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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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cent. Investment charges have pushed the cost any real pr
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that the Canadian people have no faith in the minimum fo
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presented as anti-inflationary and no doubt severe reces
they would have been if the money had been are iacing i
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When are you going to inform this House, te things w
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priorities?" how it can
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of diplomacy practised by the Commission so
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unions and management alike. Ony when the ister a fin
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. Members: Hear, hear.
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