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agreement have reserved the riglit to have
the matter settled i the first instance by
their respective parliaments. They draw atten-
tion to the fact that they cannot speak for
their panliaments, that legisIation may lia re-
quired to implemant the agreement, and that,
therefore, tliey cannot undertake to carry out
a promise thcy have given conditionally. But
suppose thay could make a promise; can
anyone say liow tliey are going to control i-
tensivenessi of cultivation aven if the areas
are kept tbe saine? And suppose tliese wlicat
importing countries were to reduce their tariffs,
tlie tariff being excessively higli, 180 par cent
in one case, tliey miglit bning down their
tariffs by a vcry large percantage, say 50 par
cent, witbout its liaving mucli affect so far
as Canada's wbcat exporte ara concerned. It
is for that kind of bargain we are to under-
take to lirnit wheat acreage in Canada, and
up to the presant tuae wheat lias been re-
garded as tbc very gold of our country, as
its most essential product. AIl our efforts in
past years bave bean towards lielping to settle
the prairies witli those wlio will grow grain,
because Canada grows the best wlieat in the
wonld.

I want to ask the Prime Minister a question
whicli is bcing asked tbrougbout the tlirae
western provinces. I know tbat this question
is being asked because I bappened to lic thare
at the time the wbeat agreement was being
discussed. By wbat autbority doas lie bind
this country in the matter of any agricultural
policy witbout allowing tbe House of Coin-
m one to bave a single word to say in regard to
it? That is the question western farmers arc
asking theniselves, and wbicli Canadians gen-
crally arc asking themselves. Wbat is tbe
good of baving a House of Commons if a
prime minister is to lie frac wbule abroad to
cal! together the representatives of different
countries and enter into an agreement on bie-
haîf of Canada whicli alters our wliole agri-
cultural policy and witliout the House of
Commons of Canada baving any say in
the matter one way or the otber? We bear
about cmergency measuras and the govarn-
ment liaving been given autliority to dcal
witli emergent conditions. How long is this
emergency goîng to last? It started in 1930
and everytbing donc in that ycar was along
emergency lines. The govcrnment liad. to be
given exceptional powers because there was
an emergency. The saine thing occurred again
in 1931, again in 1932, and again in 1933.
Now, in 1934, we are to have more emergency
measures proposed liy the government. Tbey
are proceeding as thougli tliey were an cxe-
cutive endowed witli special autliority because
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of an emergency equivalent' to war. It is
time we sliould realize that what there is
of an emergency in Canada bas arisen because
of the governnent's own policies. We have
this emergent condition because of the
policies the government lias been putting ini
force. Before new policies are decided upon,
this House of Commons should have the right
to diseuse them to the fullest possible extent.

I want to go a step further. How is the
agreement to be carried out? As 1 bave pointed
out, its ternms are absurd enough in theniselvas.
Some of the countries whicli have signed have
flot entered into any real obligation. There is
one country which lias refused to bie bound
in the mnatter of its exports. What country
is that? It is the country froni wbicb we have
been to]d we have the most to fear, namely,
Russia. Russia is to lie free to export to any
otber country, but Canada i3 not. Russia is
to lie free to develop lier wlieat lands while
the people wbo have settled upon our western
plains have to cut down their cuiltivation. I
ask if this is tlie way in which Canada is to
hold lier place among tbe nations of tlia
world? I ask is Canadian agriculture to lie
bandicapped to the advantage of agriculture
in Russia, of whicli we bave heard so mucli
from lion, gentlemen opposite?

Wliera did this idea, corne from? It is an
imitation of legislation whicb bas been enacted
by the country to tbe soutli. Tha United
States bas had a policy of restrictinýg produc-
tion.

M.r. MeINTOSH: Copying Washington.
Mr. MACKENZIE KING: Copying

Wazhington-imitating theni, however, in
regard to, tlie worst foaturas, and carefully
avoiding wbat to tbe agriculturists in tbe
United States is the best feature. Wliat is
the position in the United States? In that
country soincthing like eigbty par cent of the
wlicat grown is consumed within the country
itself. It is possible to regulate conditions
in the United States. Eighty per cent of our
grain is exported. Wliat lias the United
States donc? It bas placed a tax upon wlieat
milled in the United States and is giving the
proceeds of that tax to the farmars as com-
pensation for theïr loeses througli a reduction
in their areas of production. Is anything of
the kind proposed by the present administra-
tion? Are our fanmers to lic compensated?
Is tbe administration going to levy a tax in
some direction and give thec proceeds to, the
farmars of western Canada or of other parts
of the country whosc production areas are
be5ing rcduced? Arc they going to compensate


