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hon. minister that very littie credit is due to
hlm or his department for thàt, for lie lias
done littie to deveop the market or edu-
cate the people to the proper method of
shipping these goods.

Now, let me make a few comparisons, and
1 hope 1 shall have the attention of the min-
ister while 1 rend these figures. I have here
a table showing the imports into Great Brn-
tain of certain lunes of produce, contrasted
with flic amnount sent by Canada :

Products.

Butter .... ........
Cheese .........
Eggs,.............
Pouitry ............
Bacon...... ......
Hams .............
Wheat .... ..... ...
Flour .............
Oats ... ... .......
Oatmeai ..........
Bariey ............
Cattle.............

Values
exported to

Great Britain
f rom Canada.

5,568,999
20,174,211

660,610
71,868

12,180,817
307,155

9,474,870
2,424,116

563,866
587,964
402,493

11,047,092

Values
exported to

Great Britain
frc in

ail Countries.

$
102,770,189
28,439,681
32,7ù5,460

15300,505
62,449,758
15,110,995

16rî,763,225
M35,325,187
18,133,784
2,222,085

34,853,120
47,383,989

Ouf of $578,000,000 worfli of agricultural
producfs imported luf o fthe Unifed King-
domn, we could ouly gef la $67,000,000 worfli
That is pracfically flic only market that
Is open tu-day fu the agriculfurai produu'fs
of the Domninioni of Canada, and unlcss wc
improve the transportation facilities, we
caituot cxpecf f0 dcveiop fl *ie agnicultural
htdustry of this country la fthe ianner
thiaf 've ouglif f0. Take for insfance the
embargo on Canatilian caffle-whaf lias the
ininister doue wîth refercace f0 that ques-
tion? Last year wc brouglit if up la the
Agriculfurai Coimmiffcc and passed a re-
solution uirging the 'Minister of Agriculture
to confer -with flic Ministers of Agricul-
ture of flic varlous provinces about going
f0 tlie old country and iaying our case lie-
fore flic British parliamient. But the min-
ister lins not, 1 suppose, made a move in
reference f0 that matter. Buit if was whis-
pered7 about flic House that when Sir
Henry Campbell-Bantîerman became pre-
mier 0f Great Britain, this wonderf ni ne-
formi goverament wvould revelutionize flic
eattie trade and sec fliaf tle embargo was
taken off. Sir Henry Canipheli-Banner-
man lias been la powen for inany monflis,
antd 1 do nof suppose flic minister lias made
an effort f0 remove fliaf stigina from Can-
adiati caffie. Now we have no objection
to Great Brifain profecting bier interests or
lier cattie, but wc do not like f0 sec a
stigma placcd upon the growiag cattle in-
dustry of flic Domittion of ýCanada like
this embargo whîceh fie ministen is practi.
cally doing nofhlng f0 remove. I sincereiy

hope that lie will miake 'a greater effort f0
remnove this embargo.

We have licard a grent deal about ex-
lierirnental farins, and I must sny that ive
have hieard sufficient this afternooa f0 show
that so far as the management of these
[tarns is conccrnced, ftle dry bones need n
shaking ni) ia that brandi of the depart-
aient, as well as ia iilany others. The
lion. memiber for Peel (Mr. Bila) lins told
us about flinnaner in which flic farmn is
kepf. WVlien you go up flic road approacli-
ing that farni you sec tumible down old
gnfeways, aîîd when you compare the ap-
proaclies and ail flic bclongings to those
of a fliorouglhly up-to-date tarmn, you mnust
conclud(e fiaf tlic experimiental farna la
Ottaw,%a is anything but a credif f0 Can-
ada . We have beeti urging upon the min-
ister f0 csfablisli experimiental fruit farias
la flic Niagara peninsuan; many of bis sup-
porters, f roat that district have been urg-
ing uipon hlim ftic importance of cstablisli-
ing cxl)eriiental tarins la flie Niagara dis-
trict, but flic inister lias paid no atten-
tion f0 their appeals. Ia our western peu-
insula. wýe have beeti urgiag upon hlm the
ilecessity. as lias tîte lion. nemiber for
Kent (Mn. Cîînenfs), 0f establishitîg a
experiniental station for tlic dcveiopmienf
of the tobacco industry, but the miaister
will nof listen f0 ftie appeals of fthe people
lu that respect. 1 do lielieve flie timie is
coining wvlicî flose people will make fhem-
selves hteard iii behaîf of flic dcvclopment
of industries iii thiaf part of flie couatry.
Aniother thing that we need is a separafion
of ftie Iepartiienfs of Fruit and Dairyiug.

Agi anti again the minister lias becal
urged f0 separaf e flic Dairy and Fruit De-
parfmnents but lic continues f0 keep them
unden one head. Urgenf requesfs have
been made to. the ittiister f0 effect titis
separation. Il0w cati lie expect that 'Mr.
Jiuddick cati give proper attention f0 fhe
fruit industry while at the saine finie lie is
exi)ected f0 give ful11 attention f0 the dairy
iitdustty?

Another itatter thaf flie Minister 0f Agri-
culture should take up is the freighf rates
on farmi products ieaving fthe port of Mont-
reai and ofliers 0f our ports. If hie will com-
pare the freiglit rates our farmers pay on
their producf s ouf of fthc port of Montreal
witli flose fliat flic American farmers pay
on their producf s ouf of the ports of Boston
and New York, ie will find thaf our tarai-
ers are iosing over $1,000,000 a year it
extra freiglits above what American farm-
ers are paying. The minister should look
laito this miatter anti investigafe flic causes,
and give proper transportation facilifies f0
our goods whieh are crossing the Atlantic.
The Department of Agriculture lins great
opportunities f0 develop fthc tarin lndustry
of thîs Dominion, but there is no departmcnf
that is so lackittg lu push anti encrgy as
the Department of Agriculture. I have flot
time f0 take up ail the maffers I wouid
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