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mean still higher prices, which will cause stil man in the
more unemployment. Since the beginning i government:
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back as far back as 1965, Mr. Speaker, and iact, the gov
we find that the government at that time was cream-puff
talking about the dangers of inflation. It was The gaver
referred to in the budget of 1966, in the mini- cause the b
budget of September, 1966, in the budget of mainly on
June, 1967, in the mini-budget of 1967, and in the ones wh
the budget of March, 1968. On all these occa- the heaviest
sions we were warned of the dangers of infla- doctors, law
tion, and the government had apparently only in a strong
one remedy to propose, namely, an increase ahead ai infi
in taxes. classes is 11k

These successive tax increases have been what econo
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. Members: Hear, hear.
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