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tariff. That is the business of the people of
the United States and Australia. 1 arn here
to attend to Canadian business; I arn here
to tell the Canadian government that I arn
finding fault with thein and flot with the
goverrnment of the United States or Australia.
The United States farmers rnake representa-
tions to congress that they want enacted sucb
and such a law. For instance, they say that
they want a duty of eight cents a pound im-
posed on butter going into the United States,
and congress goes to work and very wiseiy
gives their farmers the protection they want.
Legislaiion of this character is enacted at the
dernand of the United States farmer or the
,Australian farmer, and if that is a good prin-
ciple for the Australian or the United States
farmer, why is it not a good principle for
our Canadian farmer to pursue? W-hy would
the Canadian farmer nut be just as glad to
,put that extra three or four cents a pound
into bis pocket as the United States or Aus-
tralian farmer? I comnrmend those two gov-
ernrnents for doing what they are asked to do
.by the people who are int.erested in the dif-
ferenit industries, and they must be interested
or they would neyer have got that legiàlation
pa.ssad. The United States congress or the
Australian Commonwealth parliarnent are not
going to enact laws unless they are requested
to do so 'by people who are interestad in the
industry concerned.

I arn not arguing in favour of the abroga-
tion of the Australian treaty. I dlaim that
if the Austrailians, in their superior judgrnent
and wisdorn and by virtue of the fact that
they have men of greater-ability to repýresent
themn in the making of treaties, secure a
certain advantage over us, they are entitled
to it; but the agitation on this matter should
flot be allowed to, stop until we get tihese
public men out of the way and let soýme
person stap in who can make a treaty that
is equal aIl around. I have every sympathy
with inter-imperial trade, and I arn not going
to argue in favour of tihe abrogation of the
Australian treaty just because in it there are
certain thlings which sbould be corrected and
whicb we shall soon correct if hon, gentlemen
opposite will only let us get men of gond
judgmant in charge of the government of
this country.

Another reason why we sbould flot be too
anxious to ask for the abrogation of this
treaty is because certain of our people enjoy
advantages undcr it. For instance, our pulp
and paper men, our salmon canners, and also,
I tbink, manufacturers of certain automobile
parts and probably automobiles themselves,
enjoy substantial advantages in the Australian
markets and they are entitled to the advan-
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tages which Vhey enjoy in those different
lines of industry. If tbey require that in
order to make a littie better profit and to
stabilize their industry in this country, I arn
not going to argue that the treaty should be
abrogated and these advantages be taken away
from. thern just because the treaty is flot fair
aI around. If one set cf men can make a
treaty which is flot altogether fair, surely
another set of men with a littie better
judgment cao he got together to make things
fair and just to ail.

I want to read certain telegrams which I
bave recaived frorn the pulp and paper in-
dustry in British Columbia, a province of
which I have the honour to be one of the
representatives in this parliament. Both of
these telegrama protest against the removal
of their advantages under this treaty. I arn
pretty famiiliar with the Powell River Pulp
and Paper Company. No cornpany is hetter
organized than this. It treats its men fairly
and averytbing is done in an up-to-date
mannar. The empiloyees are providad with
aI the care and attention tihat they should
bave and nothing is left that could be
desired. Everything is providad for the
cornfort and convenien:ce of these men. On
the otber hand, the men realize this and they
bave every respect for the company for
whicb they are working. The compan3'
telegraqshs:

With reference t0 ssnendrnent to Speech frorn Throne
dpaling with the Austran treaty, we would urge
upon you that based on this treaty we are expending
corne eight million dollars in plant extensions hoping
f0 get our share of Australian business and abrogation
of treatv would be manifestly unfair particularly with-
out giving il a fair trial. We are satisfied that in-
vestigation wil
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disclose that the treaty is both favour-

able and valuable to Canada.

The other one is frorn the Pacifie Milîs,
Limitad, an organization of which I kn-ow
vary littie, but I know it is a bona fide pulp
and paper mili company. Wbaît I bave sýaid
with reference to the Powell River Pulp and
Paper Company would apply equally to
Pacific Mfilîs Limitad. I wvould caîl t ha at-
tention of the House to the following tele-
gram:

We are advised thst Mr. Donald Sutherland, M.P.
repre.sentg dairy inlerests contomplates amendment
to Ibrone speech criticising Australian treaty on ground
that such inlerests are be:ng jeopardized. You are
tliroughly farniliar with treaty naturally and have
fu:l access to custoros import figures and we are
latî,fied Ihat sny investigation will show that such is
flot the caýse. Further than that while the treety hes
onlY hecu operative four snonlhs the benefita to the
paper induslry and the country as a whole ao far
exreetl any slight disadvanlages Ihat any criticism et
this tine will do great harrn bolh in Australie and in
Canada.


