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list, as would hava saved us from. the impo-
sition of the duty on cocoa, which
alter ail, ls a inatter of sanie importance
to a very large nuruber of our people. A
trade arwangemlent that has i it -no more
element of benefit to the people of Can-
ada than thiis arrangement his is net one
tibat je deserving od the cosumendation or
endorsation of Parliament.

1 would like to know why when Canada ie
to-day-giving the West Indies a 33b per cent
preference, it was necessary i the negotia-
tion of this agreement to provide for an ap-
Parent limitation of 20 per cent. We now im-
port these goods at a 33à per cent prefer.
enoe, anid we hope to continue doing so. le
it because we have tu power a Government
so wedded to the isa of higher tariff that
in mnaking this anasngeiment they were
bound to protect their principles Sa that
whenever they saw fit ta remova that 33*
Per cent advantage whioh the consumer
now bas they would ha free ta do 'it without
violating the agreement? It ie a protec-
tion ai protection. le it in the minde of
eux hion. friende that they are goinig t'O
establish a limit of Imperial trede prefer-
enca of 20 per cent, ýand that this Wet
Indian -agreement je the foreaunner of an
Irnperial 'preference of 20 per cent inaeta
ùf W3 per cent? If there je na such pur-
nose behind this 20 .pere cent arrangement,
for what xeaeon has it been placed npon
the statute-book? If it, je not merely a
deciaration that has no effect it muet imdi-
cate -an intention on the part of the Gov-
-ernment to canetitute 20 per cent the limit
of preference that will be given under our
customa tariff hereafter. Is that the reasan
whV this very reasrkable treaty has been
made in auch a marner that Ait ineffec-
tive 40o benefit f he tiada of Canada but
effective ta Iay additional burdens on the
people of Canada?

()n section 5--ReOtrictions, control of rates:
Mr. PIJGSLEY: It is etated in the New

York papers that the Government have
corne to atn arrangement with the Cana-
dian Pacific railway for a West India eer-
vice for a sum of $400,000 a year. Ras

-such an arrangement been con.cluded with
the Canadian Pacifie Tailway?

Mr. FOSTER: I have already stated that
no conclusion huas been corne to. If a con-
clusion had bean arrivad ut I would have
heen able to announce it this afternoon.

Mr. PUGSLEY: It would ha important
that the committee ehould have a state-
ment of the terme which the Government
propose to exact from the steamship coin-
panies. What are the services in regard
to which tenders have been called for?
Befoae we dispose of this matter and he-
fore the Government entere into an agree-
ment this committee ought to have some
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information. After the bargain is once
made and an agreement entered iito with
a steamship company for a number of
yeare it will be t.oo late for mambers to
exprees their views, it will be of no advan-
tage to do sa, whereas if we had the iii-
formation befoTehand we might be able
to make sama suggestions that would ha
entitled to somne -consideratioh. I would
like my hion. friand te inform the Houee,
not now, but on the third reading, as t<>
the proposad requirements cf the service.
I think that a greut miestake hua been madea
ini the past in insisting upon a combined
service to St. John and Halifax. The only
way to muke this service a îuccees ie t.
have it direct from Halifax and direct from.
the port of St. John. It je utterly absurd
ta my mind to requira steamere te make
both porte. You 'will neyer have a âatis-
fuctory service under thosa conditions.
May I ask my hion. friand, if, on the third
reading, hae will giva information to the
House es te the conditions of the proposed
service in respect te which tenders have
been called.

Mr. FOBTER: I shaîl try to, do thai,
though I cannot say positively. 1 want ta
settle that matter bafora I lave, and I
shall give ail the information te the Housa
that I can. If I amn able te give it on the
thirid reading I shall ba very glad.

Mr. PUGSLEY: There je one othar mat-
ter. Under this agreement the Gavernor
in Council is te -have the power to issue
a proclamation providing that, in ordar
te enjoy the preferential rates contained
in the traaty, -the goods must ha brought
by steamship direct to a Canadian port.
I want te know whathar my hion. friand
s prepared ta hold out an axpectation

ta this Housa that thatý proclamation -will
issue at an early data, or whathar it ie
simply put there with a view te providing
somathing that may ha brought into affect
in the distant future. Is it bons fide in-
tended ta issue that Proclamation in the
nar future? What the People of St. John,
Halifax and the St. Lawrence ports want
ta know he wltether Mk ie intended ta go
an conducting this business batwaan Can-
ada and the Wast Indies thraugh fareign
ports, or whathar nt an early date there
is ta ba a bona. fide and energatie dater-
mination f0 limit this prefarenca ta goods
brough't through Canadian parts.

Mr. FOSTER: Many years aga, I find,
thera was enazted sncb a Provision as this
i the Customs Tariff Act. It rmade:

On a.nd after a, dat-e ta be ne&med by the
Governor 'in Council, in A Proclamation pub-
lished in the Canada Ga>rtte, the British
preferential taritf &hall apply onIy to goodisbrought iato Canada ýby ship direct ta a
Caneadian seap>ort.


