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United States for shipment to Great Britain.
The answer-and I want my western friends
te take heed of this--was this: "There is the
iaw; these are the regulations." It was nlot
for 'my riýglt hion. friend to inferpret them,
hie said. Why? Because the conditions under
whicli our Canadian wheat may be consig-ned
to G3reat Britain wili be regulated flot by the
Prime Minister of Canada but by the old
country, and there is nothing in the agree-
ment te safeguard our wvestern productrs in
regard te wheat consigncd througli a port in
the, United Stae..

I corne now te another fatal, another tragc
omission frorn this agreernent. Have hon.
members read carefuliy article 1 of flic agree-
ment between Canada and the motherland?
Thcy will find, if fhey will give it a relentlcss
scrutiny, fhat there is in the first clause no
guarantee for the Dominion of Canada of a
preferential margin in regard f0 a single one
cf the items mentioncd by the Prime Minister
of Canada at page 117 cf Hansard. W-hat,
does that mean? It means that ail this boast-
ing and braggadocio about the superiority cf
the riglit hon. gentleman when 'if cornes te
bargaining results in tiisadvantage te this
country, for fhe fact, is that fhe old country
delegates absolutcly defeated him in this re-
gard. What does Canada get? A mere
shadow-

An hion. MEMBER: You don't believe if.

Mr. MACKENZIE (Vancouver): I will
give fheclhon, gentleman fthc proof in a
moment. Let me quote from an article flint
appeared in flic Montreal Star on flic 23rd
day cf September cf flic presenit ycar-an
article inspireci by hon, gentlemen in flie
administration cf flic Donminion cf Canada.
Wiaat does it say in regard te article 1:

The reports which have disturbcd Ottawa
stafesînen-

I presurne fliat refers te flic administration.
-- are te flic effeef tliat the Britishi govcrrnent
r'îi:es ftie iiew that exccpf wifh regard tu
whlcat. copper, fisli, a sbestes and a fcw more
items iii respect te whicli if deflnifely tied ifs
bîands if is free te extend te foreign ceunfries
tlic general free enfry into flic Britishi market
which flic domninions now enjoy uncler flic
rnpert Dufies Acf.

Section 1 is then quotcd, andti li article
procceds:

The fereg'oing section just quofed sirnply
liinds flic Llnîted Kingdom. Tliey arc said to
lie contending te continue free cnfry te flic
overseas dominions, nef te restriet if te lim
alone. . . . Manifestly from flic Canadian view-
p)oint a preference whici flic rest f ec world
rould sbare is ne preference at ail. Its value
woîîld tli'appcar the mnoment if w-as made
geacral.

[MIr. 1, A. AIackenîzi,.]-

In conclusion, flic article states:
If is confendcd fhiaf the dominions inusf

continue te receive their present margin cf
preference over any arrangement whicli ray lie
made unlcss flic spirit, if nef the bond, of flic
conference itself [s te lie violated.

I have reason te bolieve that this article
was inspircd by flic present administration.
And wliat is the conclusive proof tlhat tliis
government cf Canada, af flic conference,
did net maintain for our Canadian exporters
a prefcrential margin for oui experts into
tlie United Kingdom? Here is flic proof.
On flic 21sf day cf October last ftic British
government passed legislation witli respect te
these very items mentioned by flic Prime
Minister; and what did tliey do? Tlioy clid
net est ablisli a maximum preference, as in
orne items, cf 50. per cent, but a maximum

rate cf 33,1 per cent, and for a period nef of
five ycars but cf two years. That proves fliat
within the four corners of this agreement
fliere is ne preferential margin; there is frec
entry~ but nofhing te restrict ftic complete
freedoni cf the British people te grant frce
entry te any nation in flic world as well as te
this dominion. Sir John Simnon, flic British
Foreign Secrefary, speaking four or five days
age in flic Britishi parliament, sfated that there
wvas nothing in the Ottawa agreement te re-
strict flic freedomn cf the old country in re-
ducing taxation se far as f ariffs affecfing other
counftries are concerned. Trhis means that as
regards this much-beasted free enfry of ccir
goods info flic United Kingdem, a provision
flic significance cf whieli, the Prime Minister
tells us, if is impossible te ever-estimate,
really amounts te nothing. The riglf lion.
gentleman lias failed us, for flic provision is
net fliere; if is net f0 bie focînc in flic agree-
ment. He lias failed us, lie lais faicci lais own
parfy, ho lias failed the people of Cainada in
dais matter.

Being modest, Mr. Spcaker, 1 wisla te place
on record cafegerically about focirteen objec-
tions I have te this vicious and iniquitous
docunment. And rnay I say te the riglit lion.
gentleman opposite that there is ne one in
Canada, there is ne one in this parliament whe
would have greater pîcasure this affernoon in
standing op in this lieuse and scîpporting fhese
agreements than I shouid have, did tliey pre-
serve flic national integrify and fiscal
autonerny of Canada, and were flicy con-
clucive te the proper andi free andi cnfctfered
(levelepmcnt of flic empire. But, Mr. Speaker,
1 feel flic pull cf a double loyaity. I had flie
thrilling emnotion in a little village in flic
norfla western higlilands on Juiy 21 last, cf
lisateningý, tliousands of miles a'vay, te flic


