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when the returned soldiers got back and
boigh.t fairma for ten and twel've thousand
diollars which to-day are flot worth six thou-
sand odlr.If we -a&led tihe differenoe in
re-valuation to the national debt of tiis coun-
try, we would have to pay injte.rest on êt just
the samne as we do inow with regard to the
deficits on our National Talways.

Railway freiglit rates to-day are too higli;
express rates are too higli. In our part of the
country in the summer time the auto truck
is carrying a great deal of the passenger trafflo,
as well as a great deal of the freight traffic.
We are building roads ini the province of
Ontario, and the auto truck is contributing
practically nothing to their upkeep. We are
also at the samne time building railways, and
we have to keep up the roadbed as well.
A re-valuation of the National railways ta my
mmnd would 'be a grea 1 step towards reducing
railway rates at the present time. Some people
would say when it is proposed to reduce rates
in Canada that they are lower here than t'hey
are in the United States. But is it necessary
to, take such a fact as that into consideration?
Personally 1 arn in favour of Canada running
lier own affaira and 'letting f olks across the
international boundary lime do the samne. The
amalgamation of the two great railway sys-
teins in Canada lias 'been advQcated in order
ta bring about economy, and tlie hon. member
for North Waterloo (Mr. Euler) has figured
out that if this were done a saving of $75,000,-
000 would be accomplislied. Tlie argument
is tliat if ail duplication is out out this
enormaus saving miglit be made. I believe
that the gentlemen at tlie liead of tliese two
system, Mr. Beatty and Sir Henry Thornton
are two as able men as cen be found in the
world. I think these two great railway heads
sliould get together and see wliat can be done
in that direction. I arn told that there are
districts in Canada where tlie two railways
are running parallel and tliat in some cases
tliere are six, or eiglit or ten trains running
in oaci direction every day. This muet in-
volve an enormous exponditure, and anyone
can see what an enormous saving couId ho
made if tlie duplication of trains, in some
instances carrying only lialf loads, could be
put an end ta.

In regard to tlie budget, I was glad to learn
tlie determination of the Acting Minister of
Finance ta withdraw the dumping clause. I
arn not going ta say at tlie present time
wliero I stand on tlie fiscal policy of the gov-
ernment, but if the dumping clause liad been
allowed ta remain I should have had no
liesitation wliatever as to wliat course I sliould
pursure. I sall not now indicate what I
shaîl do; I will content myself by saying

tha t I liave not yet made up my mimd as
to which way I sha,1 vote.

Mr. GROTE STIRLING (Yale): Mr,
Speaker, I have listened witli close attention
ta expressions of opinion from lion, gentlemen
in different quartera of tliis Houso, some of
wlich liave been extremely long and soins
romarkably fluent. The ablest of them, per-
liaps, have 'been the utterances of lion. mem-
bers who liave the happy knack of saying juat
exactly what they mean witliout any redundant
words.

I listened specially to the speeches fromn tic
govornment aide in tlie hope that I miglit
at least be able ta get a cloar undorstanding
of what the fiscal policy af the administration
really is. Hithert «o I have been unablo ta
grasp it. We hear it frequently described as
a tariff for revenue. That appoars to me ta
bo oxactly thie samne thing as the fiscal arrange-
ment known as free trade in Great Britain;
and yet supporters of the government not
infrequently state their abjections ta being
callod free traders. Wlien the lion. member
for Vancouver Centre (Mr. Stevens) some days
ago extracted a promise from the Miniater ni
thie Interior (Mr. Stewart) ta explain a certain
famoua phrase which lie liad used I pricked
up my ears for I thought that at lest I sliould
have the opportunity of listening ta a salemn
pronouncement of the fiscal palicy of at any
rate one momber of the government, possibly
oven the policy of the government itself.
Again I was doomed ta disappointment for

wlien that ion. minister spoke the
5 p.m. following day lie announced that

free trade wauld nat do for Can-
ada, that if lie lied evor been a free trader
the war had alterod that. I arn not quite
sure that I follow him in that sentence. He
went on ta say that lie did not bolieve "tiat
adequate protection or higli protection that
aur lion. friends are sa fond of demanding?"-
I must say that I have mot yet heard high
protection demanded in this House-2'is eitlier
necessary or in the best interesta of the
country." He was then asked if lie bolieved
in piotection at all, and lie ropliod:

Not if you define protection as "adequate protec-
tion." I believe in a tariff for revenue because 1
conceive that we cannot change conditions in this
country.

I must presurno that the lion, gentleman
knew what lie meant when lie spoke those
words, but bis statement conveys absolutely
nothing ta me and I do not think it conveys
anything ta anybody else in this House. The
minister waa then asked if lie believed in
"inadequate protection," and bis reply then
was that there was not sucli an animal.


