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jroducers li other countries. Is not that benefit from the National Policy, even if they
the very sentimîtent expressed by those who | recelve very much advantage. Is It right
support protection, and is it not thus the i and just to take money out of the pockets
manufacturer receives an advantage of this 90 per cent of the people, whom
Again. protection protects the product of you cannot protect, and to place It directly
labour from competition, while it pute ln the pockets of those who receive the ad-
Iab'mr itself oit the free list. I ask every vantage of protection ? I say that it Is a
hon. member who will look upon this blunder, and it Is a policy which will never
subject ln a reasonable and sensible liglht, develop the interests of this country as those
if it cnu be supposed for a moment that pro- lnterests should be developed. But there is
tecetion is being afforded to the labouring i another argument against protection which I
class, or that protection ever raised the | think should be considered. Protection Is the
wa ges of the people one centt? When the i parent of combines, trusts and monopolles,
labour market is fully supplied the value of I which fleece the consumer. I am sure i
labour is low. and when the labour market need no argument to convince the hon. mem-
is stringent then the price of labour rises. I bers of this House on that point. The Con-
When we have spent over $3,O0,00 durling troller of Customs, a few years ago. saw that
the last fifteen years in trying to brlng to suci an extent that he asked Parliament
labourers here front foreign countries. and to give bin a committee to investigate into
have sent agents to London. Liverpool anl the combines of the country, and the result
.Manchester. and to France and other coun- was that a report was presented to this
tries of the world, setting forth the advan- House which showed that the combines and
tages to be obtained here in the labour mar- trusts and associations of that kind, had
ket, and urging worklungmen to cote here fleeced the consumers of Canada to an ex-
to compete with our labourers. is it not hard traordinary degree ; so much so that It was
on our labourers to have to meet this con- deemed advisable to bring ln a Bill to prevent
petition. owing to the action and influence thei carrying on their nefarlous trafflc. I
f the Government. while at the sanie tine 'had a little experience this summer ln coin-

the products of foreign countries cannot bines. I wanted some plate glass, and I
comle in here because our manufacturers want asked for tenders front the plate glass con-
to imake large proIits out of tieir prodluets. panies of Ontario. but noticing the heading
The whole systen is wrong from the founda- 1 of the tenders, I found that they were all
tion to the last shingle on the roof, wrong headed "Dominion Stained Glass Co.," and
east, west, north and southl, the whole systeni that there was only four or five dollars differ-
lias no basis oit which it can be justified. ence in the amounts which they asked me.
Therefore, the country will regret very much 1, went to work and I found in another pro-
that this principle is to be contlnued. Pro- vince a company that was not ln the combine,
tection coipels 90 per cent of our peo- and I purchased from them, and by so doing
ple to pay a bonus, a subsidy, to go into 1 saved 20 per cent on the prices asked
the pockets of the othier one-tenth of the nie by the glass combine of Ontario. Does
population, and at the saine time forces the not that go to show that if I had bought from
90 per cent to sel their labour in the free the Ontario combines, and If I had not gone
markets of the world. Take the farmers of out and beyond my own province, that on
this country. It has been acknowledged by the little purchase of $325 of plate glass
Conservatives last year, and probably it wll which I made, I would have been ffeeced $75.
be acknowledged by then this year, that it is There can hardly be a business in this coun-
Impossible to protect the farmers. that so try to-day that Is not ln the hands of a coin-
soon as there is a surplus in the country bine, where they meet and decide how much
which Is to be sold li the foreign market, product they will put on the market, what
and which comues into competition with the price they will ask for it, and ln which they
produets of other countries in the open mar- control the independence of smaller concerns
ket, the bushel, pound or ton, which goes into and ln every Instance fleece the publik. What
that foreign market gives a price to the Is the cause of that? Nothing else but the
bushel, pound or ton of the products of ai protective system, for if there wcre free
similar character that remain at home. That trade or anythln approacblug it, thore would
is an economic question on which there Is noho free and open competition, whlch would
divergence of opinion. It Is not possible to prevent the manufacturers taking.tiis unfair
protect the farmer except ln some sinail avautage o! the Canadian cousumers who
localities, special points, geographically close are made to pay and protect them. But,
to the United States; but taking the broad Mr. Speaker, protection enables the manu-
principle, it Is Impossible to protect the farm- facturer to uniload a glutted market at a
ing interest, because It exports a surplus of loss, or at a looser profit and to recoup hlm-
products. The farmers constitute two mil- sel.!thon at the expenfe o! the consumons
lions and a half of our people, and when you of Canada. Hon. gentlemen know that
add the labourers on the farm, and the whether they be ConservatlveS Or not. You
labourers employed on works such as canais all know that the large industries o!this
and railways, they constitute 90 per cent country expont and soU to outsiders, very
of the population, and therefore only about froquently at a lower prie than they ordin-
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