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more harin'ny in this House and through the
Dominion, and more prosperïty to ail.

I must admit, Mr. Speaker, thait I arn not
thoroughiy versed in farrning; we cannot ll
have that pleasure, and privilege, but I think
it ie generaliy adinitted that these new landsa
now being broken in for the production of
grain for export will nlot, in twenty years,
produce so much per acre. If that is so are
we not using up toa much of the virgin oil
of this country in the present generatian for
the purpose of exporting wheat to foreign
countries, when that land may be required in
fifty years or more for food for the com.ing
generatione? That should be also taken into
consideration.

Mr. YOUNG (Saskatoon): May I ask the
hon. member if he is now enunciating the
poiciy of the Conservative party?

Mr. BAKER: I -tried to enunciate the
poliicy of my party before touching this ques-
tion, but apparently I have not made myseif
clear. I would not like ta take the time of.
the House in going over it again, but àf my
hon. friend would dia me the honour of caming
to my room, to-morrow I would be. very
pleased to have a tali< with hifmn on the euh-

As I was saying, this question of the un-.
balanced production of whes. bas to be taken
into serlous consideratian. I hope I .have
the success of the wheat growîng industry as
muoh at heart as any Canadian, but if we
should grow no more wheat than we are
growing now, and in the rneaiïtime work out
a .policy whereby we could consume a greater
amount of our Canadian wheat at home, I
think we would he .proceeding in the right
direction. I have a number-of quotations on
UnitedStates wheat; everyone knows it i8
mnferior'in quaiity to Canadian wheat, but it
is quoted somnetimes as high as 15 cents a
buehel more than the Winnipeg market.

The pcoiicy I arn advocating for the bal-
ancing of trade in this country wouid give
protection to the wheat grower as weil as ta
everyone else; he would receive more money
for his wheat, which would benefit everyone.
Then again on this question of the over-pro-
duction of wheat, *e muet remember Russia;
supposing Ruïssia should become sana? She
is. on the road to sanity now, and what about
wheat when she gete back to normal? I read
the other day of a shipment of 80,000 tractea
frorn New York to Russia, which were paid
for by cash. If the wheat filds of Russia
are openedc up I presurne we cannot produce
wheat as cheapiy as it can be produced in
that country. They are in close proximity

to England, and England will buy where she
can get the grain the cheapest; then where
sha~ we find a mnarket for our wheait? The
United States wi1l not take it; Russia wiii be
suppiying England, and what are we going ta
do with our hundrede of millions of bushele
of surpflus production? Why nlot sSe that
possible trouble ahead and stop now this ex-
cee production? Let the grain grower es
the true hlght and start ta build up a home
market in Canada, Iooking forward ta that
possible menace in the future. I calJ that
good bueinesi. Do nat wsit until the trouble
cornes, and then ssy: Oh well, we useci to send
ail our wheat ta Europe but Russen has the
market to-day. And we muet rernember that
there is the Argentine aiea suppiying wheat
to the world's market. The standard of liv-
ing in these campeting countries je low. car-
pared with ours, and what are yau going to
do then? The one saivation for the western
wheat grower, andi he is carning ta see it, is
ta buiid up sa home market in this country,
and that, je the policy advocated by the Con-
servative party.

There are many viewPoints of protection,
but I would like ta give a quotatian you have
aà heard before very aften; ta my mind it
is sO good that I do not thinc anyone can
hear it toa aften or dwell upan it toa much.
It je a quatatian fram Abraham Lincoln, and
it je good. He was more modest than we
are; he diýd nat presume ta know very much
about protection. Hie said:

I do flot know much. about tariffs, but 1 do know
this much. When we buy gonds from a foreign country,
we get the goods and the foreigner gets the money;
but when we boy gonds at home, we get both the
goods and the money.

I think it would be a gooci thing ta have that
framed as a motta and sent ail aver the
country ta be hung on every mnan's wall.
There are ather people that have ideae on
protection, for example the Prime Minister.
Hie gave utterances ta same of those ideas
in this Huse on April SOth, 1925, as reported
at page 2656 of reviseci Hansard. The Prime
Minister said on that occasion that what the
cauntry needs 4e protection far the women.
Weii, ta that extent I agree with hirn. But
when he tailke about his knawledge af pro-
tection for women he aught ta discuss the
question a littie with some of us grandfsthers
in thie House. We who have mothers, sisters,
wives, andi marrieci daughters ought ta knaw
a little mare about protection af women than
the Prime Minister doee. The right hon.
gentleman says there shouici be protection for
wamen. H1e je right but the protection the
housewife wants is ta know that her man is
going ta have a job and whether he je going


