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The Address-Mr. Fraser

This telegramn expresses the attitude af these
gentlemen to the amendinent now before the
House in sa far as it relates to the Australiýan
treaty, and they have a perfect right ta state
their views on the stibjec't as emiphatically as
they can. It is, I think, exceedingly proper
that they shaiild be alive to, their own in-
terests and they are ta be onmended for the
activity they display in Iaaking after those
initerects when they fear that the privil-eges
they enjay in this country are threatened. Ta
that extent they have my entire sympathy.
I da flot want it understood, for a single mo-
ment that I arn advocating the abrogation af
the treaty ta the detriment of the pulp and
paper indÜstry in Canada. But I da want ta
ask these gentlemen, in British Calumnbia a
very pertinent question. They derive some
benefit from the treaty; they enjay a certain
profitable trade because of ite operation. Very
well; but do they expeet the dairymen af
Canada to pay for the privileges they enjoy?
Wihy deprive the dairymen of this Dominion
of the saine privileges that are extended to a
particular àndustry? On the floor of this
buse the o'ther night the Minlater of Agri-
culture (Mr. Motherwell) iniformed us that
we produced in. Canada saine 275,000,000
poumds of butter af which. he said we exported
25,000,000 pounds. That left a total af 250,
000,000 pounds which we sold in the local
market. Now I thinc 1 have already estaib-
lished the fact that the inequaldity in the tariff
under this t-reaty, since it bas corne into force,
lias -been responsible for a reduction of 3
cents per pound in the price af butter in
Canada. No ane oen deny that.

Saine han. MEMBERS: No.

MT. FRASER: Han, gentlemen apparently
do nat follow me. At any rate, that is my
contentian and while I shaîl not stop here to
argue the point I state, what is a fact, that
we selI at home in Canada 250,000,000 pounds
of butter, in regard ta which the producers
have suffered -a laus of 3 cents per pound be-
cause of unfair camnpetitian. That works out
at a -total of $7,500,000 which these gentlemen
in British Columbia, if their demanda are
acceded ta, waul-d have the dairymen of Cani-
ada lose, as in fact they have already lbat it.
The pulp and paper people of British Column-
bia are very praperly looking ta their own
ixterests; but wby shauld the dairymen of -the
Dominian stand a laus of $7,500,000 in arder
ta proteet thase intereats? Why net let us al
get in bine and give ta the dairymen the
samne advantages that are extended te the
Dulp and paper interests?

Mr. DUSSAULT: Is the hon, gentleman
multipbying the 25,000,000 by 3?

Mr. FRASER: I am multiplying the 250,-
000,0100 by 3. The 25,000,000 we export. The
hon. member daea net understand my argu-
ment. I suibtracted that 25,000,000 from the
total production because the 3 cents per
paund couid noît apply te what we exiported
but onby ta the quantity cf the product sold
at home; and I contend that an that 250,000,-
000 paunds of butter the farinera would have
received 3 cents per pound beas under te
aperation af the Australian treaty than they
gat. I do not think that anybody is a.rguing
that the tariff will prateet us at aIl in our
export business.

Mr. DÙSSAULT: Doeg the han. meniber
contend that 4,000,000 pounde of butter in-
ported in-to this country wilb fix the price of

25,000,000 or 250,000,000 pounda?
Mr. FRASER: Where do you get the

4,000,000?
Mr. DUSSAULT: That is what we have

imported.
Mr. FRASER: I think my hon. friend in

altogether on the wrong track. The prie
obtained in the home market ia governed net
by any quantity of exports but by the extent
of the tariff protection afforded; and, as I
have aaid, the dairymen have bast 87,500,00
on the butter sold at home as a result of a
reduction in price of 3 cents per pound. Let
me impress upon the governnxent as well as
upan these gentlemen out in British Colum-
bia titis fact, that the dairymen of the Do-
minion have as effectuably last that $7,500,000
as thaugit a gang of men had shot their eows
or burned their buildings or rifled their safes.
That is virtuabby what has been dons ta the
daîrymen of this country, for you might just
as well injure thein one way as another. Now
I ask in aîl fairneas, I ask hon. gentlemen rep-
resenting these pulp and paper interests, is it
right, is it fair that aur dairymen should be
sacrificed in order ta protect athera? I do
nat think that we can stand for that.

And do nat let hon, gentlemen run away
with the idea that aur dairymen are the only
ones who have suffered under this treaty. My
hon. friend from West Kootenay (Mr. Esling)
the other night pointed 'out that the fruit
industry had been hit hard, and titis applies to,
all branches of fruit growing. There are
numerous branches of that ans industry alons
which have suffered; and in addition ta this
the treaty has affected the vegetable growsr,
the truck gardener, the honey producer, and
the hog raiser, for the tariff under the treaty
certainly diseriminatea against Canadian lard.


