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degree, and second to Iower the scale of tariff on
necessities of life as far as possible. Liberals stood
against tariff for the interest of trusts, combines and
monopolies; theirs was a policy for *the people of
Canada as a whole.

At Regina I amn reported in the Edmonton
Bulletin of Nevember 16, 1921, in these words:

His policy, he said, was one of downward revision,
with the lightening of the tariff burden on implements
of production in the basic industries and on the
necessities of life.

The Moose Jawv Times on November 18,
1921, contained the following report:

We sbould view the tariff in the ligbt of wbat is
beat for the Dominion as a whole. If life will be nmade
casier for the great mai ority and greater prosperity
for tbe masses will ensue, then we sbould revise the
tariff. The tax on neceasities is n0w too higb and the
way to lower this ta ta revise tbe tariff. Greater pro-
duction and grester demand wîll follow cheaper prices.The basic wcalth of Canada is derivc from, four
great industries. These are agriculture, mining, fisbing
and forestry. It requirca implements and tools to turo
tltese into a state for constimption. These implemnents
can be regarded as capital. That being the case, it is
a foolisli policy as any financier xvîll tell yoli to tax
capital. Yet a Iicavy tas is put upon tliese. The
reason wliy we advocate a lower tariff on imiplemetîts is
that it wîll make the flnislted produet tit înuch
clîcaper. In this maniner, production will increase.

Our polîcy is ot a tariff for protection of apecial
interests but sinîply a tariff for purposes of raising
revenue. The prescrnt tariff mîust be revised to help
production. Where it bears toco licav ily on any one
clasa it should be lowered and tlîis is the case rcgarding
implements and tools.

I rnight quote front rnany mure speeches
and publications but I think these sîtoulîl
suffice to disclose what was said by me dur-
ing the campaign of 1921 as to the Liberal
policy on the tariff.

1 submit, Mr. Speaker, that after listen-
ing to what I have quoted no hon.
member with a sense of fair play can say
that in the last campaign the Liberal party
did flot mnake its position known with re-
spect to a reduction in the tariff on impie-
ments of production, as we are seeking to
carry it out at the present time. These few
quotations-only a few out of the total num-
ber-show that during the campaign on every
platform-I repeat, on every pl-atform-I em-
phasized the two outstanding features of the
Liberal policy: Reduction of the cost of
livintt by a reduction of some of the duties
an the necessaries of life, and by a reduction
of duties on the implements of production
mn the basic industries of agriculture, lumbcr-
ing, mining and fishing. That was the ]ine
of policy which Liberals took in the general
election. It was in virtue of wxhat was thenl
represented that we were returned to power.
If we have not sooner carried out that policy
in the measure which. we have to-day, it is
because we also stated that we would have
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to have regard for revenue, and until we
got to the point where we \vere able to
balance our budget and te reduce taxes, we
did not feel .iustified in taking the step we
have now taken. But having corne to that
point, having found we were able to save
the people $24,000,000 in taxes, we have taken
the first opportunity we have had to carry
out in a consistent and real way the pledge
and the promise which we made the people,
and on which we were returned, namely, to
reduce the duties on the implismerets of pro-
duction in the basic industries enumerated in
the budget.

Now, Sir, let me say a word or two with
reference to the arnendment moved by the
liton. member for Ccntre Winnipeg (Mr.
Woodsworth). After listening to the quota-
t ions I have read niy hon. friend will sec that
the Liberal party is committed to reduce the
duties on the necessaries of life to help bring
down the cost of living. I subrit that we are
droing this in the most effective way wrhen
we reduce the duties on the implernents of
production in these basic industries, because
as I have shown this afternoon, and I think

conclusively, as you cheapen the
9 p.m. raw material in these basic indus-

tties you help in the course of the
natural working out of things to reduce the
prices of commodities as they becorne avail-
able for consumers from one end of the
country to the other. In that way we feel
we are doing a great deal. But in the pre-
ceding sessions we have also donc quite a littie
in the way of reducing duties on implernents
of production and also on some of the neces-
saries of life, and those reductions must be
taken into account in considering what we
are doing to reduce the cost of living. AIse,
what we have done by way of reduction of
the sales tax should not be lest sight of.
I arn sure my hon. friend will agree with me
that there is ne desire on my part not to have
everytliing donc that cala be dune for con-
sumers; but there are ways of and times for
doing aIl things. You can go so far; if you
go toe far you sometimes do harm in the
diretion in which you wish te do good.

The amendmcnt is as follows:-
'rlint ail the worîls after "that" be struck out and

the following subst ituted therefor-
Whereas the budget proposaIs would seem to indicate

the recognition by the government of the necessity for
a fiscal policy dcsigned to encourage industries based
upon the development of tbe iiatural resources of the
country, and to, afford saine alleviation of the financial
burdens bearing upon the people;

Antd wbereas the conditioni of such industries and
the position of consumera in general i.s sucb as to
denîsnd relief

Therefore, be it resols'ed:


