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On page 387 of Hansard he is reported as
saying:

Instend of the Government's asking for an
expenditure of  $20,000,000 for public works,
they might have asked for $10.000,000 or less,
and, if need be, they might have wiped out
altogether expenditures for public works for
the next fiseal year. 1 do not believe that the
people of any provinee of Canada would have
objected to the most drastic measures on the
prart of the Minister of Public Works during
the present yeay and during the next fiseal year
in connection with public works expenditure

Then our hon. friend
(Mr. Turriff) made this
the Civil Service:

from  Assiniboia
statement  about

the number of oflicials, re
and not interfere with the
could cut the cost of publie

We could reduce
duce them Jargely,
public service. Wi

vworks in two and not interfere with the public
“orvice 1 understand that they are spending
some $15,000,000 or 20,000,000 in ifax. 1
venture the assertion that if the money was
properly  expended you could do all that is

necessary for the development of trade in the

city of Halifax for $5,000,000,

I do not think the junior member for
Halifax would agree that the work in Hali-
fax could be completed for $5.000,000.  But

what T want to point out iz that we ar
to-day passing through perhaps the most
eritieal period in the history of Canada
When we have thousands of men idle in
the streets of most of our eat eities, 1
claim that one of the most unpatriotic

things that this Government  could  he
wuilty of would be to stop public works in
this country or cut them down to such an
extent as would limit the work that should
be provided for the mechanies and labour
ing men of onr eities. The hon. member for
St. John (Mr. Pugsley) condemmned public
expenditure just as strongly as the junior
member for Halifax,

Mr. ALK I did not say that
public works expenditure should  bhe cut
out; I =aid to reduce it to what it was in
the year 1912 or 1911,

Mr. BRADBURY: The language I read
is very plain, it is in Hansard. 1 do not
know what the hon. gentleman meant to
say, I am only quoting what he did say

The hon. member for 8t. John said that this

wis not a time to go on with large public
works, while the people of this country
wore gpending every dollar they had in

charity. Mr. Speaker, the workingmen in

this country do not want charity, the work

ing men want work, and it is the duty of a

patriotic Government, as far as possible,

to give them that work. 1 think when the
TI85—1}

hon. gentlemen face their constituents they
will find it difficult to explain to them the
language which they have used in  this
House as regards cutting out public works
in this country, which meant, if it weant
anything, that the public works should
cease and thousands of men be thrown out

of employment.  Let us see what one of
the outside  leaders of this great party
has to =ay about this question. 1 hold in
my hand a clipping from the Toronto

Globe, and every one who knows anything
about the Liberal party recognizes that the
editor of the Globe has a good deal to do
with the leadership of the Liberal pariy

The Globe is the mouthpiece of hon
gentlemen on the other side of the House:
in fact, its editor is looked upon as the out-
side leader.  When there is any trouble in
thi= House we ¢ find the editor of
the Globe

An hon. MEMBER

Mr. BRADBURY: The reverend editor of
the Globe sitting in the gallery encouraging
hon. gentlemen by his smiles, and perhaps
even by his enthusiastic applause. There-
fore I think I can refer to him as the outside
leader, without being offensive. Here is
what he suud on the 10th of last month. The
editorial is headed: ** When to Spend Pub-
lic Money,” and is as follows

nerally

Reverend

The time to spend public money
when  private enterprise is on  the
governments and public bodies enter upon huge
programmes of public works when a buildi
boom and a rush of railway construction are
progress the inevitable result is to attract to
the country far more workers than it can pro-
vide employment for under normal conditions,
and so to intensify the depression which fol
lows boom conditions.

This is precisely what is happening
ada The Estimates
Minister of Finance make provision for carrying
o public works begun in former 's, but the
financial situation is so diflicult that practically
no new works are to be gun during 1915 at
the very time when the need for employment is
greater than ever before in the experience of
the building trades throughout Canadian cities

1t would be peanut polities to attempt to maka

frecy s
cbb. It

in Can

Lot introduced by the

party capital out of the situation. No Govern-
ment in Canada, Liberal or Conservative, has
ever deliberately curtailed  expenditures upon

public works in good times so that it might more
frecly provide employment during seasons of
depression.  In all probability this failure to
take thought of the morrow has been the result
of the belief of politiciansg that hard times dog
their opponents only, and that the remedy may
well be left for their opponents’ consideration

The interests of the nation should be placed
above party, however, and the Globe would like
to a healthy growth of public opinion in
favour of husbanding the resources of the I

minion, the provinces, and the municipalities in
boom periods so that public works may be un
dertaken at seasons of the greatest ne The




work carried forward at such seasons would be
done more cheaply and more thoroughly than
under conditions of abnormal activity and would
render unnecessary the spending of vast sums
on maintaining willing workmen in idleness....

And yet, in the face of this pronounce-
ment by the Globe, hon. gentlemen op-
posite are endeavouring to induce this
Government to lessen its expenditure and
to reduce work in this country to a mini-
mum, thereby throwing tens of thousands of
Canadians out of employment. The reve-
rend  gentleman who wrote that article
described the conduct of hon. gentlemen
opposite as *‘ peanut politics,” and I com-
mend that description to them. more
unpatriotic move could he made by any
man or body of men in Canada than to
endeavour  to  induce municipalities  or
sovernments to curtail expenditure in
these trying times. I believe 1t to be the
duty of every great city, every municipality,
and every government in Canada, to spend
every dollar they honestly can on
mate works, for the purpose of providing
lahour for our people.  We cannot afford to
lower the standard of our workingmen, by
making them subjects for charity.

My friend from St. John would allow the
people of Canada to dole out charity to the
mechanics  and  working men; but - The
Globe, the Liberal organ, holds that it is
peanut polities to preach a doctrine of that
kind. The Globhe says further

There are many organizations engaged in the

tudy of social conditions—Conservation

Unemployment  Commissions,  Social
Commissions,  They could do nothing
pore calenlated to (il up the valleys of depres
ston than to seeure that public employment
shall be at the m um in Canada when pr

vitte employment is ot the maximum, and that

the stress of hard times shall be lessencd b
construction of public works during sei

ans of denression
Hon rentlemen opnosit e trying to

have it so arranged that the public works
shall he at the minimum, that the public

penditures of Canada shall be cut in two
One hon. gentleman went so far as to say
that one large item of $H.000000 in connee-
tion with the Hudson bay should he eut ont
Utocether.  In view of these stateoments it
i< hard for me to know which party to be-
lieve, the Liberal party in thi= House or the
Liberal leaders out of the House, It reminds
me of the story of the gentleman who was

visiting o neighbour's  house  and  was
charged by a vicious looking dog which went
b as if b was going to eat him. The
host came out and said, “Oh, don't be afraid
of him, can't yvou sea he is wagging his

tail?"" The visitor replied, ** Yes, but I do
not know which end to believe.” 1t is the
same to-night, I do not know which end 1o
believe, whether 1 should believe the junior
member for Halifax and the hon. member
for St. John, and the other members who
have advised the Government to cut down
expenditures and leave the workingmen to
the charity of the people of Canada, or those
who advocate a wize continuance of public
works.

I think that a party with such an
unsavory reputation as far as its pre-
election pledges are concerned ought to
hesitate before making any such statement
as that which was uttered by the hon. jun-
ior member for Halifax. T have criticised
the attitude taken by the hon. junior mem-
ber for Halifax regarding the cutting down
of the Estimates for public works; and I
wish to quote hiz words now. Speaking of
the Estimates of the Public Works Depart-
ment, the hon. junior member for Halifax
said :

Can the Minister of Public Works himself
submit to the H¢ »any fair defence for his
request  to Parliament  to vote  practically
$20,000,000 for public works expenditure in
1914-157 1 «do submit, and in fairne 1
think, having in view the circumstances pre-
vailing throughout Canada this year, and
throughout the world for that matter, that in-
stead of the Government's asking for an ex-
Witure of $20,000,000 for public works, they
might have asked for $10,000,000 or | and,
f need be, they might have wiped out alto
tether expenditures for public works for the
next fiscal year, 1 do not believe that the peo-
ple of any province of Canada would have ob
jected to the most drastic measures on the part
of the Minister of Public Works during the pre-
ent yvear and during the next flseal year in
n with  public  works expenditure.

of these projected works were without
justifiention, the necessity for others have at
passed away by reason of
1 ing business of the country Expendi
tures for these purposes should have been
reduced to the minimum this year and next
year,

emporarily

The hon. member for St. John, taking the
lead from the hon. junior member for
Halifax, followed along the same lines. He
had been advising my hon. friend the Min-
ister of Public Works (Mr. Rogers) to ent
down the expenditure on public works. The
minister asked him across the floor of the
House if he would be willing to have the
Estimates eut down for his own county, and
Lis reply v

I would not be worthy of my position as
member of this House if 1 did not answer ** Yes
to that question, I would not be worthy of the
confidence of the people of my constituency if
I were so cowardly that T would not dare to
stand up in my place and give an answer to
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that question in the aflirmative. Therefore 1
say that in these times of stress and trouble the
amount proposed for St. John harbour of $1,500,-
000 might very well be cut down during this
year to $750,000, The work could go on, and
great deal of work could be done for that
money.

When he was making these observations,
1 interjected a question across the floor of
the House, asking him if it was not wise for
the Government of this country to spend
money when times were hard to provide
work for the working people of this country.
His answer was:

That is right, if you have the money in the
Treasury. Bt is this the time to tax the people
of this country, when, as I have sald every dol-
lar, every cent, they can spare is being given to
charity.

To emphasize what T said before: The
artisans  and  workin people  of  this
country arc a  self-reliant, independent
class of people, They are not looking
for charity., they o not wish to  be
pauperized, they  want to he  provided
with work, and it would be an unpatriotic
act of this Government, or of any provineial
government, or of the authorities in any
city in Canada, to follow the advice given
by the hon. member for St. John, to
reduce their expenditure on public works
at this time, if they could possibly
secure the money to go on with these
works, A more unpatriotic position could
not be taken by hou. gentlemen represent-
ing great cities, such as Halifax and St
John, which cities must have thousands of
men out of employment, than to ask the
Government not only to ent the Estimates,
but if necessary to eliminate them alto-
2 and to stop all public works,

1 wish Mr, Speaker, to devote a little time
to making a comparizon hetween the records
of hon. gentlemen who oceupy so serenely
the Opposition benehes  to-day, when they
were in power with the record of the Con-
servative Government now  in office.  The
junior member for Halifax (Mr. A. K. Mae-
lean) had the temerity to chide the Con-
servative party for having violuted its pre-
election pledges. 1 wonder where the Lib-
eral party stands in that respect.  Let me
refer to some of the promises made by the
Liberal party before they came into power
in 1806, and how well they implemented
them. It will be remembered that just pre-
vious to the election of 1206, and many of us
are old enough to remember that campaign,
these hon, gentlemen, having  been  for
eighteen long vears in the cold shades of
opposition,
and in every eit
concession, preached to the

farmers the

doetrine of discontent, trying to make them
believe that they were the men who were
paying the taxes and were being bled white
by this awful protective tariff, and promis-
ing what they would do to relieve the situa-
tion if they came to office. T guote from
one of the planks in the Liberal platform
of 1803:

We cannot but view with alarm the large in-
crease in the public debt and the controllable
annual expenditure of the Dominion; we de-

mand the strictest economy in the administra-
tion of the government of the country.

That i an  admirable declaration for a
political platform, and one which if jived
up to would have redounded to the eredit of
the Liberal party. But what was their
record when they came to power® In 1806,
when the Liberals assumed office, the public
accounts show that the national debt of
Canada stood at $20%,000,000, and in 1911,
when they went out of office, they had
managed, not to decrease the national debt,
but to increase it to $340,000,000, or an in-
crease of $82,000,000 during the fifteen years
they were in power. But that does not tell
one-half the tale. The Conservative Govern-
ment had been in office for eighteen vears,
and it had laid the foundation of Canada's
greatness, =0 that prosperity was in full tide
when the Liberals came to power, and with
a buovant revenue the Liberal party that
was pledged to reduce taxation and expendi-
ture took out of the pockets of the tax-
payers of this country, in the ten years
immediately preceding their defeat in 1911,
$A114%6.000  more  than the Conservative
party took in any ten years previous
to 1806, Therefore, when you add this
to  the  $52,000,000 of mnational  debt,
which they heaped upon  this  country,
vou can fu some idea of the manner in
which the Liberals implemented  their
pledee of economy to the people of Canada.
I believe the Liberals never intended
to earry out that pledge; it is quite
clear to-day that the pledge was made
to cateh votes, and in that they succeeded.

it the Liberal party sands before this
country guilty of having violated every
they gave to the people of Canada
us to 1806, But that is not all. These
wontlemen opposite have now the temerity
to charge the Conservative Government with
having inereased  the publie debt  sinee
it eame into office.  True, this Govern
ment has inereased the public debt, hut
let us sco why. | find, on looking over
the officinl returns, that on the 31st of
March, 1912, the first year the present
Government was responsible for the ex-
penditure, the public debt stood at $559.-




MO460, and on the 25th of February just
past, the debt had risen to $401.891.909, or
an increase of $61.972.000 in the last three

how was this debt
inereased and what was the cause of the
incrense?  Toe increased debt under the
Conservative  Government, was  incurred
entirely for the purpose of taking care of
liabilities left to it by the Liberal party
when it went out of office. It was a legacy,
Sir, left to this Government, and this Gov-
ernment was in honour bound to accept
and provide for it. I shall give to the
House a statement of what it has cost this
Government to care for some of the under-
takings that the Liberal Government
rushed mto so vecklessly, previous to their
defeat in 1911 In order to care for these
Liabilities lett them by the Liberals, it was
necessary to provide no less a sumn than
$178,000,000.  For the fiscal years 1912-13
and 1914-15 we find the following expendi-
tures on works which were in prog
the present Government
National Transcontinental railway
which was undertaken by the Liberal
Government against the advice of the Con-
servative party; the
expended  $56,000,000,
tay railway $9,000,000

Speaker,

=2 when
came (o power;

on the

present  Government

and on the Hudson

Mr. W. M. MARTIN Does the hon
gentleman object to the constrnction of
tue Hudson Bay railway

Mr. BRADBURY: 1 will
question in a minute or two
hee bri undertaken by the
Liberal Government,* the present vern-
ment was obliged to spend $10,000,000, 1t
1= o monument to the shame of the late
riment that a great undertaking like
the Quebee should have heen per-
mitted to be placed in the hands of incoms-
petent men, and that it should

¥ ol $6,000,000 to the people
of Canada, but the loss of 80 lives of our
citizens through the negleet of the men con-
structing and managing that bridge. That
es o total of $75,000,000.

mswer  that
On the Que-
which was

Giove

have cost

aot only the lo

ma

Ihen there was the implementing clanse
in connection with the sale of G.T.1". bonds
Ihe bungling finance of the late Govern-
went necessitated the providing of $4,994,416

to pay the difference between the price at
el the bonds were sold and their par
v This was something to which the

Iate Government this country
through incompetence or something worse
Then, there was the caring for the balance

of the CHL000,000.  Six aillion

committed

eight hundred thousand pounds of Grand
Trunk Pacific bonds had to be pro-
vided for. The present Minister of Finance,
in order to save the country an additional
loss of $6,000,000 or $8,000,000 or $10,000,000,
took up the bonds at par, and paid $33,09
333, Therefore since coming into office this
Government has had to provide these en-
ormons sums in order to pay the liabilities
left on the hands of this country by the late
Administration. Mr. Speaker, had it not
heen for these liabilities which the Govern-
ment had to meet, had it not been for the
war, the national debt of this country
would not have been increased hy one

dollar. In fact, it could very eazily h
been reduced, and would have  heen
duced. This, Sir, is my answer to hon.

gentlemen opposite who try to make capital
out of the fact that the national debt of this
country has bheen increased by the present
Government

How do our hon. friends opposite stand
in regard to the pledge which they g
the people in 1296 to reduce the national
expenditure of this country? They stand on
that count just as they stand on every one
of the pledges which they gave to the people

e to

previons to 1896, Fvery ple that they
gave was ignored  and  vielated by the
Liberal party. The people of this country

ttion of the elass
of men who were in ¢ ol of the destiny
of this country up to

length awoke to a rea

These hon. gentler who are eriticising
the public expend of to-day, who are
wdvising the G nt to curtail them
e on record promised the people
that, if they cturned  to power in

1896, they would reduce the public expendi-
ture of the country, although at that time
it was very small in comparison with what
it has reached at the present time In
106, one of their pledges was

We eannot but view with alarm the large in-
erease of the public debt, and the controllable
annual expenditure of the Dominior the
consequent undue taxation of the p
the governments that have been contir
power since 1878

The Conservative party had been in power
sin 1878, and that was w
the Liberal party

i Was worrying

We demand strict economy in the
tion of this country

Ihe right hon. gentl
leads the Opposition made this

viministra-

v to-day

i

If we get into power, we will follow the ex-
ample of My »and say that, although
we may not be able to bring the expenditures
to what they were under him, we can reduce
1! tmount two, yes, three miltions of dollars
or vear
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Then there was the pledge of the
Minister of Finance, Sir Richard
wright:

For my own part 1 do not hesitate to tell
him that 1 consider a yearly expenditure of
$10,000,000 or $28,000,000 altogether too large
for the present resou of Canada. 1 say,
it is a disgrace and a shame to the Government
that have been entrusted with our affairs that
they come down to us and ask for an expendi-
ture of $38,000,000 a ¥ for federal purposes.
Sir, the thing is utterly unjustifiabl

I could go on reading pledge after pledu
made by these hon. gentlemen to reduce the
public expenditures of this country. T hold,
Mr. Speaker, that a public pledge given by
party leaders to the people of this country
on the verge of an election is just as sacred
and should be lived up to just as carefully
and as scrupulously as a promise or pledge
given in any business transaction.

But what has been the record of hon.
gentlemen opposite on this question? In
1807, the first year in which the right
hon. gentleman who to-day leads  the
Opposition, was responsible to the peo-
ple in this country, the current expendi-
ture was 838,349,760, That is the amount
at which the right hon, gentleman found the
expenditures of the country when he k
office. The capital expenditure was §
000, which makes a total of $41,872,760. In
14 five years afterwards, the Liberal Ad-
ministration, with its promise to the peopl
to reduce expenditures still warm on its lips,
had increased the current expenditure to
£60,759, and the capital expenditure to
$10,078,638 or the total to $60,833,030. The
expenditures still kept going up until 1911,
It was a growing time, and the Liberal
party was spending the people’s money like
a drunken sailor throwing away his money
recklessly. In 1911 the current expenditure
had risen to $37,000,000, and the capital ex-
penditure to $35,000,000, or to a total of $122.-

000,000. But in 1912, the current expendi-
ture for which the late Government was
responsible, had risen to $109,000,000, and

the capital expenditure to $46,000,000, or to
the total of $155,000,000. Yet hon. gentle-
men opposite eriticise Conservative mini
ters for having brought down an estimat
current expenditure for this year of $140.-
000,000, This is the record of the Liberal
party as to the manner in which it has im-
plemented its pledge to reduce the expendi-
tures of this country.

I would like for a moment to draw the
attention of the House to the percentage of
increase in expenditure. The total
bursements under the late Government in-

creased by 178 per cent in the fifteen years
it was in office, The increase per head was
85 per cent. Let me give a ten-year record,
which is worth placing on Hansard. The
ten-year record of expenditure under the
Conservative party previous to 1896 shows
that it had expended on public works in
this country $42: 000; whereas the late
Government, pledged to reduce the expendi-
tures, during the ten years after it had
come into office, had spent $919.743.517, or
an increase of $496.300,517. The per capita
expenditure in 1806 was $880, and in 1911,
$16.40, just double what they found it on
assuming office

This is the record of the Liberal party,
showing how it implemented its pledge that
if returned to office it would reduce the
public expenditures. 1 do not know that 1
<hould have taken up even a moment of the
time of the House in reviewing this ques-

tion—for the people are thoroughly con-
versant with it-had it not been for the

taunt thrown across the floor, the charge
made that the party now in power deserves
censure for not having implemented its
pre-election pledges,

Mr. A. K. MACLEAN: The hon. gentle-
man has not attempted to answer that.

Mr. BRADBURY: I have answered it by
denying it, and by showing that hon. gen-
tlemen opposite cannot prove it. The onus
of proof lies upon the hon. members
made the charge

wha

You have answered it
by referring to the pre-election
o hon. gentlemen on this side a
quarter of a century ago

Mr. BRADBURY: These pledges given a
quarter of a century ago were given by the
rizht hon. gentleman (8ir Wilfrid Laurier)
who still leads that party. And I hope he
live long to lead it. He is still with
us and is still responsible for the policy of
the Liberal party

Sir WILFRID LAURIER:

Mr. BRADBURY: I find that these hon.
sentlemen have a record on the question of
the tariff. They went up and down this
country for ye denouncing  protection
And 1 will read just one or two of their
pledges, for it will be of interest to the
younger members on the other side of the
House, who do not know what their friends
were committed to in days gone by. Sit
Riohard Cartwright said:

< of

Hear, hear.

=

1 say our protective system was a huge mis
take in so far as it was honest at all; and in so

Jm——




far as it was not honest, it was a huge scheme
of robbery Their ideal is protection ; ours is
free trade, We will never desist until this coun-
try is freed from the incubus that has been
we iing it down for fifteen long years.

The right hon
spoke in t

leader of the Opposition
» city of Winnipeg on one of his
n tours. I remember well his com-
mg to my own ¢

nstituency, and speaking
Selkirk, bringing with him
the late Hon. D. C. Fraser, then member
of this House for Guysborough; and I re-
I that at this meeting this

¢ town of

member very

what he said

The people of this country, the inhabitants of
the ity of Winnipeg especially, are toiling for

master who takes away a very rge portion of
your earnings, the earnings for which you toil
and sweat for privileged masters, for those who
use protection which I claim is bondage. If the
tovernment take away from you any portion

be they large or small, to give
Iy else, that Government is as
much a robber towards you as is the high
wayman who puts a pistol to vour head and

- your purse or your life this
Do of protection.  Protection ¢
fended on any fair principle

1 g h ot Ul the attentior 1

Housze —~heeanse it affects my owr provinee

f the Libera
party of that da hy a leading member of
the Liberal Government and the pledge |

made to the people of the West
It ) f
0 I
W longer t e the
e Conservatiy for
t ) of n We
onee and v o tiatute
. t hich ha
1 the | bloo the people
. I sthing
ments you the Liberal
r
I 15 the statement of Hon. M (
S Clifford) S 1 mat W t
1 « 1 t I (
' Opposition $ ead t
Government, and the strong of his min-
ters from the Weoest in fact, he was
known as the dictator of the Liberal policy;
wnd 1 the p ¢ i AV tking for
| purt And what did they vhen they
Cane ito power One of the first things,

Mr. Speaker, was to take into the Senate
tw the greatest

inners, perhaps, so far

15 the West is concerned-—8ir Melvin Jones
ind Hono Mr. Frost. That the way they
1 I out their pled to ve  the
farmers  free  implement And for long
ears the did not even touch the duty on

i implements. At length they made up
their minds that ¥ t do
that the could not be

omething,

farmer

fooled all the time, and on the eve of an
election they reduced the tariff on agri-
cultural implements from 20 per cent, whore
the Conservative Government had left it,
to 17} per cent. And the farmers were told
by Sir Clifford Sifton that 17} per cent
was only a revenue tariff. This is the
manner in which they fooled the farmers
of the West into supporting them. They
managed for fifteen years to pull the wool
over the eyes of the farmers of the West

something year
fter year But the day came when the
farmers had their
1s the right hon

heir promises to do
1
eyes opened As soon
centleman (Sir Wilfrid
Laurier) had the temerity to attempt to
impose the reciprocity pact upon the peo-
ple of this
ittempted to make Canada an adjunet of
the United States, the farmers of Canada
turned him out of office
What was their success in

country, as soon as he

lealing with

t tariff, in eliminating * every vestige
f protection,” as they promised to do
On every platform in Canada thes edges
by responsible men I ore
peat ¢ irresponsible, that if the
Lat e returned to oflice they would
i very vestize of protection from
tariff.  But in fifteen years ¢ wer,
they succeeded in reducing the ta just

out two per cent. Why,

1l Sir, the greatest
luction ever made in the National Policy
wriff was made by the ( wervative party
tself wle by the present Minister of
Trade and Commerce (Sir Georg oster)
And he is not a free trader | party
| not pose before the people ag being

v party of free traders. We believe in the

National Policy; we have advoeated it in
eason and out of 1son; we believe in fair
protection  to  farmer md  manufacturer
ilike; there is no hypoerisy in the position

occapy  before the people.  But hon

ntlemen opposite declare themselves to he
wainst protection. My hon. friend from
1 Deer (Mr. Clark) on all occasions since
ng placed in opposition has preached the
loctrine of free trad beautiful theory

but utt npracticabls n t country
ind  proven  impracticable in the world
enera History t us that when
Cobden introduced free trade in England
leclared that within a vears  the

orld would adopt free And to-day
ve find that the wor protectionist
verywl except in ritain

Mr. MICHAEL CLARK: Hear, hear

Mr. BRADBURY Hear, hear,” says
the hon. gentleman



Db aineTs

Mr. CLARK: What is the matter witk
Great Britain ?

Mr. BRADBURY: Great Britain has
prospered in spite of free trade, by reason
of her great marine power and by direct
taxation. My hon. friend will not tell
me that free trade prevails even in Great
Britain. He knows that it collects a large
part of its revenue to-day from tea and
other commodities of that kind, which we
allow to come inte this country free for the
poor people. The hon. gentlemen who now
occupy the Opposition benches had control
of the affairs of this country for fifteen
yvears. In that time they became the close
and intimate 1riends ot the great manufac-
turing industy of this country. But to-
day, when they are in the cold shades of
Opposition, there is nothing too hard or
too cruel for them to say about the manu-
facturers. We will have the same old story
from the Opposition benches before many
yvears have passed that was preached by the
Liberal party before 1896; the policy of blue
ruin is starting to show in the faces of
hon. gentlemen opposite, and we will
have it proclaimed from every platform
that the country is going to the dogs
because the e not ruling its affairs. But
it will take a good deal of persnasion on
the part of the right hon. gentleman who
leads the Opposgition and  his  elogquent
friends to convinee the wle of this conn-
try that it will b proposition to
restore the Liberal party to office

1 wish now to refer to a few more of their
many violated p although time would
not permit me to discuss them all. One
plank in their plutform was very inte ing
and very important in the West, that was
the ery: The for the settler and not
for the speenlator.  Here is the plank in
their platform :

Publie land for the actual settler.

The sale of public lands of the Dominion
should be to actual settlers only and not to the
speculators, upon  reasc termsy of settle
ment 1 in such a A8 can be reasonably oc-
cupied and cultivated by the settler.

I want to say without any reservation
that when that plank was put in the plat-
form of the Liberal party it did more to
win hundreds of votes from settlers in
Manitoba even than their anti-protection
plank, because there was a growing feeling
that the lands of this country were being
exploited by large speculators and that the
poor settler was not being taken proper
care of. How did the Liberal party im-
plement that pledge?  Did they keep the
land for the settler or did they hand it out

to the speculators, their special friends’
Yon will all remember how they handled
the Saskatchewan land deal. This notori-
ous transaction has been spoken of in every
part of Canada.  Some D00 acres of
land that is to-day the choice land of the
Saskatchewan valley was =old to political
friends for $1 per acre. This was div-
ided up =0 that the hoys would get
a share of the rake-off on these lands,
You all  remember that the Premier
of Saskatchewan was charged by
a paper in Moosejaw with hav-
ing received $12,000 as his share
in this lund transaction. This was on the
eve of an  eleetion, if T remember aright
He immediately took proceedings in court.
bringing an action for libel elaiming
against the paper. The case was hu
until after the election was over and then
his attorney withdrew the case and paid all
the e That does not look like the act of
m innocent man t he not the only
one. It is rumoured on pretty good author-
ity that a Government official in a high
pogition received $25,000 of this stock; but
he was timorous and returned the stock,
and then three weeks afterwards repented
wnd tried to get the stock back but did not
succeed.  This is the manner in which the
Liberal party of Canada started out to in
plement their pledge to keep the land for
the settler. Here was a magnificent area of
landd, 250,000 acres in extent, which in all
fairness ought to have been divided up
among the poor settlers who were looking
for good land-—settlers who, on account
of transactions of this  Kkind, have been
crowded on to poor lands
utterly unfit for settlement, while the
lands near the railways have  been giver
way to Liberal friends, the speculators
This is one instance of how they imple
mented that pledge

some of then
d

Mr. PUGSLEY : Was not that land whiel
was =old to the Saskatchewan Land Valley
Company sold on the condition of actua

settlement

Mr. BRADBURY : Mr. Speaker, it was,
and the condition was such a liberal condi
tion that any man or et of men could have
fulfilled it. However, it makes no difference
what the condition was, we had the actual
settlers in that country who wanted land,
who were hungry for land; but they we
crowded away from the centres and f
the railways on to the poor lands in the
ferent provinees and here  were men wl
secured this land, 250,000 acres, for $1 an




AT These lands to-day are worth from a quarter of money on that. Then there
$40 to $50 an acre was the Blairmore townsite, a notorious '
1we at the time. Many hon. gentlemen in

Mr. PUGSLEY : Is it not true that before
r the man who got

the Saskatchewan Land Valley Company
rot this land and began to bring in settlers
there was a territory over 60 miles in length

meml
mething like $480—a
townsite that was worth to the people of
Canada  at least two or three hundred

tl townsite
wnsite

along that railway on which there was no

wgh the railway had been

ettlement sand dollars. Hon. gentlemen opposite

\ tl townsite to a political end

built for | f ears, because the

general impre on s that it was not good Ihie man ha ince died, so I will not go
land. or land which was fit for settlement my further into that. Then there was the

n of timber lands. 1 heard the

hie y ) 1l s 5 .
The answer to that sy, ' ainbor for Assiniboia (Mr. Turriff)
v not have heen thrown | |
£ tha t ) waux eloquent the other evening over the
. i | " H‘ high price « unber on account of this
¥ 9 . WHEES Q0N extra tariff.  If the party that he has fo
Mr. PUGSLEY My | friend el lowed so long and so ably and faithfully

tirely mistaken; the land was all opened to Lad conserved the timber resources of th
homesteading Nort t Territory and of Manitoba, we

Mr. BRADBURY I do not want to deny

e cheaper lamber than we e
i entleman the opportunity of ask peor ' o

ve ther I'heze timber lands are held

vid wa tated
en. Liberals, who got them for a

Mr. CARVELL: And denied many time | { 1= the exploitation of the
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ittention from the people of Canada to-day

s the question of prohibition, the question
f curtailing in some way the sale of ligu
On the eve of an election, when was i
live question, the rig gentleman saw
is opportunity and p I himself to giy
¢ people of Canada a plebiscite wd t
make good that plebiscit f it wa wrried
w the people

1 want to refer for \ mot t
to one or two of the pledges 1
right hon. gentleman gave. In 1895, just the

vear before the election of 1896, the present

wler of t Opp t I a lar neet
ng in Carleton Pla ind spoke us f v
The Liberal party has pledged
ition at Oitawa that whenever
1 - prot
It 1 ' t
)t i t will )
} t
1 Wil (WA 1 1 dist it 1 N
he peop Canada. If you vot
tance said, 1, as Premier of t
Mre. WILCOX: W
Mr. BRADBURY : |
P 1 \ t i M B
il H

Mr. PUGSLEY : 1= it a

M BRADBURY : It

n that question at that time will remember
that the different provinces of Canada, with
the exception of the provinee of Quebec
voted largely r of prohibition 1
forget the exa but the majority fo
prohibition was one hundred thousand or
mor 1 result of the poll in Quebec

ild t be a tained for da ind week
I'her 2 o feeling throughout the country
that t ballot  hox« 1 fed, and
i stigation prov that t b 1hso
ut tr Let 1 t il what wa
found to prevail at n i tl in
1 In Quel ( pol 105
votes were polled when th vere only 101

mes on t pol t. They polled a
plendid pereent t ther

WILCOX : All against pre yition

BRADBURY All against
A\t No. 1 p West

prohibi-

Quebee, there

vere 114 votes polled and 1156 on the list
1t No. 2 11 i and 114 on the list
1 at Lachine p Ta Cartier
108 votes polled 111 on the
t1 te 1 figy t
! perance  pe
nest and anx T tems-
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N.B. (Mr. Carvell), that it is not safe for
the Li il party to charge this side of the

( House with not implementing its pledg
v vid themselv 1 1 good I now wish to discuss one vo phases of
1 y t1s nething we i sweej t present Budget as refe d to by our
v vit ind  Mr, Greenway, hon. friends on the other side of the House
‘renier Manitoba, in 1802, advocated My hon, friend the junior member for Hal
pr tion and said to the people: We { luring his discussion of the subject
we a | te, and if you vote for vid
pr ny W et it. What it
But t L ral tariff to-d 1 amended |
y t There ver 15 ot , the to d it h t) ind destroy the

tariff to Great

I't i tion. Mr. Speaker, that nearly
t A position in Manit hor tleman who has spoken fro
el ra I 18 taken in the Fed the Opposition benches has dealt with, The
@ H I Mr. Greenway up t that when 1 go into this matter
I n-1 1l t and allowed the ma L find that t hanges in the tariff have
t stands at the nresent 4 v ehanged the preference given
| \ 1 « Brit nu turer I'he Britisl
ture 1 1 me  position
M 1
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out that the British preference has been
destroyed, in view of the fact that the
British preference as a whole is as great

to-day as it was before this Budget was
brought down, and in some things it is
greater. The tariff has not touched

mowers, or reapers, or hinders, or binder
twine, and all these things are just in the
same position as they were.  And yet we
have the hon. member for Assiniboia (Mr.
Turriff) and other hon. members waxing
eloquent over the manner in which the
farmers of this country are being taxed.

Mr. W. M. MARTIN: Would the hon
gentleman mind telling us how many
reapers and binders and mowers were im-
ported from Great Britain?

Mr. BRADBURY : Reapers and  binders
are not imported from Great Britain, but
the duty of 74 per cent that is applied to
all other items is not applied to these item
The Government of this country did not
place an extra duty on these implements

Mr. CARVELL: Ask him about ploughs

Mr. BRADBURY : T will tell my
friend something about ploughs  befo
finish. We had in this House a few years
ago the Minister of Finance of the late
Government, a very eminent man, o man
who was looked upon by the Liberal part
and indeed by Conservatives, as one of th
men of Canada; I refer to the Hon. My
Fielding Let us see what position the
Hon, Mr. Fielding now takes with regard
to this Budget, and let us compare it with

hon

the position taken by his Liberal friends
in this House i Mr. Fielding were in
the House now, sitting  beside his oud

leader, | venture to say the eriticisms that

have been offered to  this  Budg never
would have emanated  from  the  Libera
party. 1 quote from the Journal of Cor

meree, of which the Hono Mr. Fielding
editor, and in its issue of Friday,
12, 1015, dealing with the Budget, it says

Increased taxation is not at any time welcome
and therefore Mr. White's budget is not likoly
to be regarded as a thing of joy. But taxes
which at another P might evoke sharp
criticism may be aw d under present condl
tions with something like e Mimity,

While expenditure had increased, the revenues
re no longer flourishing, The war, no doubt,
to the diminution of income. But even
if there had been no war, 1 taxation
would have been inevitabl her the money
was required for one purpose or another, the
situation to the Finance Minister was the same
He had to raise more revenue.

this  to

I commend hon.  gentlenien
apposite

If there are any who are disposed to criticise
his method they would do well to reflect whether

The exemptions that have been
le show the minister had a commendable
desire to avoid, as far as he could, the placing of
additional burdens on those least able to bear
them. Some of the minor taxes may prove more
irritating than profitable, but they are not un-
just.  The addition of five per cent to the tariff
or. British goods, and seven and one half per
cent on other goods, is the main feature of the
Budget. If the question were one of permanent
fiscal policy, these additions would, of course, be
open to grave objection. But they are imposed
to meet what we all hope I8 a temporary con-
dition, and if those who for the moment may
profit by them distinctly understand this, and
govern themselves accordingly, there will pro-
hably be little objection to this portion of the
Budget,

Altogether, Mr. White seems to have made the
bhest of a troublesome situeation,

This is the opinion of the late Liberal Min.
ister of Finanee in reference to the Bodeet,
and he was once looked upon by his own
party as one of the groatest men in Canada;
in my opinion he was the greatest finance
minister the Liberal party ever bad. These
are his opinions; this is his advice to his

partv. and,  comparing  Mr.  Fielding's
remarks  with the remarks of the hon
gentlemen opposite who are  making tnis
carping eriticism on the B the come-

n places them in a vl ward
ion hefore the people of wmda. We
had the hon. member for Assiniboia (Mr.
Turriff), a few nights ago in this House, in
his wild heroics, raising his hand to Heaven
nnd leclaring keep nulinly
and disloyal hands off the British prefer-
Just imagine the hon. gentleman
waxing eloquent over this matter, and this
in the face of the advice of the great Finance
Minister of hiz own party, which warns
him to be careful in his lang and
pointz out to him that there was no better
way to deal with the situation than that in
whieh the present Fine Minister has
dealt with it.  But, My waker, the atti-
tude of the hon. gentleman (Mr. Turriff)
does not decetve any one; it does not de-
ceive the electors in the West and it does
not the members in this House.
So much for the British preference.  Some
hon. gentleman a few moments ago spoke
of ploughs, and the hon. member for Medi-
cine Hat (Mr. Buchanan) and the hon
member for West Kent (Mr. MeCoig) have
both referred in this debate to the increa
duty on ploughs.  The
Medicine Hat said:

I have lere
Free Press of

The Free Press is a very dangerons
anthority to gquote on a question of thiz
kind.

paris
pos

vory

Vil

once

e,

we

deceive

hon. member

for

a clipping from the Winnipeg
"uesday, February 28—




ontaining the report of an interview with Mr. McCoig has, 1 notice, been making a
Mr, H. W, Hutehinsor statement in the House from our * Private and ¥
‘ Confidential " lists in which he states we have U
Mr. Hutchinson is a life-long Liberal, & advanced our prices for this season. Mr. McCoig !
man no doubt anxious to cast suspicion being an implement man knows that each year a a
upon any act performed by the Conservative Price list is issued (ours appearing in Decem

ber) with such changes as are rendered neces

Government and ready to raise agitation or ry by the cost of production
ll-feeling amongst the farmers, =0 as to |
make them dissatisfied. This is the man 1 hat was  complained of was
the hon. member (Mr. Buchanan) | ! D 1914
1 this House as withority
in this House as an authorit He saw fit to give only the Increases and not
v ¥ lent 1 managing dire r of the A t the ploughs that he umed
1 0 1 t t
0 cents each, and not on
tarift, but to meet increased cost
i Awmerican institution.  Then s he referred to are a type that are
embe Medicine Hat goes « rn Canada and are not suitable for
t ( \ nenace from Mr wd not one single type of these
; ) iitable for Canadinn trade is made in
the United States. As an implement man Mr
1 W ourse, 1 \ vs this, or else 1oes not ) !
t th t We have t ! ¢
e il o ' H 0
o alns B8 i 'he Maple Leaf g efer wis not
1 price—last ' v 1 wit
t 1 T} w
1 Mr. | 1
1 H N
o g ) |
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That is a pretty fair answer to the state-
ment made by the hon. member

I hou in my hand the Cockshutt Plow
Company's list for 1915, which is red-inked,

showing the reductions that have been
made. Some of the items that affect the
farmers of the West are as follows
Grain binders: No, 4 binder, foot with
sheaf carricr, $5 decrease; No. 3 binder, 6 foot,
with sheaf carrier, §5 decrcase; No. 3 binder,
with sheaf carrier, $6 decrea No. 3
A foot, with sheaf carrier a pole
§6 decrease 3 binder, § foot, with
sheafl carrier, $5 decrease
That reduction runs through the whole
list. 1 am authorized to say that the list
as it stands to-day is lower than it was in
1914, and that it will not be inereased
Mr. MACNUTT: 1Is that deecrease muade
to the farmers or to the dealers
Mr. BRADBURY: It is made to any man
who wants to purchase those implement
You can buy them or a dealer ean buy them
That is a complete answer to the state nts
in the Winnipeg Free Press intervie
wits used by my hon. friend the
Lethbridge (Mr. Buchanar I am
satisfied that that hon. member would t
have read that interview in this Houn he
had u ood the situation
There imother article affected by thi
tariff, namely, cement. Hon 1
app have a record on th 1
friends, the member for Assiniboia (Mr
Turriff) and the hon. member for Ed ton
(Mr. Oliver), who I am sorry not in hi
seat, have devoted a good il of time t
endeavour to make the people believe that

they are being injured by tl tariff t
extent of the increased dut

Mr. TURRIFF: So they ar

Mr. BRADBURY : The hon. member says,
So they are I'he  hon 1

iwninst the great merger that 0
to be formed I'her 1 1

win What the god vish t lestroy
they first make mad Ift hon, 1t r
had reflected on the attitude of 1 party
towards that merger whe t had a or
tunity of preventing it, he ild ha 1
tated before mal such a stat t |
had the honour of havir 1 seat tl
House when the merger wa rmed. 1 wa
itting on' the opposite side, and 1 « |
the attention of the late Minister of Finane
to this merger and warned him of what
might happen. 1 received a very un pa-
thetic reply, and no action whatever was

taken to control the operations of the merger

of which the hon. member is complaining
to-day
Mr. J. D. REID: 1 think the hon. mem-

ber for Assiniboia supported that legislation

Mr. BRADBURY: I am quoting from
Hansard of 1912-13, volume 1, page 400. 1
i=ked the question

Has th utintion  of the Government
b callel to the cement merger that has
taken place, by means of which the Canada
Cement Compa [mited, has taken over ten
of the largest cemont companies of Canada
with a capital of $30,000,000 and that on ac-
count of this merger the prices of cement to
the consumer has been very much inereased?

Is it the intention of the Government to
take action to protect the public against this
merger, which threatens to be a huge combine
thereby e 1sing the cost of cem t whic
Jmost a nec to-day in great works?

Hon, W, 8 (Minister of Finance)
The Government are aware fre

th i m number of cemnt
manuf ries of tl Jominion have been con
o inder o ompany.  Whether
t s n 1 enhanced the
provid t methods of dealing

w ] 1o w u i1y enhar

I'hen, the former Minister of  Finance
" 1 t out that the ecitizens ca
take act ! but that he r the Government
resp 150 fo ta 1 tion. Wh
You ha not far t to find the reasor

P ' ‘ o

ling 1 ra 1 o (
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t FEdwards, Senat leadin
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Mr. SCHAFFNER: What i tha
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side, when in office were great friends of

he combines and mergers; but since leav
office they have changed their attitude and
are now trying to fool t Armers
Now, I wigh to deal with the «
t 18 affected by the It it tariff |
hon. member for Assinilc

Now my hon. friend comes forward and put
an extra duty of 73§ per cent on cement

Is he saving it to the farmer or to the towr
or villages that are using cement for paving, or
to the business man who uses cement in putting
up buildir Is he saving it to any user of
ement? No, Mr. Speaker, he is not, he is hand
hundreds of

greatest co

yine

Canada

Tl the merger which 1
ved t » created, against whi d
t raise voice, 1l I was teyir
to prevent it in 1909. 1 wish to make
he 0 t t nt that 1
1 1 ind fa plement
\ ) I " ] il
ntent t r
1 1 1 1
t n n bar 1 yen
t t to-day; a
t 1 ( I

G I G
4 | A
plea Conserva
‘ A
1905 under the Liberal G ment: ar
I 1
1 have wson to ¢
0O int t ] T, W
\ tax \ ¢
t t 1 til it
iarter t a bar tl t wa der
) 1905, In 1912, it will be

remembered we had a cement famine
ment was needed all over this country
The pre ince Minister took advan-
tage of a clause in the Customs Act to cut
the duty on cement in two. And at once
ry hon. gentleman on that side
neluding the hon. gentleman from Assini-
ttacked the Government for doing it

Mr. TURRIFF: No

Mr. BRADBURY I can prod the
record.

Mr, TURRIFF: No

Mr. BRADBURY I take the hon. gen

tleman’s word. I have not his record, but
I have that of the hon. member for Edmon

ton The hon. member for Edmonton
charged this Government with having been
wetnated | v desire not to help the farm
r3 but to influence an election, That wa
t 1 1 taken by the Liberal party. It
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