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the present treaty an obvious disability which
applies to one and a not unimportant section
of this country. To that end I propose to
address my remarce.

It has been stated with apparent truth that
in taking the position we do we are acting in
a manner inconsistent wtih former protesta-
tions made in the house and the policies which
have always been believed in, always been
advocated by the organisation wh'ich nomin-
ated us and which was instrumental in send-
ing us here. But I think that objection is
founded upon two misapprehiensions. The
first is this as to the attitude of the farmer,
the western farmer included, towards tariff
and protection. I have heard i the house
during the last few days a great deal of loose
talk concerning the attitude of the farmer
towards protection. I have heard it stated
on the one side that hie is unequivocaily op-
posed to protection of any kind. I have
heard it stated on the other that he je himself
rapidly becoming a protectionist. I have
heard it etated that no formi of protection on
any clese of farmi goods can at any timie or
under any circumstances be of advantage to
him. If such were the case, naturally no
objection could be taken to the discrimina-
tion displayed in this treaty.

To my mind we have to analyse the situa-
tion a good deal more cl'osely than that.
The farmers' organisation to which. I belong,
the farmers throughout western Canada, so
far as I know, have taken and do take ground,
which I have taken and stiil hold, that as
regards the system of protection as a whole
the disadvantages aocruing to agriculture very
greatly overbalance any possible advantage
that might be derived from that system. I
also talce the ground, which I think ie borne
out by the obvious facts, that a tariff placed
against the entry of farm produotswhen farm
products of a similar nature in this country are
upon a definitely export basis, such as wheat,
for example, can be of very little value to
any Canadian farmer. But I have neyer
heard it successfully argued that a tariff pleced
against the entry of farm goods the produc-
tion of which in this country is not upon
an export basis, but ie wholly consumed in
Canada, can have any other effeot than that
of advantage to the Canadian fermer. That
je why I say that we muet analyse the situa-
tion, take each particular phase of it bY
itself and consider it on ita menite. In that
way we are neither compromising nor depart-
,ing from our belief that, taking the protective
systera as a whole, its disadvantagee are
greatly in excess of its advantages so far as
the farmers of this country are concerned. We
are not deperting from our formerly expressed
opinions when we state that no tariff placed

upon farmn goode when farmn goods of a similar
naiture ini this country are on an export basis,
can be of any value, but we state-and as I
say I thinlc it ie borne out by the faota-that
a protective tariff upon farm goode that are
flot upon an export basis, that are flot pro-
duced in such sufficient quantities as to meet
the full requirements of the home markcet,
must of necessity bie of ad'vantage to the Can-
adian fermer. Thoit is the position taken in
regard to protection by the farmers of this
country. I am flot saying et this moment
that because of that feet the fermers either
sbould asic or are justified i asking for that
protection. But we should analyse the situa-
tion and confine ourselves to actuel fecte
when deflning protection as it affecte the
f armer.

I have been a member of the farmere'
organization i Alberta foir well over twenty
years, ever since its inception, and I presume
I can speak as well as any other man for
the principlee of that organization and for the
motives which led to its formation. I have
one definite faot in mind, a f act wfbidh formed
the basis of ail our arguments when our
organisation was first constituted, a fact which
is as dominant and true to-day as it was
then, namely, that the great impelling motive
which drew the farmers of the west together
in thisorganisation wae that they found in
the laws, the fiscal policy of this country, the
farmers were not placed on a basis of equality
as compared with those engaged in other li-
dustries. They reserÀted that and they banded
themeelves together in order that they, to-
gether, could accomplish what they could
not achieve igly, namely, place themselves
on that basis of equality as regards fiscal
policies, commercial business, finacial position
and legislative influence. That was w'hy they
came together and for that purpose they were
organized.

If we bear that in mincI, in what position
do we find ourselves to-day i relation to the
Australian treaty? Can any hion. gentleman,
no matter how he may support this treaty,
no matter how beneficial he may flnd it in
respect of Canada as a whoyle--and I admit
at owie I amn glad to, say it le beneficial to
Canada as a whole-cay that in. its very basis,
its very terme, its very nature, the treaty is
flot an appioation of unequal policies as re-
gards farming and other industries in. this
country. In its ve!ry terme, its very basie, it
violates the poliey of equality for which we
banded ourselves together and sets up the
very policy of iequa-lity which we were deter-
mined Vio eradicate. I can mue iro inconeistency
in our position in that regard.

We find oursebves faced with a new set of
conditions. Every-one in this country knows,


