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Mr. EDWAIRDS: The minister aiea said
we should import lesa.

Mr. CRERAR: I grant that ie one way
to help the situation out.

'Mr. EDWAIRDS: But that does not con-
f orm with what the hion, gentleman has al-
ready said.

'Mr. CRERAR: I do not wish to, get into
any controversy across the floor with my
hion. friend from. Frontenac <Mr. Edwards)
whom I esteem very highly.

Now, Mr. Speaker, where does the remedy
lie for this condition of our exehange?
It lies in greater production in this country
and in selling more goods. It lies also, in
curtailing imports from United States;
But we shall make a mistake if we adopt
the policy,-by artificial means of controlling
and regulating the importe into, or even
the exports from Canada. As to this ques-
tion of greater production I would suggest
to the Government-I am not sure that the
Minieter of Finance (Sir Henry Drayton)
whom I hold in very high respect will be
wlling to take my advice-but at any rate
I euggest for hie careful consideration
when hie is framing the Budget to, be shortly
submitted to Parliament, that lie give due
regard to, this question o! encduraging de-
velopment of our natural industries and o!
encouraging produ1tIn in this country in
ail its forros.

After al], where does the wealth in Can-
ada corne fromP It lies within our great
undeveloped natural resources. We are pro-
ducing, for instance, in Canada on an aver-
age three hundred million bushe1s of wheat
a year, and we have scarcely touched the
fringe of the possibilities of development in
that regard. Much of our great mining
areas are as yet scarcely touched. We also
have large timber resources in Canada.
How are we going to make these produc-
tive? We must place people upon the
land. But when we do that we must fur-
nish them with the implements of produc-
tion to work with. I would therefore sug-
gest to the Minister of Finance that when
hie is framing his Budget for the coming
year he take this fact into account and
that hie remove from the toole and imple-
ments of production in Canada, whether it
is for the forest, the fariu, or the mine,
the duties that at present increase their
cost.

Mr. PETER McGIBBON (Muskoka):
Would the hon. gentlemran go as far as he is
reported to have said hie would go in remav-
ing ail dùties in this country?

loi

Mr. CRERAR: My hion. friend should not
get excited. If hie will wait for a moment
he will get the information for which. he is
seeking.

Now, in what field of development can
we most readily and easilyfind a response
in this country? I eubmit, Sir, that it is
in agriculture; and I vénture this state-
ment, that if Canada in the last forty years
had given one quýarter of the assistance in
the developmenlt of agriculture that she has
accorded directly by way of bounties and
indirectly by way of a protective tariff, to
manufacturing industries In the Dominion,
our wealth as a nation wouid be greater
and 'our population would be larger than it
is at the present time. I would point out
to, the House the excellent and splendid ad-
vantage that Canada enjoys in this regard.
We have a country that i8 essentially an'-
agricultural country. We know thst our
provinces, from the Atlantic to thePacific,
are rich in agricultural possibilities. We
can take the Maritime Provinces, and we
can take the province of Quebec and the
province af Ontario; they contain vast un-
developed -agricultural possibilities. We
have aur Western ffprairies 'that are as
capable of producing one billion bushele o!
wheat as they are of producing three hun-
dred million bushels. Finally we have the
province of British 'Columbia where re-
sources, although more varied, stili contain
great agricultural possibilities. I would
direct this týhought again to my protection-
ist friends in this House, that the farmers
of this country are to-day in the position,
where they are selling practicaily everything
they produce in open competition with
the world and ate buying in a restricted
,market everything they require for the pur-
pose of production. I can say also that it
will take a very long time indeed to con-
vince the farniers. of wêstern Canada, IOr
example, that there is any virtue in the
principle of protectioli, especially in a cus-
toms tariff. The argument of the -protec-
tioni-st is that we must have thié form of
state assistance to industry in order to build
up a home market and make us inde-
pendent of outside countries.

But the fact is that we would require
50,000,000 souls' to consume thie wheat we
nowý produce in this country, andthe same
applies ta practically every other line of
our agricultural producte. Let us look at
the opportunities that lie ahead of us. Can-
ada occupies the northern hall of this con-
tinent. Immediately ta the south of us.
there is a vast country t-hat will soon be-
corne a food importinz country. T.o-day


