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this country are asked to put their hands’

into their pockets for $416,000 per annum.

If we are going to buy those goods from -
Great Britain, let it be because British manu--

facturers can produce them as cheaply as
others. If we are going to pay any amount to
Great Britain, let us pay it to Great Britain
herself. She protects cur commerce on every
sea, and, if we wish to assist her, let us
contribute a ship to the navy or waike a
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same time,.our exports to the United States

-have declinred, while our imports have in-

creased year after year.

The MINISTER OF TRADE AND COM-
MERCE. By the National Policy.

Mr. POWELI. 1 do not care what did it.
The hon. gentleman is too keen a logician

‘not to know that his remarks are not per-

contribution in some such way : but to con--

tribute money to men whom we are to as-
sume to be lame and impotent, who are not
able to hold their ewn in fair competition
with the rest of the world, is absurd. Where

are all the arguments of the Minister of !

Trade and Commerce which be formerly

edvanced against protection and against

bleated protectionists ?

Where is his loud

complaint about the hundreds of millions of -
: giving the preferential tariff of last year, up

dollars that he, when in Opposition, said

went into the already too-full pockets of the

manufacturers ?

There is no sympathy for.

our manufacturers now, so we are going to

put the money into the pockets of the manu- g4rry | cannor make a definite reply to the

facturers of England.
The MINISTER OF TRADE AND COM-

tinent to the issue. The hon. gentleman
made the point, that reciprocity was needed
to secure export trade. My contention is
that under modern conditions that is not
true, and my contention is supported by the
results of trade in every part of the civilized
world.

Mr. McDOUGALL., I wish to inquire,
what amount of money was refunded to
countries outside of Great Britain for goods
that were imported subject to duty without

to the time it was decided to apply the pre-
ferential tariff to those articles 7

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I am

“hon. gentleman, in the absence of the Min-

“ister of Customs.

MERCE. Our taxpayers will get the benefit .

from getting goods at reduced rates.

Mr. POWELL. No, not at lower prices ,
but we will enable the British manufactur-

ers to get their goods in here. We will not

get the goods cheaper or get any benefit, but

the British producers will get the benefit:
and have that portion of our trade, and by

the amount of the reduction through the
preference ocur revenue Wwill be short.

I

would be untrue to my constituents, did 1:
in any way undertake or desire to deny our

right to help Great Britain along; but if

and let it be a fair business equivalent for:
the meed of protection she affords our com. SeRtleman said the preferential tariff would

inerce on every sea.

The MINISTER OF TRADE AND COM-
MERCE. As Great Britain takes two-thirds
of our exports, and is likely to take a great
deal more, and as there i8 no better axiom
in trade than that, if you want some one to
buy from you, you must buy from them, we
- will be encouraging trade with them and

assisting our own producers, too. It is clear
as daylight, that, if yocu reduce the tax on
a given article, the Canadian consumer /will
get the benefit of it. I know, of course, that
hon. gentiemen opposite do not care any-
thing for the interest of the consumers.

Mr. POWELL. The hon. geptleman says,
that, in order to have trade, we must buy
from those whom we wish to buy from us.
Hon. gentlemen opposite in this show the fal-
lacy of their whole argument., Our exports
fo Great Britaln have been roliing up by
leaps and bounds, and last year inereased
$17,000,000, while imports from Greatr Bri-
‘tain have, year to year, decregsed ; at the

Mr. POWELL.

I think the amount was
about $100,000 ; I make that statement sub-
ject to correction.

Mr. McDPOUGAILL. Then, about $100,000
was the necessary reduction under the i2%
per cent. It is understood that it cost the
country $100,000 for the Government to ad-
opt the plan adopted last year, by going
blindly into giving a preferential tariff only
to Great Britain.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. The only
difference hetween my hon. friend and my-
self is, that I do not agree that we proceeded

| blindly in this matter, but that we proceeded
we are going to help Great Britain, let us:
help, not the producers in Manchester or:
Sheffield but the British nation as a nation, |

with very intelligent sight, and accomplish-
ed what we desired.

Mr. MeDOUGALL. I understood the hon.

not apply to those other countries, and he
went into it blindly. If he had taken the
advice of the ex-Mipister of Flinance, who
told him that is was impossible to carry cunt
the plan as laid before the House arnd the
country, we would not have been obliged to
pay $1606,000. It would' have been better to
have induced the mother country to remove
the restrictions whick were subsequently re-
moved, and@ have thus saved $100,000. :

Mr. FOSTER. 1 hope the Minister of Fi-
nance will bring down a correct statement-
of the refunds paid, becaumse it will show
the amount we were cbliged to pay, and

' for which the people have got no benefit,

and which they had to pay for the blunder
of the Minister. Those goods were brought
in, they paid an increased duty, they wers
sold to the consumers on the basis of the
increased duty, and, after the consumer had
paid the full price, plus the dncreased duty,
it was found that the Govermment had to
put their hands into the Treasury to the
amocunt of §100,000 and make s present to



