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are in cemmittee, we want to know why these
tarifes have been framed in a way in which
heretofore they have neyer been framed. Do
hon. gentlemen opposite realize that in days
gene by when my friend (Sir Henry Dray-
ton) was Minister of Finance, he went frum
one end of the country te the other holding
public hearings in order that people might
make representatiens as te how they f cît the
tariff should be framed?

Mr. LAPOINTE: Nothing came eut of it.

Mr. BENNETT: The hon. gentleman
neyer got the opportunity, because an election
ensued.

Mr. CANNON: Pase an te another point.

Mr. BENNETT:- I arn sorry the.t hon.
gentlemen are se vociferous in their
applause. 1 had net expected ta meet with
their approval te that extent.

May I make this observation-and I think
my hon. friend the Minister of Finance will
agree with me-that a tariff thus prepared
is net a tariff ta which the Canadian people
can give their assent without the closeet
scrutiny cf every item. 1 do net propose ta
diecues these items at length, but this I wül
say, that when these tariff resolutions are i
committee, as ne apportunity has been
afforded te those vitally affected as should
have been donc, thie bouse will require the
wideet possible exple.nation to justîfy the
action that has been taken. Why? Let me
give an illustration. Why sheuld the cotton
induetry at ane point have the duties grcatly
increased? Why put a duty an cettan yarn
and leave waellcn yarn free? Why these
inceneistencies? Why should you, when there
is but anc miil in ail Canada making a given
preduct, increase its protection, and dcny
protection te another industry? Why put a
drawback on coal that was net asked fer?

Mr. MALCOLM: It was asked for.

Mr. BENNETT: The records of the tariff
board do not show it.

Mr. MALCOLM: No. I have asked for it
a good many sessions.

Seme hon. MEMBERS: Oh. Oh.

Mr. BENNETT: Weli, it has been worth
ail thie juet ta get that admission. There ia
anc thig wc know naw that wc did net
knaw befare. This le not a tariff with which
the board had anything ta do at ail. It is
what might he called a iog-railing tariff; that
je the kmnd of tarif it is. If my hon. friend
the Minister of Trade and Commerce had hie
wiehce met and le satisfied, peradvcnturc
others with similar desirea had their wishes
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met. That will make good reading, Mr.
Speaker. as to how a tariff le framed.

There ie another matter that might be
mentioned. 1 am n ot going inta detaile, but
with regard to the general trend of these
tariff schedules I would point out that
steadily we have been increasing our imports
from the United States, and steadily aur
exports have been declining. We made im-
plemente practically free, and what bas heen
happening? We find aur imports of agricul-
tural implements increasîng. Let me read
what the United States says about Canadian
trade. Let me read what came eut in the
February 13, 1928, iseue of Commerce Reports
issued by the United States Department of
Commerce.

Mr. POWER: le this an observation?

Mr. BENNETT: I think it may convince
even my hon. friend. This is not an observa-
tion; it is a written document. At page 437
the report saye:

The outstanding feature of the shipments of
agricultural iniplements during the year 1927
was the large total that went te Canada,
amounting to $29,791,472 which was 33 per
cent of the total shipped to ail countries, and
which exceeded the shipments ta ail of Europe
by more than $8,000,000. Canadian purchases
in 1927 were the largest ever reported and were
greater than the average shipments te al
countries ini the years prier ta 1918.

This is the United States, remember, upon
thie subject:

These large Canadian purchaees resulted froni
the material betterment of conditions in On-
tarie and the prairie provinces, especially Sas-
katchewan and Alberta, whers American trac-
tors, threshing machines, and harvesters were
sold much more extensively than in 1926. Pur-
chases of wheel tractors were exceptionally
large, amounting teý 15,749 valued at $12,421,-
105 as compared with 8,173 valued at $6,823,-
648 in 1926. Sales of American implements in
Canada have been showing consistent and rapid
increases during the past three years and, since
each ef these years bas been a good crop year,
the buying power of the farming population
bas been materially enhanced. It is ais worthy
of note that experts of implenients te Canada
comprised 90 per cent of shipments te ail ef
North America, including Central America and
the West Indies, and exceeded those te ail of
Sonth America by $10,000,000.

There le one question I would put'both ta
my hon. friends ta my left and ta bon. gentle-
men bef are me. Reading that document I
ask theni. in view of the fact that the price
of agricultural implements is a littie higher
now than it wau when the duty wae taken
off, because cf econamnic and other conditions,
whether or net they believe now that the
removal of that duty effected any useful pur-
pose ta Canada. I go further. I put in front
of them that statement which shows that at
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