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them some twvo or three years ago? The
hopes they then entertained have been dasbed.
These cannot be called evidences of pros-
~erity.

Now, may I ask who if is that sees these
evidences of prosperity? Is it the farmer? I
do not think so. Is it the manufacturers
whose factories are running half-time or are
closed down aitogether in many instances,
and who have been coming here through
their organizations and making representations
to the Government 'as to the desperaf e situ-
ation they are in? Is it the emp]oyees who
are out of work and who cannot get employ-
ment in Canada, or those who have had to go
to the United States in order f0 gain an exis-
tence? 1 say it is not the wage-earner, it is not
the manufacturer, it is not the farmer. And I
do flot believe it is the taxpayer. Then,
who is it? Honourable gentlemen, I have
corne to the conclusion that this sentiment
and this expresion was bon in the mind
of the man wbo penned the Speech, and that
it was simply born of a desire, and not be-
cause of any existing facts. 1 fear that bis
head was in the elouds, that bis wish f0 have
Canada prosperous blinded him f0 the real
situation; and I think hoe can find througli-
out the length and breadth of this country
very few citizens who will agree with him
that there aire evidenees on every hand of
progrüss; and prosperity.

1 want to coeauaethe inover of the
Address in reply to the Speech from the
Throne, the hionourahie momber from Lambton
(Hon Mr. Pardee) because of the splendid(
note hie struck yesterday, namecly, pride of
nationhood. There is too littie of that senti-
ment abroad in Canada to-day. Thiis, per-
haps, is not to be wondered at, because our-
population grows more and1 more cosmopoli-
tan as oui Canadian-born citizens are foreed
to leave thieir lîomeland f0 maintain the
standards of living which they think they are
entitled to onjoy, and whieh they can obtaio
clscwhere, and we exehange them for people
from other lands who have not the saine in-
s~piration as Canadian-born citizens f0 regard
Canadian nationhood as important. But I
cannot agree with the suggestion of the hion-
ourable member as f0 the met hod whieh shoulcl
be pursued f0 bring about that desirable
situation, and f0 bring about the realization
of a real Canadian national feeling. I do not
think that feeling is f0 be attained through
any tai'iff adjuîstment such as the bonourable
gentleman, the leader of the Government,
wvas planning a few moments ago. H1e built
up a splendid case which leads oneO f0 a con-
clusion w'hieh is definite and clear. The con-
clusion I would draw fromn the honourable

HIon. Mr. ROBERTSON.

gentleman's presentation of the tariff argument
is thaf the greater the British preference i.-
the less the importations will bo, and that
therefore, if the duty were removed entirely,
there would probably be no importations
from Great Britain at alI. That is the logical
conclusion to be arrived at fromn bis argu-
ment, because bie showed us that as the pre-
ference was increased and the tariff reduced
the quantity of goods imported declined. I
think there is another reason for that situa-
tion, honourable gentlemen, and in my opinion
it is the faet tbat the purchasing power of the
Canadian people bas become so, diminishied
during fhe past year or two that they are no
longer able f0, purchase or f0 use the quantify
of goods thaf tbey would have used bad their
purcbasing power been maintained at t ho
level of a couple of years ago. Thiat may be
said to ho merely an opinion; but I am bound
f0 point ouf thaf there is ample preceduent
for rcacbing that conclusion. May I point
ont that in England in 1922 ftho revenues de-
rived from taxation througb customs was
£119,000,000 loss than in 1920, while the popu-
lat ion incrcased approximately two million
souls; during that period. Because there had
boon during that period n million and a haîf
woikmen dcprived of employment, and pro
bribly five million more women and cbildren
(lependent uîpon them, their purchasing power
uvas s0 clecreased that they were unable f0
purcbase the necessities of life. That very

saesituation cxists in Canada to-day. The
textile manufaeturers, te0 whom my honourable
fî'icnd referred, only about ton days ago flled
a brief with the Governiment in which they
point cd ouf thaf more than seven tbousand
cf thcir workmen were now ont of employ.
mnent; that more than ton per cent of that
mimber. especially t he highly skilled mon, liad
gone f0 the United States; and thaf forty
per cent of the ophipmont of the woollon milîs
in Canada was to-day idle because of this
situation. AndI in the face of that we get
this Speech from flic Tbrone forecasting
further tariff reduction.

The leader of the Government referred
Nyesf erday at some length to taxation, and told1

iiv ith great assurance that the Government
wvould diiring this Session of Parliament take
stp f0 substantially reduce taxes. Well,
thiat is a splendid expectation, but I feel that
1)ofore thie Covernment can ho given very
much credif for fax reduction uve ought flrst
f0 knowv whether or not t bey propose f0 bring
taxation back even to the level of 1921. If
they go far beyond that, thon wve may begin
f0 feel thaf they are making some honest
effort f0 docrease taxation; but if tbey arc
unIr goiîig to take off a part of flic additional


