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the ba~t nine inonths of 1923 the immigration
was one hundred and twenty-four thousand
odd and for the corresponding fine months
of last year it was one hundred tjhousand odd,
The multiplication of policies does flot resuit
ia the multiplication of immigrante.

Then a ref erence is made to Vthe ýtariff re-
duiotions of last year which are said Vo -have
resulted in a lessening of the cost of pro-
duction of raw materials and of the neces-
saies of 1ff, and the intimation la that be-
cause of that lagislation we are enjoying a
lower cobt of living in <Canada. As a matter
,of faot, as ail are aware, the cost 0f living
ha, increased. There may have been re-
ductions in -the cost of production of certain
articles, but Vthe publie gets the benefit when
the reduction reaeche the public an&~ as
official statist-ies of -the Minister of Trade and
Commerce di-elose, the publie is paying higiler
than ever.

.Coming ta the uext paragrapil in the Speech
we are advised that something must now be
done in -the way of control. of transportation
by land and "ea. This it is stated i5 "obviously
essential Vo the promotion of interimpenial
trade, the expansion of axport trade genera.ily,
and Vile development of Canadian trade via
Canadian porte." The procedure that is Vo
ba followed with respect Vo railway freight
rates, we are tdld, wiil depend upon Vthe
decision of the Supreme court in the case of
Vile present lawauits which are under con-
sideration there on the question of thle Crows,-
nest pasa agreement. But a-q Vo ocean freight
rates "action is being taken Vo overcome
the restraints on export trade due to the
exactions of Vile powerful steamship combine
known as the Northl Atlantic Steamship Con-
ference." The ad'dress continues:

Your approval will be asked of a measure aimned at
effording the government of Canada a control of ocean
rates.

Obviously thle government is determined Vo

geV away as far as possible from tariff dis
cussions this session. To-day some new sub-
ject bas ta be hoisted to the fore. They have
chosen transportation for tile purpose. As Vo
land rates, thair policy cannot be disclosed Vill
they know the dacision of Vile Supreme court
on Vile Crowsnast pass agreement. Weil, may
I ask, why noV? 1 tilouglit thair policy had
beau dlsceloeed, not only disclosed. but pro-
claimed ail through the length and breadth of
half of Canada-noV widely emphasized in Vile
esteru portion, but boasted of with unlimited
adulation lu the west. Why wait for thle
decision of tile Suprema court before deciding
Vo continue the policy so long proclaimed?
Did the Prime Minister noV go Vhrough
western Canada turning handspriugs on plat-

f orm after platforni, telling the people that he
had restorad Vthe Crowsnest pa agreement and
was entitled Vo their everlasting gratitude?
This was Vile policy of Vile government last
surnmer, why la it noV their policy to-day?
The Supreme court may dacida whether or
noV the government actuaily did restore the
Crowsnast paso agreement-whether or noV
the. legislation, or the absence of legisîntion,
the course they pursued legislatively, resulted
legally in the restoration of Vile agreement.
This Vhey enu decide and this only; but
wilether the agreement stays or does noV
stay, Vthe Perliement of Canada cen decida, and
the Parliameut of Canada elone. No ane has
ever called in question the power of parkia-
ment Vo lagislete yes or no as Vo the Crows-
nest psss agreement. IV is not a question of
powers thet is bafore the Supreme court at
alil-noV ln relation Vo perliement. Whs±ever
the Supreme court may decide, this parlue-
ment alone coutrols Vhe destiny of Vile
Crowsnest paso agreement. Therefore, if it
is still the policy of the administration Vo do
what the Prime Minister procleimed-and, I
have not the sîightest doubt, believed-Vilat
ha hed doue, why is it noV revealed lu Vhe
Speech from Vile Tilrone? Why are wa wait-
ing for a decision, on Vile result of whieil
nothing dapends at al in so fer as the policy
of perliamnt is concerned? But Vthe fact of
Vhe matter is, as everybody knows, and as
the goverumenýt was warned, that by the
course they hava pursued Vhey have precipi-
teted transportation anareily and chaos in this
country. They have shifted their ground
month after month. We have ilad varlous sets
of rates one montil and other sets of rates
another month, and the Tesult of it ail is ta
put the government lu a position where it
either has ta reverse its own action or ta
compel chaos agein. But when they coma Vo
thc water they have no doubts. BoVh on the
Great Lakes and on the ocean their policy is
clear. A year ago we were told VhaV there had
Vo be "equalizetion"' of transportation rates
on thle lakes, and the government brought in
legisli Va mending what it ilad done the
year before. Now Vhey are going Vo proceed
from Vile Great Lakes ta the acean and con-
trol the rates thare. Is it worth while lu-
quiring whet Vheir success bas bea an Vthe
laktes? Wiil eny member of the governmant
suggest that within, the past year there bas
been ana atom of contrai of one rate on Vile
lakes? The Acting Minister of Finance (Mr.
Robb) knows there bas not. Re kuows Vile
legislation was precipitate and abortive. Ha
knows iV wes hestily computad. Ha neyer had
any f aithin luit; in fact I> am informed ile
warned bis colleeagues against iV. But whet-


