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This fiscal revolution lias another bear-
ing. While it did not kili reciprocity, it
did kili in my judgment the policy of
mutual preferences within the empire.
May I remind the Government that one of
the things they did last year was to pass the
West Indian treaty. What has happened to
that treaty as a resuit of the fiscal changes
in the UJnited States? The Minister of
Trade and Commerce said to the delegates
from the West Indies: We will help you by
giving you one-fifth advantage on sugar over
the rest of the world. President Wilson
comes along and says: Little Canada away
to the north is going to give you one-fifth
advantage on sugar. I will do more than
that for you, 1 will give you a ninety mil-
lion market, fifty per cent off, and free sugar
within three years. What becomes of your
preference then, and the charge against
the Opposition that we wasted time last
session? That West Indian treaty is a piece
of waste paper to-day. Their sugar will
naturally go into the United States. Take
the case of wool. What preference can we
offer to Australia upon bier wool, wbich is
lier staple product? The fact is mutual
preferences within the empire are only
possible so long as the other countries of
the world remain protectionist and Britain
stands for free trade. Great Britain shows
no sign of deserting f ree trade, but the
moment the other countries of the world
desert protection there is no possibility of
mutual preferences witbin the empire. And
the fact that my right hion. friend advocates
mutual preferences within the empire,
shows that in bis trade outlook bie is a
benighted protectionist.

I want to say a word or two in regard to
another matter which is of vital and imme-
diate moment to the people in the part of
the country come froîn, and through theni
to the whole of Canada, a question which
is raised in an acute forain by the rearrange-
mient of the United States tariff. I refer
to the question of free wheat.
If I wanted to impress iîpon them the im-
portance of it, I should cail their attention
to the fact that the Argentine Republic
bias alreaýdy availed itself of the United
States' offer, and this I take, to be a most
vital matter for the Government of this
country. 1 arn surprised that my right
hion. friend the Prime Minister had notbing
to say upon this subject. If we want to
increase the prosperity of this country we
cannot do it by putting a paragraph in the
Address referring to our boundless resources.
As niy right bon. leader said: you have to
develop these resources and you xvifl only
develop them if you show yourselves acute
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enough business nmen to contend with your
competitors in the Argentine and elsewhere
for the niarkets of the world. I put it to
the Government that the Argentine Gavera-
ment have already shown that tbey know the
value of the offer of the United States and
have availed themselves of it. What is the
position of tbe Government of Canada?
Echo answers, What? I wonder if they
know their ow-n position on thîs matter.
The fact is that tbey have two positions.
Tbey had one in Manitoba six weeks ago;
there is no doubt about that. Mr. Harvey
Simpson, the Conservative member of the
Legislature, was no doubt in communica-
tion with the most prominent member of
this Government before bie ýdared to put that
resolution in favour of free wheat upon the
table of the Manitoba House. That resolu-
tion bias been carried by the political friends
of the Government and carried unanimously
iii a Conszervative House.

Mr. E. 'M. MACDONALD: Did Roblin
vote for it?

Mr. CLARK: Presumably, Sir Rodmond
Roblin must bave voted for it, because it
wvas carried unanimously. There are some
other friends of my bon. friends opposite
who came dow-n fromn Alberta, and there is

no possibility of them successfully denying
the fact that they came also voicing the
opinions of Western Conservatives as well
as Western Liberals, to ask for free wheat.
But this Government is a g-overnment of
dissolving views; not only a government of
ýdissolving views, it is a government af
double views hecause the saine Minister of
Public Works wbo said to the Manitoba
Conservative legislators: -ask for free wheat;
lie apparently said to the legislators from
Alberta: don't ask for free wbeat. In
the presence of sncb a peculiar spectacle I
amn surprised that the Prime Minister did
not give us some ligbt upon this subject,
and I certainly tbink we ought to bear from
the Government and hear fromi the Guvern-
nient at once: wliether in this country we
have not statesmen as acute-minded, or at
any rate as resolute as the statesmen of the
Argentine Republie. Personally I eannot
understand the Government besitating a
moment in this inatter; that is to say, if
they are actuated purely by a desîre to do
what is best for Canada. Many arguments
that were used in regard to the reciprocity

pact of two years ago do not apply ta this
miatter at ail. This question is flot now part
of a large general agreement; it cannot be
argued that it interferes with our fiscal
inidependence. We simply have to take the


