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hesitation iii savin- that for forty years we
in this countrv hav'e been living under class
legaisiation. That is niot Mr. Crerar's state-
ment, but it is whiat 1 bélieve, and there
oug-ht flot to be class lezisiation on either
side or the other. It is clear to me that the
time has corne when there should be in
Canada a greater unity for national wvork.
It is high time that the class legisiation
which the big industries are imposing upon
this country should cease. and I can as-
sure you that the three western provinces
are going to see, in so far as thev can,
that it does cease and that thev receive fair
treatment. On the other hand i believe that
they are introducing ciass legisiation
and I tell them so. I believe in moder-
ate protection. Some of the profits that
have been made aie amazing-, and in this
respect, later, 1 shall offer a littie criti-
cism of Union Government, if I do flot for-
get to do so. As I have said a dozen tîmes.
I believe in the importance of manutactur-
ing and other industries, but it does seem
to me that there bas not been the effort
made that ought to have been made to
bring the industrial and agricultural classes
of the people together. The priviieged class
which has heen developed hy the large in-
dustries bias had its way for so long that it
bas apparently failed te consider the other
aide of the question. Therefore it will do no
harm to have some farmers in Parliament.
In my opinion there will be many froiti the
West. And I am glad of another thîng.
honourable gentlemen. There is to he in
Ontario a combination Farmer and Labour
government. and the tendencv o! the old-
time Liberals and the old-time Conserva-
tives is to give Mr. Drury a chance to show
,that bis government can do. I helieve
that there is justification for the farîners'
movement, particularly in the three Prairie
Provinces, and I lay tho blarne largeiy
upon the big interests, which do flot like
this agrarian movement. 1 do -not likze to
use the word, but it seemis to mie that there
bias been a good dcal of hoga-ishi work, go-
ing on anion.- the big- interests of Canada.
For soîne reason or other-I do not know
why-our Governinent doos not seemi te be
able te control to any groat extent these
big in terests, such as exýist in the United
States.

I read last nigýht the remnarhable state-
nment-and I give it for w;hat it is worth,
without knowing whether it is truc or not
-that the five great packing institutions of
the U'nited States have been fouiid bh' the
courts to have mnade in the vears 1915 te
1917, inclusive, a profit of $192,000.000,
whereas during an equal periodi prier to

lion. Mr. SCHAFFNER.

1913 they made $59.000.000. The point J
dosire to makze it that this increase was due
mainly te the war.

Our Governiment bas been unable, se far
as I can see, to get hold of the men who
have been making- treniendous profits. It
makes no difference who they are. I say
it is the duty of the Government to d,)
what is being doue in England, thar is. ',o
get after the individuals or firms who have
beèn making excessive profits at home
wbile our soldiers were flgbting to defend
our ]ives and property.

lion. Mr. NIGHOLLS: May I interrupt
the honourable gentleman? He says lie
wýants to be fair in his staternen.; lie
bas compared the profits made diîîing a
certain period of the wa ,:r withi those of 1.
pre-war period, but hie does net tell lis tie.
percentage of profit. For instance, th-ý
larger amount of profit nighit be a lower
percentage than that of the pre-war perii
there bas been so much larger investment.
Not only Great Britain, but every European
country that was fighting on the sido o! the
Allies, bad te draw nearly ail their xîîoat
supplies f rom those packing houses in the
United States. It is altogether likely that
if the figures were inquired into, there
would flot be shown a very liucb larger
percentage o! profit, although the gross pro-
fit bas been increased because e! the enor-
mous increase in the volume of business.
1 think it is the percentage of profit, not
the gross profit, that sbould be deait with.

Hon. Mr. SCliAFFNER: The honour-
able gentleman is in exactly the samne posi-
tion that I was in. Ho says that a larger
invostmont bas been madle. It has flot
boon made. And lio bias no authority for
saying that it is a matter of percentages.
I am simply stating- the profits miade. "
say that they increased theîr profits te
such an oxtent that ther had ne ri ' flt te
thein. That is the sort of thing- tlhat lias
given riso to a good deal of the unrest iii
the country to-day.

Hon. Mr. GIRiIOIR: Can the lionourable
gentlemjan toit me whether o- ingii to the in-
crcased prico of wheat, the grain growors
of the West have net made very large
profits?

Hon. Mr. SCHAFFNER: That nmay have
hiappened in individuai cases.

Hon. Mr. GIRROIR: Why no)t got after
thonD?

l in. Mr. 'SCHAFFNER: If the lionour-
able gentleman had been listening to myv
rcinarks hoe would have hoard me say tlîat


