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Mr. YOUNG: It was sbown beyond per-
adventure that those assurances were not
worth the paper they were written on, if
they were written. They could nlot be de-
pended on, and as the price of glass increased,
the government removed the du'ty. We are
being told again now that the government
have received sat.isfactory assurances that the
priýce will nlot be increased in tbis case, and
the minister says that if it is increased the
competition of Can:adian producers outside
the cartel will force prices down. It did not
the other time. The minister also says that
the distributors of glass in Canada are satis-
fled. They did not complain thre other time
because they saw what was coming and they
got in their supplies beforehýand to take ad-
vantage of the increased price. Article 4 of
this ageemen*t provides tbat if at any time
Canadian producers cannot supply Great
Britain with ber reqîrirements at world prices
the preferential duities do flot apply. Why
not sucb an arrangement for Canada? I ask
the rninister what provision this governiment
bas macle to proteet, tbe Canadian consumer
similar to the provision wbirb the Britisb
government bas in tbis agreement to proteet
the British consurmer. Has any sucb provision
been made?

Mr. STEVENS: The answcr to my bon.
friend is under bis nose. This article is free,
and we cannot make it any more frec. My
hon. friend also savs that Great Britain bas
undertaken that if certain things bappen the
preference will be taken off. We are taking
off the duty before we e7tart, because glass is
to corne in free. While we differ fromi tbe hon.
nmember very mnarkedlv in the theories be
proporincs in regardl to tariffs and other
-ittors. at least w e hav e :rlways givon bima

credit for bcing sincoro and fair. But is ho
falir iin lis cit icisml of the Prime Minister and
the govornment in connetion with the glass
opisode of two years aýgo? Wlîat hiappencd?
Dowrs to a certain point the lion. iiomber set
out the frcts correctlv, but at that point bis
prejîrdice prex ented biim from giving i .ust a
little bit of credit to, the gox erniinent for somne-
thing thoy did. Wlbat happened? The
monct it wa clear ami it did not talke long
to niiake it cîcar-I w ill go far[her and say
the momeirnt there wvas evidonce the colnpany
was about to break faith. or did nt rntcnd to,
keep faith, the Prime Minister, w bo xvas in
London at the tinie, wvas cabled by his
collcainres in Canada. Iromiiediatelv a cable
wos sent back wbichi said, "Take that duty
off." That was a very salutary action, because
it showed the industries of Canada-and there
are many indcr.itrialists whbo are prepared to

take advantage of conditions--that as fair as
tbis government is concerned they bad broken
faith with an undertaking, and that the gov-
ernment would flot tolerate such action.

Wbatever else my bon. friend may cbarge
us with, wvbatever else be may say concerning
orîr policies, no matter wbat bis condemna-
tiens of our actions may he, I suggest that at
least ho should have the courtesy to extend
credit te, the Prime Minister and government
wbien they took action promptly, expedi-
tiously and definitely. In connection with
these items 1 fail to srnderstand tbe attitude
of the bion. moember. What have we done in
this instance? So fair as Great Britain is con-
ceroed we huve taken off the duty in the
glass sehedule. My colleague the Minister of
Finance bas statod clearly,-and 1 arn pre-
pared to corroborato everything ho bias said,-
tliot the glass indîrstry of Great Britain is by
no means ticd up in a cartel. Thore is com-
petitin, keen competition, and there is o
doubt in the minds of the British governiment,
the British dolegation or the British glass in-
dîrstry that this is one of the most valuable
things we can give Great Britain under the
treaty.

Heme is an instance where xvo meot the vrows
of the leader of theonppnsition. Ho lias coin-
pbaied that we have not eliruiinatcd the duty
in connection with rnany items, and bas asked
wvhy we dic nt loxver the rates. In this in-
stance we have wiped tlîen out. Could xve
do more? The lion. monîber for Weyburn has
saici that this is a farce ani that it is of no
value. But I ask himi this questin Could
we do any more thon we have donc? I think
if hoe will rofleet for a moment concerning tîxe
action of the governîiient in connection witb
a Canadian industry which hiad received pro-
tection two years ago, and had failed to carry
out its obligations, ho will decide that the
govcrnment actud in a inost oxpeditinus
amannor, and that the reuroval of the protec-
tion offered at that tinue n'as in the interosts
of Canada. H-e inu,,u further agroc tîrat irn
this inmtainee, whero w e hiave o lacecl glass on
thle free list, w n have ouon alI ho could have
it-skc d us to dIo, no) mat toi wxhat bis theorios
or ideas uîay ho.

Mi-. MACKEÎNZJE KING: The ministor
lias a-.ked if tlîey couli hav e donc more. Let
urs look at the thrcc itcris concemniog glass,
to whichlie hoias .Iust mnade reforenco. Ex-
aiiîination will shîow that w hile thore bas been
a .siioll mochction iri ordcm to givo Great
Britain froc cntry. tliore haveo been considor-
able increa-es in both tbo general and inter-
roodiate tariffs. If we examine tariff itou) 318
dealing with coii))uion ancl colourîcas window


