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diCated that he tbougbit the people of Can-
ada were an the wbole satisfied with the
existence of the embargo. I have before
me bis woeds and this part of Uis utter-
ances is as follows

H1e acceptefi bis colleague's statement-

That was a statement contained in a des-
patcb wbich I had the honour of recom-
mending to council and whicb was sent for-
ward througli usual chann-els to the imperial
goverrament.

He accepted bis colleague's statement that
Canladians were not sattsied and would like the
Aoet repealed, but this could flot be the unani-
mous opinion in Canada for the Department of
Agriculture of the Nortbwest Territories de-
clared ia 1902 that the prohibition of the ad-
mission of Canadian live cattie juta Eng'land
might prove to have beon a blessing in disguise
in developing feeding and ýthe dead meat traýde
of Canada.

1 looked Up the refereice ln the report of
the Department of Agriculture of the North-
west Territories and 1 found a paragraph in
the report of 1902, page 55-56 whieh reads
as foltows

Of course, opinions differ as ta whetber or
flot the embargo is a blessing ln disguise. Some
very excellent authorities state that the final
effect of the embargo will be to force the
Canadian farýmer Into grain finishiag ail cattle
be-fore export, aad that it will also bave a ten-
dency ýta hasten the development of the dead
meat trade. If eltber of these predictions is
rea:lizeýd, and ýthere seems to be every reason
wby they should be brougbt about, we may
welil characterize the action of the British au-
thorities in this matter ss a 'blessing in dis-
guise.'

Tbat utterance migbt perhaps justify the
statement of the Minister of Agriculture
the right bon. Lord Onslow, at Youbil, on
February 8, 1905. Lord Onslow bas sinice
ceased to be Minister of Agriculture, aqnd
bas been succeeded by the righttlion. Aylwln
Fellowes.

I venture to tbink that statement la the
'report of the Agriculture Department of
the Northwest Tereitories would not meet
witb gencral aceeptance even la the North-
west Territories, and stili less in other parts
of Canada. 1 venture ta think that while
some people may desire to develop the dead
meat trade, a very laudable desire, while
sorne people mav consider tbat it is better
for us la Canada to grainfinish our cattlc
aad send them to 1England fully ready for
siauglter-also, a very good opinion and
one in -which 1 share-still that dces not
prevent uis froni secing that the embargo is
a detrirnent to the Canadian cattle trade and
ta the procducers of cattle in Canada. It
is true, 1 believe at any rate. that we ouglit
ta devclop a dend meat trade wvith England.
It le truc, 1 beliex e, that it is in the ti-
terests of the Canadian farmers that cattie
sent to England should bc fililsbed to the
biighest state of perfection before tbey are
sent, but even so, as f ar as the live trade
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la cattie Is concerned, the embargo require-
ment tbat our cattle should be slaughtered
at the port of landlng and within ten days,
is and always will be, a detriment to our
live cattie trade. Whether the cattle arrive
in perfexct condition or not. the fact that
they requise to be slaughtered at the port of
u3ntry limits themn to those particular local
markets. If the animal arrives in Liverpool,
it must be slaughtered there, it cannot be
sent to Leeds, Birmingham, Bradford or any
other market. iat Ilmits our market to
the ports of landing. In the second place
it hias to, be slaughtered within ten days.
That limits our owners to ten days' choice
as to the date of siaugliter and as to the
conditions of tbe market. In addition ta
that frequently our animais arrive la Eng-
]and after stormy voyages la a condition
!l which they are flot fit for immediate
siaugliter and they ouglit to be either put
at pasýture or fed for more than eight days
before they are fit for slaugbter if tbey are
to obtain the bese price. Under these cir~-
cumstances and from these points I think
that whether we develop a dead meat trade
or a live meat trade, the embargo is a de-
triment to our trade and a financial injury
f0 the people of Canada.

Certain statements have been ruade ia re-
gard to the course of this unfortunate ai-
fair. I must compliment the hou. gentle-
man from Montreal (Mr. Biekerdike) wlîa
lias given us a very coaetse and succinct
bistory of the occurrences. My boa. friend
fram Bruce (Mr. P. H. McKenzie) who pro-
posed this motion als> gave us a good deal
of valuable information. I arn going f0
confine myseif therefore entirely to the
preseat condition o! affairs and say a few
words simply on these points. In the
first place I regret to say that one imperlal
Miaister of Agriculture nfter another, first
tbe RiglitHon. Mr. Hanbury, second the
Riglit Hon. Lord Onslow, and tbird the
Iliglit Hon. Aylwin liellowes, bave each
and ail of tbemn declared most emphatically
tint as long as tiey and tbeir goveraiment
remnain la power the embargo shall not be
removed. Far be it from me for a moment
to enter into politicail colatroversy or poli-
tical struggles in Eugland. I tbiak we in
Canada would reseut it if the British people
w-ere to express opinions upon our political
questions bore for tic purposeo f infi 'uencing
aur elections. I tbercfore feel tint I must
s1)eak with the greatest roserve and care
ti this matter because at tie preseuit tirne,
witb tic political struggles that are going on
la Englaad, tbils question is undoubt-
cdlv a boue of contention la tbe political
arjna. Wfat I say therefore I wish to bave
it fairly understood le not being said in any
party way or sense as regardsýthe palitical
struggle lu En~gland to-day. Lt applies niot
ta tile presenit governieOt, not ta any future
goveriiifent but to the action o~f the people
thore. I alm not going to attribute motives
ais ta the reasons wby the embargo is re-
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