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COMMONS

the duty on boots and shoes. I was rather
surprised, I must confess, to find that the
hon. member for Swift Current, who had
such a large family, was able to supply
their wants so lavishly. I think, indeed,
that his income tax must have formed a
very considerable accretion to the funds of
this country last year, if he carried into
effect the scheme of provision he there
outlined, for I find that reduction in the
cost of boots and shoes contemplated in
that pamphlet and mentioned by the hon.
member for St. John and Albert amounted
to about 5 per cent. The hon. member
for Swift Current informed the House that
the saving which would be effected in buy-
ing for his household under those conditions
would amount to something in the neigh-
bourhood of $300 per annum. That would
mean that he was buying, for the use of
his family, imported goods in the way of
clothing alone to the extent of about $6,000
per annum, which, I imagine, from a coun-
try where, according to his own dictum,
conditions financially and otherwise are so
stringent, does not very forcibly bear out
his argument.

I wish also to make a very brief refer-
ence to the remarks which fell this after-
noon from the lips of the hon. Minister of
Justice (Sir Lomer Gouin). I wish to say,
at the outset, that I am approaching the
consideration of this debate absolutely de-
void of any feeling of resentment on account
of the overturn which has taken place as a
result of the election that was held on
December 6. I am absolutely devoid of
any- feeling of bitterness in the criticism
which I shall be compelled, I think, to make
regarding some of the hon. gentleman’s
statements. I do not believe that it would
be of any possible utility for me to attempt
to re-thresh old straw. The country has
spoken in a very decisive way and given
expression to a verdict which we cannot
gainsay, and which we on this side of the
House are prepared to accept, I think, with
very good grace indeed. But I do say that
in the remarks of the Minister of Justice
this afternoon there was an indication that
he was not endeavouring to approch the
subject, which he had under discussion, in
an entirely disingenuous manner, and I am
putting it as mildly as I feel it is possible
for me to do.

He made a complaint that my leader
(Mr. Meighen), in his -opening remarks,
had endeavoured to force upon the atten-
tion of this House certain theories of his
own regarding, in the first place, the man-
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ner in which the Government of the day
might be expected to handle the revision
of the tariff, and, in the second place, the
manner in which they might be expected
to approach the very great task of handl-
ing the railway situation in this Dominion.
Now, what the right hon. the leader of the
Opposition said in both of these connec-
tions is a matter of record and is fresh in
the memory of every person who heard
him only two or three nights ago, and I
desire to call to your memory, Sir, this fact,
that any assertion he made regarding the
statements in Montreal or elsewhere of the
Minister of Justice was repeated word for
word from the printed page. There was no
conjecture on his part; he was not seeking
to make any insinuation or innuendo. If
that statement had not been correct, if the
press had been guilty of misreporting the
Minister of Justice on that occasion, we
should certainly have heard of it before
now.

But in another and, I think, even more
reprehensible manner, the hon, gentleman,
in the first speech which he has delivered
in this Parliament, took occasion to twist
a statement given by the leader of the
Opposition in such a manner as to give
him ground, as he thought, to enter the
accusation against him that he had been
guilty of utterances calculated to inflame
the passions of the people of Quebec against
other sections of this country, and to widen
the breach, if any such existed, between
the two great races of Canada. Now, I
venture this assertion, from a perfect
knowledge of the sentiments, the convie-
tions, and the utterances of my leader,
that no man in this House, or elsewhere in
this country, is more thoroughly convinced
that it is a duty of the public men of the
country to give as much sympathetic con-
sideration to the people of the province of
Quebec as, so far from antagonizing them
in any way, will draw the two races, if
possible, into closer harmony; and I do not
know upon what ground the allegation of
the Minister of Justice could rest. I do
not know that there could be traced to any
public utterance of the right hon. leader
of the Opposition any single sentence that
would indicate that in his mind there
rankled any suspicion of a sentiment of
that kind. I am aware, Mr. Speaker, that
certain public journals of the country have
so distorted and twisted the utterances of
my leader that they have spread abroad
that impression, and I speak of this matter
with a certain degree of feeling and of



