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had not been loyal once upon a time, but member for Russell (Mr. Edwards) and
they had become loyal. He said that he was myself have a splendid accession this aftter-
almost going to be killed because he was noon to our radical views. Witli lis free
loyal. That could not have been attempted trade notions, and with his loyalty, he will
except by disloyal men, and I am sure he make a follower of which any leader in
would say that none of his political friends Canada might well be proud. It just shows
are disloyal. There is more than one way the nonsense that is being spoken. Now,
of hinting at a thing that an hon. member 've are agreed upon that, that is to say that
does not want to state openly. in the trade of a country 10 'er cent of a

There are just one or two points in the reduction in the tariff paid by the people
hon. member's address to whicl I wish to niakes no difference. Follow it Up ln any
eall attention. I may have misunderstood business you like. Is there an hon. gentle-
him, and if so, I wish to be corrected. I muan in this House or out of it, or any-
understood him to say that it was a mis- where outside of the insane asylum, who
take. to lower the duty on agricultural lin- will say that a reduction of 10 per cent ii
pleniéts ; that we could get better and his expenditure inakes no difference ? For,
cheaper implenients if the duty lad not been after ali, governments do not differ fron
reduced. I also understood him to say that individuals. The government who saves
the amount of tie preferential tariffllmade 10 per cent fron the tariff it imposes is ex-
no difference, and if the whole of it vas actly in tle samne position as an individual
taken ofT it would be all the saine. Now, that saves 1)0 per cent on what he pur-
let us see where we stand. First. as to the chases ; and when hon. gentlemen opposite
agrieultural inplements. If they can be got -Say th
cheaper and better with a. duty of 35 pereIre tnot only tieir own friends but
cent than with a duty of 20 per cent, I aIl the 1)001)1 as if tley did fot really
would like the lion. gentleman to showu ta tiat two and two niake four.
where the 15 per cent reduction wouldIt niîy fot he onougli. Mr. Speaker; the
go. 'edlitlon of 10Oper cent may fot be as

Mr. WILSON. Oh.age as it ougt to be but in the nae of
lViI~'J~ Oh.commnon sense let us say it is 10 per cent

Mr. FRASER (Guysborough). If the hon. %vl1en WO are ail -ired upon it, and then
member for Lennox (Mr. Wilson) has an let us go on to discuss it. The calcula-
explanation, I would like to liear him giv etioni s as plain as day, any sclool boy cau
it. ni.ýae iy.fthat a reduction f 10 per cent ont

Mr. ILSN. ros canexpainit. the tai'iff imposed now as compared witlu
rWLar.ostce trin nt ol hrce in 1896amoun ts

Mr'. FRASER (Guysborougl). And that .to $3.000.000 a year more. Does any hon.
is thc proof. Ah fIhe eulogay pronounced on gentleman say that that i t reduetion
the hon, gentleman (Mr. Frost) ipronounc-Now, you see we may be floating on oce ous
cd on a ran who says that 20 per cent is ofewordsihout coming down to a gven

l souga. prinaitple.
I said a few moments agro that iis pi caMn. TAYLOR. No, lie dotsgnot.ueti t e e u

itin1sasepaingsudyentfrey coolby can

Mr. FRASER (Guysborough). fie dos this ouse to make whether 10 pe cent s
say so; anA, more than at, le says that enougli. I have no hesitation in saying tat
his factory neer was so busy as if isnow- Iwouud be ready for a greater reductin.
-that tey cannot says their orders. Now, I beleve that we sould go further. But
if taking off 15 per cent from fIe duty1 very perfinently 1 ask thls question of mv.
lias lad the cffcct of bringing worse Conservative friends : Are they ready to go
implements R le, what does the lon. furter? Is there a man among fthem who
gentleman (Mr. Bell) say f0 flic fact will say we lavernot gone far enougli !n
that, wit E (atGruductior ) this great thIunerests of the people? 0e darce not
factory cannot overtake its rders t doif. Now, we lave cleared i ground
co fato the second point-I a tglad away so far as that is concerned. First
did not tecsunderstand him-foat the pre- of aIl, th present tarif differs by 10 P 
ferential duty made no difference If tc cent from the old tarif, and letus dtisfuss
whole of It was off. What does that mean? It from that ground. Teren tay ho
Thatlm to say , that If our average duty of differenee of opinion whetger tnt 10 per
18 per cent against Great Brifain were .cent, in ifs relation to fIe tradp of fIte
wholly taken off, it would make no differ-1 country, and ,wîen taken by individun]
ence, it would not elptis any, lthre is e items, isas beneficial.f0thIe people of
good cinn r t Now, I suppose we colld follow thercountry as Ifdougît to le. Thnt
cat wth every country in the world, be- Is a matter w thay ifarlydiscuss. So

did ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~~w nohiudrtn i-httepe fathe rsttandiffer'y1 e

cause If It makes no difference wif hour ce hae te old t andng grtu dsu
trade relations wit Great Britain it caunot between the twou parties. Tem part
wltht Ie United States. I avr glad I lave opposite by their tarif would put On 10
got a convet at last toGrey radical views Per cent nore, and we ave reduced if by
for here is a gentleman wo says : IfE yo 10 per cent. dSecondly, we have the fur-
take the wole of It off It won't r akeef er n osition satsf e party oppositepwouldtat ithery countr be tewo tter owe. Tic otdarefgo ay farl discuss Set er2

caus ifRit makesodiro newthorwuhvghhfrtstniggruda
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