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supply dries up, then you pay and you pay
heavily. It will be said that the transaction
which I instance of the dresses means a tariff
increase of 200 per cent. That is so. If
hion. members are le favour of kceping out
those dresses, then tbey are in favour of a
tariff of 200 per cent, and if they are in
faveur of a tariff of 200 per cent, then they
will find that the cases cited by the hion.
member for Shelburne-Yarmouth (Mr. Rai-
ston) simp]y move out of the picture because
they are not to be considered. They are in
the saine class as the misses' dresses, to which
I have referred.

Mr. YOUNG: What value did the minister
set for duty on those dresses?

Mr. RYCKMAN: That point was not
reachcd. Tbey neyer came in. On page 1897
of Hansard a list of goods is given wîth ap-
parently very high dulies and the hion. mem-
ber says:

I need not say those figures include sales
tax, excise tax, the exehange rate and the
arbitrary fixing of the value for duty purposes
by the Minister of National Revenue.

I wish simply to sa3, that I had nothing to
do withi any of those items, so I think it is
unfair-

Mr. STEWART (Edmonton): Who fixes the
price for duty purposes?

Mr. RYCKM AN: -in eagerness to make
out a case, to utter, with regard to a member
of the government, statem-ents which are
wholly untrue.

I should like to point eut that the principle
laid dowe in the amendmient was net followed
by my hion. friends opposite when they were
in ýpower. We have heard the cemments
upon it. When they are in opposition they
are against the tariff; when they are in ,power
tbey keep the tariff going. The general trend
of the tariff is pretty eearly the samne with
hion, gentlemen opposite as it is with the gev.
eroment at the present time, und I venture
the ass ertion that if by any chance a Liberal
governmient had been in power whien England
was driven off the gold standard and when we
had this pressure in the sale of distress goods,
action similar te that taken iby this govere-
ment would have been taken by them or,
indeed, by any goveroment that had the
ieterest of Canada at beart. If lion. gentle-
men will visit the office of the Departmeet of
National Revenue, I can show them lists of
houses that are selling or trying te seli noth-
ing but distress goods. If prices are kept
down-and ne one is ýcomplaining that they
are too high-and if employmient is given to
Canadian men and womnen, surely it is in the
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interests of the country te f ollow this line of
tariff protection inaugurated by a great Liberal
and carried on by a great Con.servative.

I would also point out that this method
of dealing ýwith the currency springs £rom the
time -when the Right Hon. W. S. Fielding was
Minister of Finance. If hion. members will
tomn up the statutes of 1922 and look at
chapter 18, they will find he was wise enough
te establish the structure-and pretty complete
it was too-of the presenit proceeding in re-
lation toecurrency.

It is .suggested ie the amendment that the
action taken by this government has been
detrimental te the interests alike of pro-
ducers, importers, distributors and censumers.
They have inserted the middleman twice; they
have lef t eut no:body; they say that this plan
is a ýbenefit te ne one. I am fairly familiar
wvith inquiries that have been made of me as
te the attitude of the chain store people and
others who are willing te import as long as
they sec a chance, if they -can import, te make
at the expense of the Canadian consumner a
hiandsome profit on the imperted goods
because of the distress in the country frem
which tbey comne. That is contrary te the
policy of the Conservative party, and I believe
also te that of the Liberal party. I must add
this: I have heard complaints, as I nm sure
others have dune, of those ie oui' towns and
cities who have had te close up their shops
because of the chain store, because of its
immense ibuying power, because it can go te a
man who, on accounit of somne driving exigency,
must have the money, and compel hlm to sell
bis gouds te it at less than their value. Hon.
mnembers know that sert of thing takes place.
The condemnation of the chain stores, which
at one time subsided somewhat but perhaps
bas ibeen revived on account of the bard times,
is that it was felt in the hearts of people that
they were losing eut because there was in the
business a rbigger mac with more money who
cn'îld undr'rsell them. Thn'se hig institutions
can go te ceuntries wvhere they cie buy goeds
for a fraction of their cost. The case I cited
wvas one-third with 200 per cent. There are
cases of tee per cent; I know of one case of
25 ýper cent discussed with me. Those of us
wxho have found ie towes and cities that the
chain stores have driven out popular business
mon who simply could net continue, ought te
say: XXe are nt now going te give some
special privileges or lay dowc any of these
barriers that have been erected by a former
government and by this gevernment te pre-
vent the imiportatin of gonds which are net
beîng merchaedised ie accordance with good
fa ith ie business. This goverement stands for


