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KING V5. MEIGHEN

Reasons for Judgment:—

The evidence m this case was fully taken. At ¢he conclusion of the
case, both parties we e requested to put their arguments in writing so
that their complete claims would be fully before me, Their written
siatements, fully set out in MacLean's Magazine of October First,
clearly set forth the issues involved and there therefore remains noth-
.ng for me to do hu! to pronounce judgment. . §

I find as a fact that:— E

*1:—Whilst Canuzda has a huge national debt it must dismiss free
trade as an econcm’c impossibility, This was admitted in writing by
Mr. King

2:—1] further find that there has been a great exodus of popula-
tion l'rom Canada to the United States.

3—I also find there ha: been almost a complete falling off in |
IHnmigration.

Mr. King in h's stated case did not deny and must be taken there-
iore to admit the ‘ruth of the facts on which the last two findings are
based.

With regard as to whether the tariff .policy ag outlined by Mr.
King and the Tar:ff Policy as outlined by Mr, ‘Meighen will best pro- |
tect the ntercsts of Canada, [ would point out Mr. King claimed there |
should be a tar I for revenue. He asserted that Mr. Meighen relied on
the doctrine of high protection and he insisted that high prot.ection’
means high taxation and that a moderate policy would tend to unify |
Canada and develop her nmatural resources and industries instead of |
setting one section of the country against the other.

Mr. Meighen stated that he stood out and out in favour of protec- |
-tion, profoundly believing it was the only policy to cope with Canada's |
present perilous situation; that it would give new life to industry and
ente:prise; provide necessary revenue and improve the Canadian mar- |
ket for its many productions. He ab ly argued that a firm protective '
policy is practically forced upon Canada through the higher protective |
tariffs of almost every country in the world, but pamcularly tmrough
that of the United States.

Mr. Meighen «!so argued that Canada must have manufacturing m‘
order to provide employment for her people and from two to three!
1 undreds of millicns of dollars of goods manufactured in the United |
States ¢nd mported by Canadians could be manufactured within this |
conntry, and thus provide employment for our people. ;

It must be pointed out that Mr. King produced no evidence what- |
ever in support of his statement that a tariff for revenue 'would |
meet the requirements of the country. Neither did he produce any |
e¢vidence to” show that high protection in Canada 'would increase the |
cost of living. Nor was there any evidence adduced by Mr. King to |
show that his moaerate tariff policy would tend to unify Canada and
develop her natural resources or that the policy. of Mr, Meighen would
sel one section of the country”against the other. |

Accordingly 1 do find that Mr. King's allegations on these points are |
entirely unsupported by evidence. Mr. Meighen denied ‘that protectlon‘
would increase prices and taxation and he pointed out in support of his |
vontention that in the United States where taniffs were increased about|
fifty per cent the costs of products and the cost of living have declin-|
2d, He fu:ther pointed out that to prevent undue or unfair advantage |
béing taken by manufacturers to increase their goods unfairly he would‘
exert the machinery of the law to stop that sort of thing and showed.
that by a proper policy such advantage could not be taken.

Neither party made reference to a former case which the Court hau;

i mind, tried in 1878. wher¢ the ecenomic conditions in Canada were |

simiiar to the conditions existing today. It was proved then by over- |
whelming evidenc: that these depressed industrial conditions were al-|

niost ‘wholly due to the low tariff policy of the Liberal Government of |

Alexander Mackenzie and it was also abundantiy proved that the high

protect.ve tariff introduced by Sir John A. /Macdonald .immediately

st.mulated industries and agriculture and brought wealth and prosperity
{0 the country,

I therefc:e hold that Mr. King's contention that a Taritf for re-|
venue would meet the requirements of thiis country fails entirely as he
is attempung to assert a principle which has been disproved by the
United Stat-s and somc sixty or seventy other countries.

W.th respect to the charge made by Mr. King that if a Policy of
High protection were put into effect it would create violent discontent
in the Weust, no evidence was adduced by him in support of this con-
Mr. ‘Moighen admits that a protective tariff would not
ons ar sections. of the Dom'inion equally, he proves, 1!
y that it would be possible for his policy to taks care|
Gf those. sect.ons of the country which might labour under any gisabil-
ity, and T believe his assertion that the difficulties could be removed by|
means of iransportation facilities and rates, so that the products of one/
portion of Canada would f.nd- a market in the other portions of the|
country, and the costs of manufactured goods could be equalized
throughout the country. ,

I therefore find tha: Mr. King has not proved that a high tariff
rolicy will create any gr-at sectional differences, nor is there any
avidence adduced by him in support of his oft-repeated statement on
this poaint. 7

With regard tr the statement by Mr. King that there is no findus-
‘rial (- pression in this country, I find that the evidence produced from
ine Government records has abundantly proved the truth of ‘Mr. Meig-|4
ken's claim on this point, I question as to whether the high tariff would
werk hardships on the farmer as claimed by Mr. King. I am inclined
‘o give much mor: weight to the argument of Mr.,Meighen that there
ie no sense in letting the American farmer send his butter into this|
country by paying a duty of only four cents per pound, or a duty of
three cents per dozem on cegs, or three cents per pound on cheese or
$2.00 # ton on hay, while our farmers send the same products to the
United States paying eight cents per pound on butter, eight cents a

c¢ozen ‘on eggs. five cents per pound on cheese and $4.00 a ton on hay.

I ther¢fore must find that if the Canadian tariff o n these and other
articles was raised tO be on a par with the Tariff of the United States,
the Canadian farmer would benefit materially thereby.

I further f nd that on the stat: ments of their policies on the tariff
1ssue' as set forth by Mr. King and ‘Mr. Meighen as alove and on the
evidence and the (indings of fact, that Mr. King’s case wholly fails and
his case is therefore dismisstd.

Costs will follow the evert.

tention.. Wh

“BLACKSTONE J,”

Are you a Liberal?

Have you consisiently supported the 'Laurier-Fielding tariff policy?

Do you believe that Laurier and Fielding in their tarm policy were
working in the bes«l interests of Canada?

If you do you ought to vate against the King Government.

The King Government ig not following the Laurier-Fielding tariff
policy. It turned from that nolicy in 1924. Mr. Fielding's last budget
speech was made May. 11, 1923. In that speech he announced the Gov-
ernment policy of tariff stability. “The tariff” he said, “will be a mod-
erate tariff and probably as low as the country can afford to have un-
der present conditions.. . . . I think the country should be content to
accept the tariff a+ it will nnw stand as one as fair and reasonable as
ean be prepared under all the circumstances and business men should
he able to carry on their business enterprises without the fear of being
soon distarbed by further chunges.”

In a year the Government changed its policy. Mr. Fielding became
ill, his influence was gone. Mr. Robb’'s budget of 1924 put an end to|
any idea of tariff stability. It sounded the death knell of protection, sald |
tion, Mr. Stewart. It is only the beginning said Hon. Mr. Motherwell.
Mr. King's speeches in this campaign bear them out. The Liberal-Pro- |
gressive alliance in Ontario is another evidence. Official Liberalism in|
Simcoe is supporting Mr. Drury, the free trader who would buy our|
steel rails in Germany. In about forty constituencicg Liberals have n»
candidates and aré supporting the Progressives. There is 2o doubt what
they will do with protection.

If you are a Liberal and want to be consistent with yourself and
your party traditions you cannot support Mr. King.
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ARTHUR MEIGHEN,

according to the “New York Herald” is:
undramatic, precise.”

Whilst Vincent Massey says:—

‘I have a high personal regard for Mr. Meighen and admire his sin-
cerity and candour, and 1 respect his courage.”

In appearance:-—Tall, thin, pale, thoughtful, intellectual,

“Industrious, sober, thorough,

Educated in Canada, Toronto University and Osgoode Hall,
pure Canadian by birth and education and was at one time a farmer
Married and has several chi'dren. \ e
|

During the war was Cabinet Minister and a Crown Officer, The un |
pleasant duty of carrying out the conscription act fell on him. Be.nu
bis duty it was accepted and carried out unflinchingly as Wolfe, the
conqueror of Quebéc performed his duty and said “It' is no time to/,
think what is convenient or agreeable; that gervice is certainly the best|
in which we are most useful; for my part 1 am determined never to,
glve myself a moment’s concern about the nature of the duty which hlui
Majesty is pleased to employ me upon. I hope T shall conduct myself to |
meet with Hig Majesty’s approbation” Scourged by Quebec for rer(

reply

ing this duty, he has never been known to say an unkind word
TR T ——————
‘Miakeo few promises but if he gives his word, can be relied on to/
R
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Was lemler of Canada for two years,

Never boasts of past performances—preferring to let others do mi'"g..,‘
ng. %

Hbc"‘l‘ie-l&n Who Came Back.” Joitn N B -

o t the inspired policies of Cartier and Sir John A. Macdonald of Can-
B?““ aims alone can aid and save this country, [ VOte F or Canada I

#iccording to the “New York Herald’' is:
Bachelor,” inclined to be suave, drlmatlc and smug. ;

1 Educated at Toronto. Chicago and Harvard. Unlversitles, was a’
,pptqe of Sir Willlam Mulock. :

the United States and was omployed, by the efoller Foundation af'therefore the plain duty of everylour goods. we dal't/allow them to goitrade oraft came to.a  standstill,
remuneration during the years the United Btates wag mak- yoter to poll his vote for his own|Scot j f it oomm '
billions by keeping out of the war. During this time he studied econ- . % it g M (0 ki | o s B B

tling labour disputes. In the dark days of 1917
manity” in the introduction of which he makes
ifishnese and Self-conceit makes Human
ble to settle the Great
cotia.

In 1921 made many pmlectlon pmmkes. bm kept fow. .

§ | ¥ Boasts that ho will be proud to compare m inr record with that,pl
a heckler who asked the nquest|

Will be “The Rover.” . '

THE RAILWAY WORKERS i
OF CANADA.

T0

Dear Sirs: = o Rl ey o
I am credibly tnformed that a whispering. campalgn
is being carried on in the endeavor to misrepresent my views,
and the attitude of the Conservative Party, towards th-= C'an-
adian National Railway System and the Canadian Pactf' ic
Railway Company. o 3 (L

In order that there may be no doubt in your mind as
to where I stand on railway amalgamation, I give you my
personal assurance that I have never given the slightest sup-
port to it, and I will oppose, either in office or in opposition,
Parliament dealmg with the question of amalgamation, unless
as an issue to be placed squarely before the people at a future
election for their decision.

Increased population and traff' ic, and not amalgama-f

tion, are needed to solve Canada’s Railway problem. My
razlway policy is bound up with a reasonable and stable pro-
tective tariff, bringing with it prosperity and increased rail-
wdy earnings, thus assuring regular full time employment for.
Canadian railroad workers, as against short time now pre-
vailing in many branches of the railway service. . i

*

With my best wishes for a prosperous future,
I am, e | Ay

Yours very truly, |

i 7"'-"’.‘;,

| Liberst-Comvervative Wictory Comafttae, 390 By 8¢, Toromte §
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It does not follow that by adopt-|
ing this policy there will arise any
S— strife between us and other nations|
Historicus. which pursue thfs policy thcmselv-
l es8. To be consistent they are in

known as a 6ft. 1in.Evereything look
ed favorable until she got nndu'
way- and it became necessdry.
blow the whistle, when alas? the
iboat etopped. The story shows that
belng exactly of the same meastire-|
mx‘when the whistie blew the
had to stop. This whether a
fact or a fiction enmly mum-.m
the achievements Nk
craft in the 'Murmmes e mom-|the
ent the Liberal leaders tried to
sound their own whistle the free

PREMIER KING.

“neat, cbu‘bby. red- raced little] It should, and we trust will be|duty bound to endorse such a ipol-
the ambition of every elector at the|icy. For this and sound business
approaching election to vote for|reasons they will applaud us, and
Canada. 'While we all should feell!stand prepared to trade with us
‘d1sp0led to be friendly towards our'ln such commodities. as they need
T 'nelngrs. we are not called uponland we can supply. But we must,
in this contest to. promote their in-| with a view to. protecting our own

urs In 1914 went t0, terewt and meglect our own. l.t is|interests, sec that when they tax

Was Deputy Minister of Labour. for several

country. It is not hard to define,
methods of helping the United States to make more money byi where ywe stand. ‘Do we desire Nat-|but
{'he svas with Laurier” fonal progress and prosperity? [
ook no part in recruiting efforts. Wrote a’' hook “Industry and; we do, 'we should mark our ballots
the statement that— for the candidates who pledge them-
, Blindness quite , complete.!selves to butld up our industries
Qundhﬂ Strikes | h Alberta  and, Nova'and protect our own hearths and
& 'homes.Our neighbors are in no need
Jot our help when it comes to vot-
ing. They are well able to protect
themselves.
The Conservative candidates ane
|pledgett to strive for the upbufld.
Iu of

% % My. 1
21 Cal
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m&‘ do\m our: induc-

trlos, btn been described suffl
clently to inform every elector of
the facts dn, tull, and will find 1t| wiistle
a8y to “who to' vote for Can-
rvative policy ex-

|mrtetc that “her’s was a

] y

He went on to remark "I shail be
to compare [t with that of N un. 4 s y
o
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Ottawa that we do' not hlame Can-
ada—our gr count;
wrongs we have suffered, The sins
/ot the free trade Government must
fall on themgelves—on the
ary. engine.” It will ,be went flying
lin_pleces.on the 28th,
Nevertheless, it is well to be on
the alert in order to thwart any
shady tricks that ma,
trade|to in order to force

the country
Conservatives shouki endeavor to a
man to persuade the poop!e to

vﬁ,m Oauda.

the

“gtation:

bo
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