Liiniited, and
ceck,,lîutt Plow Coempanv. Liniited. the slîîres
et w hiei are betlî wiclely (listribiited, may
alsc 1)e said te be managemuent-(-ontrolled. The
feîîrth cemnpany, Frost and Wood Company,
Liiiiited. bias fer many years been virtually,
and no je actuallv, a subsidiary of Ceckshutt
Pleow Ceompany, Limiiitcd. XVe theretore have
a situatien wliere the managements ef three
large companies dominate the indestry je
Canada. As a resuît of this situation coin-

pe titien between them is "irnperfect," rather
than "simpýle." This le shown, even in the
absence et direct agreement or affiliation. by
the maintenance ever a long period cf years
et stîhetantial similarity in prices and prac-
tices. Due te the dominant position occupied
by these coiepanies for miany years an(l the
policies which they have adopted, no cut-throat
ecoiepetition bias cccurred in this industry either
befere or since the depression. WVe have seen

in ether industries liow compe tition of that
nature can lead te abuses and unethical prae-
ties, ami. while this iuduetry and its empleyees
inay in this respect have been more fortunate
tha'n sorne ethers. it ig probable that absence
ef simple cen)petition lias reeulted ie higher
prices te farmers than wvould otherwise have
obtai nedf.

There is aneother reference te competition
in another industry, from whicha I should
like to read a short paragraph. At page 81,
dealing with the textile industry, the com-
mission say:

One evidence of the imperfect character of
the competition within this group is the fact


