i“Hansard.” ‘1t ‘was a most extraordinary
t:. | htatement, and one for which he had not
‘| the “slightest foundation. If we examine
{the list we must be convinced that 'chet

honorable member for North Toronto,

RECPROCITY Wil =

‘Fm A secoﬂd or

Smashing Speech in-Ho i@ of (g
~ by Hugh Guthrie, M. P, for
Welngton

Holiowness of (Foster’s Fallacious Speech Exmse;i

and Direct Btnétits of Work' of Fielding and
Paterson Set Forth--The Weakness of the Tory
Arguments--The Efforts for Reciprocity.

A smashing Liberal speech in favor of
the proposed trade agreement was that de-
livered in the House of Commons Iast
week by Hugh Guthrie. M, P., for South
Wellington. He  drove’ ‘a’ ¢oach-and-four
threugh Mr. Foster’s followers and ex~i
posed the hollowness of his special plc;ad—,
ing for the old Tory god—high protection. |

‘Liberals throughout Canada ‘will = ap-
plaud- Mr. Guthrie. He struck hard and
the blows went home.:

His review of the facts'was a masterly
one. He shows most ‘clearly the gain to
all classes of Canadians that:would follow
freer trade under. the - Fielding-Paterson
agrement; he sought out the weak spots
in the Conservative armor, and explained
liow Mesars. Foster & Borden would sacri-
fice the best interests of Canada in order
that the old proteetionist Tory wing and
its special pets might have their way. The
Telegraph publishes the first portion of
Mr. Guthrie’s speech herewith, from Han-
sard.

(From Hansard.)

Mr. Hugh Guthrié (South Wellington)—

Mr. Chairman, like every hon. member in

were taken'from it, and we came down to
the facts he presented and the arguments
he sought to make, we would find that the
speech was perhaps the most meagre and
insubstantial that he has delivered m this
house. I hope to be able to 'show before I
conclude that some of the -arguments he
presented are absolutely without founda-
tion, or, if they have a foundation, he cer-
tainly did not reveal that foundation to
the house. Some of them ‘are: ridiculous
and some ‘of them absolute absurdities, I
believe that the hon, member for Nerth
Toronto ‘himself | realized that, and ‘ hetice
we find*him in his best declamatory style,
a style of parliamentary eloguencé which
during the last half-century “has, T think;
rather dropped out—if not in - this-house,
certainly’ in 'the "imperial house ‘of “com-
mons; where all that they ask is ‘the facts
:pd the arguments, waltving' the declama-
ion, !

It has been said in this' debate ‘that it

would be well for the government to with-
draw this measure for the present. It has

been _si:gges‘ced that the house has not had
sufficient information on the subject. I
take issue with that statement. This ques-

M’

‘dignified stand with
tions with Washington.
had ‘made offers and

sal was not eouched in the most polite
terms, as my hon. friend from North To-

‘ mnu;j;sTa.;.,‘rpiteﬁ could tell ws if he

only proper, dignified, states-
to pursue was that taken

- hon. the leader of ‘this gov«

1 Af any further attempts, he de-
were made to obtain reciprocity

the offer would have to come from Wash:
ington and not from Canada. We ‘waited
many years during which we made no fur-
ther deman
from: them,
request did ‘éome

now before the house in concrete form,

Borden, Halifax) argue. that there has not
been & ‘positive demand in this country
for such a measure since 1866.

My hon. friend the leader of the oppo-

{ We are now in the year 1911, and not in
11866, ‘and ‘that ‘conditions Have. changed.

natare of our products has not changed
nor has the character of the products of

portation east and west and north and

was rekson for a demand for recipro-
city 1n 1866, there is just as good or better
in the year 1911.

The Proposal Itself, '

Just  a' word.as -to .the proposal itself.
The :proposal “does not ¢ome in the form
of a treaty, and I think it is well that it
does not:  Had it been in the form of a
hard and fast binding treaty for 25 or 50
years, I could have seen some force in the
argument that we had tied our' hands and

T g

“sham’ preference, a pure fiction, 1 _must

, and sometimes. the WE‘!iEVé,»'to be approximately correct, there

, oD Halifax)—that
‘have given Great Britain no real préfer-
ence at all, that all we ever gave was a

say t;baﬁ; on the tariff rates which my homn.
friend gave to the house, and which, I be-

18 apparently . a discrimination _against

Great Britein in favor. of the United
States. But I think the leader of the op-|
Position shauld have ben candid enough
to give the reason, iecause he knows the.
 Teason and knows that the discrimination
‘m not a real discrimination but an ap-

i Parent one. You may examine the rates

‘request, nor did any come ratés: On all
but at the end of fen years a from all countries, the

sition says that times have changed, that the

True they have, but neither geographical the
nor’ climatic conditions have changed. The' port

south have been perfected, end if there'I gay

could net enter.into reciprocal arrange-|appears, because the United States sup-
ments with other countries-and could not plies to us so much of our free imports. |
improve our relations within the empire| Well, some one says,
with regard to trade matters. It came in|them from England?

j reason for it is not hiard to find. The rea-

‘of duty which we charge in Canada, and"
you will: find in the trade and commerce
report, page 15, the following average
imports entering Canada
average rate is

On'
from Great Britain,
average rate is 18.9M; on all dutiable

as On_ all imports from the
United. States, the average rate is on]y'
13570 and on all dutiable imports flom
the United States, the rate is 24.837. And
the difference on total imports as between
United States and Great, Britain on
goods coming into Canada, is now 5 1-3 per
cent. in favor of the United States, and
average difference on all dutiable im-
8 is-one-fourth of one per cent., or 25
cents on $100 in favor of the United States.
So that there is an apparent discrimine-|

the United States, but our lines of trans-:tion in favor of il Dnited Btatis nnd Hot

a prefe;‘ence for Great Britain. But, as |
, 1t is apparent- and not real. The|

son for the apparent discrimination is to]
be found in th- list of free imports. On|
our ' total imports, from Great Britain,
amounting to $95,000,000, only ..$23,000,000
came in on the free list.. On our total im-|
ports from the United States, amounting’
to $223,000,000, over $98,000,000 come in an|
the free list.

When: you average the free and the
dutiable goods together, an apparent dis-
crimination in favor of the United States

i
!

why don’t you buy:
Why do you buyl

sof : | i ‘ni i “vol ¥4
from wqum, and 16.416; on all deHAe, sl Touihe oo | I find that in the nine items the vo um(“

at the end of eleven years that request is to Canada from all countries 26.713.
: all imports coming
In the face .of these.facts, how. can the the
hon. member for North Toronto (Mr. Fos- imports from Great Britain the average
ter) of the ldader of the opposition (Mr. rate is 25.107. ] .

| with it.

. Britain, States. |

Lures

wanted to cover up the scanty foundation
by a wealth of worlls, where he was at

|
|

i

..$ 2,500,000 & 577,000: 3 loss for argument. What is it? We|

pay T S X
Oil eloth "......:c..0.. 1,000,000
Flax, ‘hemp, jute and
manufactures thereof - 3,000,000 -
Fancy articles ..... ¢+, 1,500,000
Earthenware ‘and china - 1,100,000
Cobtons . c .. ... .500,000:
Manufactures of cotton 12,500,000

210,000

95,000
3,950,000
/]

Now, that, I submit, is the test, There
are goods which both countries manufac-
ture in their complete form and send into
Canada, on which we have given .a Brit-
ish preference of one-third less rate of duty.
on goods coming from Great Britain. Now,l
compare the sales made by Great Britain
and the United States of that class of |
goods which théy manufacture in com-‘
mon, and see whether there is a real pre-|
ference or an imaginary one. I have only!
enumerated: nine of the larger items, and;
of imports from Great Britain.is $42,000,-
000, and the volume of imports from.the
United States goods come on an average
five or' six hundred miles, and Great‘i
Britain’s goods come on an average of}
about 3,500 miles. ’

I am going to turn now to another de-|
finite guestion involved in the proposed
arrangement. A great portion of thej
speech of the member for North Toronto
vesterday and the day before, was direct-|
ed to an effort to show that you are in-|
terfering with your British preference,!
and generally wiping that out, that you!
are interfering indeed with your imperial
standing. 1 propose to show that we are|
not interfering with it, and I submit that
he gave no facts that would convince any|
reasonable. man that we are interfering'
In the first place, 1 know that
he has devoted time and attention to this
subject. I know that he is a man very:
capable of examining this question from;
every point of view. I believe he has|
left no stone unturned. He has gone,
into it from top to bottom, turmed it/
over and examined it. Taking his speech,|
as reported in “Hansard,” at page 3403,!
I find he says that the total trade to be;
displaced or affected will be $95,000,000,
that the arrangement will affect an import .
trade of $47,800,000 and an export trade|
of $47,300,000. I do not think his figures,
are correct, but I will, for the purpose|
of my argument, give my figures whi(’h1
are largely in excess of the figures which |

of rolled iron and steel plates, amounting

ada last year, as a free article, Will that
be displaced?

Mr. Middlebro—That is not free.

Mr. Guthrie—Not from Great Britain?

. Middlebro—Yes.
. Guthrie—It is from Great Britain

Mr. Ames.—From Great Britain, but
there is 5 per cent, when imported from
the United States, on that article,

Mr. Guthrie—I understand that it was
a free article from Great Britain, and
I also' thought it was free from the United
States, but I will not be sure about that.

Mr. Ames—It was free from Great
Britain, but there is a duty of five per
cent from the United States.

Mr. Guthrie—It came in on the free
list from Great Britain and from the
United States it came in with a five per
cent duty.

108,000 import from England $4,190.000 worth, It|
274,000, 18 nearly all made up of the single item |

{to $3,490,000, That is on the free list,
740,000 but that always was in the free list and |
260,000 Great Britain sent that amount into Can-|

Mr. Ames—1It was last year free from|

Great Britain, but there was a duty of

five per cent when imported from the;

United States. Now that five per cent
is wiped off, and it is free from both
countries.

M:z. Guthrie—That represents about
seven eighths of the free list embraced in
schedule “A.” 1 am not going to take up
all the items; I only propose to deal with
the larger ones. The next item that I

: shall mention is that of grapes, of which

we imported from Great Britain $104,000
worth. Every one knows, who knows any-
thing about the kind of grapes we im-
port from Great Britain, that they are the
grapes that retail at $1.50 a pound, or
$2.50 a bunch, and are not produced in
Canada. They only had a duty of 112
per cent and the duty amounted to noth-

ing in comparison with the value of the |
grapes. That trade will not be displaced.

Then, we take vegetables and beans. Of
vegetables, we imported $91,000 worth.

| These are not the vegetables we grow in

Canada. I am informed that the whole
value is represented by the one item of
Spanish onions, which can only be pro-
duced in tropical countries and which are
shipped into Canada via Great Britain
Another article is beans, by which, they

tell me, is meant Lima beans, which re- |
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present an import of $64,000. These are! I assure you,
not produced in Canada; they come from ment had been made
South America and are shipped into Can- member of your hoard
ada via Great Britain., Therefore, no not have attracted
strade will be affected with respect to ceives authority, howe
these articles. | gentleman occupying s
Take the argument of the honorable| as Sir Edmund Wallcer
member for North Toronto, that when of one of the largest

this house I realize the magnitude and the
importance . of the question now before
you and the great influente which it will,
in all human probability, exert upon  the

tion has been “Very prominently before
Canada for a year at least, since' March.,
1910, in the newspapers, on the platforms,
> e} in political arguments at-various places.
iuture of this country. I_happen, in’this|Every man of ordinary intelligence ' knew
debate, fo follow my hon. friend from;that it would be a subjéct for di ion |
\ Yale-Cariboo ' (Mr.: Burrell) “who has de-{in this. house, and I am sure that hon.
voted by far the greater part of his re-|members of this house have.canvassed the.
niarks, to one - partieular branch of the|situation and canvassed it pretty thor-
subject, namely the effect on the present|oughly. That of _course was only as the

scription; terms, ete., ¢
lin or Mrs. James W
St. John County, N

the form of a simple international bargain them from the United States? The reason! & at. if his aveu t be
based on good faith.. 1 think that is one | is obvious, and if any one will glance over! ssn(ég:t??'wisﬁ 1;1,] ILI;,”‘.(, (l.gf.r;?;sgnmon,
of the best featuies of the measure as pre-|the trade and navigation returns of this| imposir,)g than the presentdtion that he|
sented to the house. The measure can all| country he cannot fail to be struck with | put before the lonlERE S knowE
be taken from a single clause in the letter! the reason almost in the first two or three! where he got his import figures, which,
addressed by the hon. minister of finance' pages of that report. Of the free imports| 55 given by the bluebook, are $40,000,000.
and ‘the minister of customs to the secre-|I will take only a few of the large items. Adding to that 650,000 for pulp wood|
tary of state of the United States, on the! The imports of corn amount to $4,600,000; el naveE nhdér & specialt item Itha! i % ; :
21st Jamuary, 1911. These are .the words: | we get that all direct from the United ‘amount would be about $41,000,000. Then| these dubies are reduced down to 10, 12 G vy s o
1 . Nevertheless, it is distinctly understood States free, and it i§ not produced in, nor he places the imports e I e ey 15 per cent, your preference amounts!'accepted as an authorit
proposals: upon. the«fruit. industry, in this, question presented itself in abstract form,| that we do=not attempt to bind for the{is 1t expected from, Great Britain. We Sl R R e nothing. I say that under that arrange-| them, and that, T thir
country; I do not for a moment. claim to|but since the 26th January last, we have, future the action of the United States Con-! want it here to feed-our hogs and ‘cattle.| 947500000, He has inéredsed the-amount] ocar rolled iron and steel plates will come includes the majority of
haye .the, knowledge of my hon. friend|had it presented in concrete forr;l, with all 'gress op the parliament of Canmada, but|Hon. members will remember that prior | 1o’ about 18 or 20 per cent, but 1 dof . from Great Britain just as freely as|men from the Atla
from Yale-Cariboo either in regard to fruit|the detafls and information. necessary. to: that each of these authorities shall be abso- | to 1896, under the Conservative govern- }t i{now Mot ii here or there. As| €y came in before. These items that| Now, as to the ]
or in regard.to general conditions in Bril-|enalle us to give it full consideration and lutely frée to make any change of tariff ment, the farmers paid 7 eents a bushel to| ?O B A Taow R };is] T have enumerated, amount to almost the ish Columbia, wha
ish Columbia. It was, I believe, arranged|form an independent and calm judgment Policy or of any other matter covered by|get that corn to feed their stock, I wish] & Ba.}'! BRIt thut i )resgnt s f:ntu:e fr?e list, as represented by schedule will oblige me tu
that my -hon. friend from Nanaimo (Mr. upon it. The ordinary channels have been | the Dresent atrangement ‘that may be|the hon. member for North, Toronto (Mr.! guz:n;ent SER AN ;f{ect meré]v 47 000.-| . A What is that to the total imports | dian tariff you will
Ralph Smith), who is at’ present indis-|open to all hon. members. We have been  deemed expedient.” Foster) was here now, becanse I never ]ook’g&r)lgf r exports, but that the amount| . 0.0, this country from Great. Britain—|eighteen years back
posed  and _has sickness in. his family,! educated by the press, by the repmgenta.l Surely, that is clear, plain and simple;at that corn item without thinking of the; of or O:‘ ortli to "be affected is the] $4191,000 out of a total of $95,000,0007 In' ferior lumber has beer
“should reply. to the.speech of the hon.|tiongs of deputations ’bv communications - 20d 11t is a statement which is formally!anomaly which he permitted to exist in|, cixum', éeg o:t in the blue-book, called s Dro)?abllu_\'.w}_ndgod I would stake my |northwest, including Albe
member - for* Yale-Cariboo, and I think|from our couatituent,s‘ and by petitions of [ COBfirmed by the letter of the secretary of | the government “of which he was finance Tmo_ﬁ Relations. at page 68 and that is| FcPutation upon it—in two or three years, and in order to meet the
that I had better leave: that task t0 my|various kinds, and we have had at our dis-! 5tate of the United States. And that is|minister. He charged the farmers 7 cents} 8’;3020000?)(? TR T;;E 000,000 as stated, 2% OUr purchasing power increases, goods people of Alberta and oth
hon. - friend from Nanaimo, who expects| nogal a very compléte summary of the 2l thé bargain or agreement between the|a bushel to bring 'in_corn to feed to their| by the honorable member for North To.| Under that same ‘schedule “A” of which American manufacturer
shortly to be present’ again in his seat.|whole case in the tariff b]ue—b:;ly; handed | tWO countries at this time. exported cattle, and he allowed the distil-| oo ¢ - That $205,000,00 is made up of ex-| <. LUy $419L,000 worth will be largely plane lumber on one sid:
But there are a great many general Prin-|¢, the house Sonta ten A Ys g0 b that‘ ‘Now, treaties may be good at times and!lers to bring in corn free to make whisky ronto' ¥, ;‘HO;_;} ,'Fo Grest );Srit % | increased and mnot diminished. ing the freight and maks
ciples involved in this ‘question whick cau{if yny hon. gentleman should :gm.p}!in that ' they may be bad at times. Treaties do|for export purposes. e o ke 3 1ot (To be continued.) | more saleable in the nort
be, and should Be'discussed by members he has nof sufficient information on the|iBVolve, sometimes international entangle- ¢ I understand it. is what
from the v t; C MOY! subject, I can only 8y that he bas notimente;,,of an . unforseen kind. Treaties NUHIH SHBHE PAS]’[]H }
bt 5 T o iy o tirely favcjx;abl@ ‘to"the corténtion of my 4 {
ut 1t was only ‘apparenit, and he gave the|honorable frierid, and arguing from that big Y. : :
free imports frow Great Britain and the| basis, let me show first the situation with b S e A A R
United States-'te’: show that the duty Shajes) marken from. Ganada
the years referred to the Car
schedule “A,” 39 of which have been un-
favor of the United States; in other words, | touched—not a very good word to express Tabh o St e &
the daty was a'little lower against the| what he meant, a word that might be very "‘[i;lt.to i”?nt;z\ e (‘r g o
United States than against Great Britain. fim, ed R x“ar,“‘ 5 R
| ditional if the Jumber was
that there was not any duty on them, be-
Mr. Guthrie—No, it is not, as I will| cause they have always been on the free of Prince Edward Island, held in the Sum- B i d on enb side e 8175 ¥ 0,
show presently. Do not anticipate me.|list, and the other 30 articles have been merside Presbyterian hall toaay, the calls! 'l“her‘ ; Tiaa Gl ) ‘,‘L,“‘(,m(,m o {4 NATURE 'S
Before I leave that question of importing!placed on the free list. But, in looking of the Summerside and the L o leaven Canada’™s tarf . REdh_L /A& FoAC
corn for the distillers, I must say that O R - 2 T
al products, that 11 of these groups relate' clerk, Reév. E. J. Rattee, was instructed .d States market. this
county of Waterloo adjoining the privilege | exclusively to partly ‘manufactured goods, | to transmit the calls to the clerks of the |, fioh s Bri&ishﬂ Col
which come into this country as raw ma-| presbyteries interested. The call has been vet I am .firmly
terial for the benefit of the manufacturer, accepted by Mr. Fraser. ;
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Apecialdinter-
ests, but as as they bear apon the wiiole
trade and future development of ﬁxi’sr et
country. This is the eleventh session:that
I bave had the honor of occupying a seat
in ‘this house. I represent a riding in the
central portion of western Ontario having

ance,'because otherwise he wogld have had ' P® ts. A treity made between 4
all the.information he could possibly desire. Fountry having the wealth and population;
to enable him to pass an intelligent judg- Of the United States on the one hand and
ment on the question. It has beén said Canada on the other*hand, might, some
also that there is no demand for, any such day, prove an embarrassment to this coun-
‘ ! measure. Where is the demand, has been Ty and an embarrassment to Great Brit-
a population equally divided between rural' ;b o049 Whence .does it come?  Why, it 3in. So, if my opinion is worth anything,
and urban. The whole county of Welling-| 5y o oo "0 o of time to answersuch ] give my opinion that the present  ar-
ton may be said to be a fair average of! question, but for the ‘purpose of my ar- rangement, based on the mutual good faith
the counties in the western portion of the Bument - dasivsl to da e wudT state | Of-both countries, and, as we hope, for the
provinee. Its industries ‘are similar to those| o) ¢ hegitation that there has not been Mutual‘advantage of both countries, is the
of neighboring counties ‘such as Waterloo, | . period in this country since 1866 down  best possible arrangement, so far as Canada
Oxford, Perth, Brant, Huron, Grey, Bruce, | ¢, "4y present year of grace when there is concerned, in the way of reciprocal trade
Dufferin and other counties. These are all|} * 5 & positive demand in Canada 8TTADgement with the United States.
o a considerable extent mManufacturing ¢,; petter trade relations with the United It has ben argued: Why do not you
/ counties, but to a very miich larger ox-|qiioc And that demand has not been’ a Wait until the colonial conference has met
tent agricultural counties. The agriculturejj .- " but one made public in ‘many i» London this year; something new may
carried on in my county is fiot the agri-| o " " o many occasians. Nor has it Pe developed there, something new may
culture .which is carried on fn the westi\y o (1 “dernand of one political party or, €volve. The answer is that we have not,
It is not to any large extenta grain pro-| o political leader, but from every gov-|Made ‘any hard and fast treaty; no bind-
ducing ' county. What grain we produce isi oo " 0 e 7 the whole population ' iDg &rrangement has been made; our hands
largely consumed in thae feeding of live| " oo and I desire, even at the ex. are not tied, our hands are free; and, if
stock, which may be said to be the lead- Bensesof s s O our valuable 2Dything better for the interests of Can-
ing farm operation of the county. Comsey| . = - relate something of the history of 2da shall 'be developed or evolved at the
quently the county of Wellington is very At damend | colonial conference, ;Canada is perfectly
greatly’ interested in' the proposals now be- ; / i

John, N.

Calls to Rev. H. J. Fraser of Loggie-
ville, and Rev. Geo. Ross Sus-
tained.

HAH
841-3- 4

|

gt T R wak the | $127,000,000; to the United States, $£49,-
d r. Sproule—Miglit T ask the hon. gentle- 000; and to all other countries in the| R ity y
« of * Canada. . 2 ; man a question?’ Tf T understand him cor- wn;ld,’$28,000,000. Take these figures as! ‘[_lk }h,t.,rf'm}pfft?uf,) 18‘“19(‘“\61‘
ag - they ‘pertain- to loeal orsi shown. the, hecessary- energy :and persever- | 50D Jnvolve oF cause subsequent em- | rectly, he said thit’ there was an appar-|set out in the bluebook, which are en. SO doe TR GHEh. R
] 1 ent difference-ifisfavor of the United States . THach: :
- b {‘ Now, what was the situation
Sitien] s HE regard to schedule ““A” that, I know my GUING IU SUMMEHSIDE
charged against the United States-was only honorable friend must have gone through 4 { g sl
apparent. But leaving out the free imports| from top to bottom, because he counted P xb:gn(‘jinlu_n?{wl;}]j]\)\?e Cii};l::],\\h, '
entirely, when he considers the dutiable|the items. He says there are 69 items in 1 h\ i tariff (rko a X1 i
goods separately, -the balance is really in g il T s o pay 4 du
| thousand superficial feet on «
misleading to many people. In regard to
Mr. Guthrie—That is correct; I will| 30, he says the duty has been wiped out.| O i e
come to that. What he means by “untouched” I do not s b o i el
Mr. Sproule—Jf ‘that be so, is it not!know. What he )should have said O\vas, {danlattotown, .51, Feb. 20-c{Bneuial)} Seiien (-Ohm,ﬂ”d AR AcITer
real? | —At a special meeting of the presbytery tion of the Payne tariff two yea
: | “{ duced the dnty on rough lum!?
over schedule “A” T found that there were and New London (North) congregations AN Er ) o F ]
after a time that anomaly in the tariff was| 44, sections, subdivisions or groups, sche-'to Rev. H. J. Fraser, of Loggieville, and G TR R TR
removed. The people in my county and|dule “A” being the free list, and that 30 Rev. (ieo. Ross, of Barnes River, respect- ' o s e 1
the neighboring county who exported cat-| of these groups relite exclusively to natur-' tively, were sustained, and the interim ith the low prices pre
tle did not like their friends to give the £ g

Cures You!
No Mom Ng

Ox‘y&en (or Ozone) susta
vents digease, maintains h|

of putting free corn into exported whisky,

i free to take advantage of it. These are gnd the present junior judge of the county

: ‘\."""me best consideration and

fore the chair. The grain we produce is
fed to a high-bred class of cattle. We raise
beef cattle for the supply of the localimar-
ket, the Toronto market, and very large-
ly, at certain times of the year, ‘the Ot-
tawa market; but by far ‘the larger' por-
{fon of onr”cattle industry is concerned
with foreign markets. We have in the!
county of Wellington a large class\ef pure-
lired cattle, sheep, hogs and poultry. A
casual drive through any part of the county
of Wellington during the _summer time
would serve as an eye-opener to many
people in regard to the conditi?ns as they
exist among the rural population of ‘hat
county. I would like to take my-hon. friend
from North Toronto (Mr. Foster) on a
short trip through the riding of ;South
Wellington, and let him see the class of
people who are engaged in the great farm-
ing industry there. I realize that these pro-
posals“affect my constituents directly. I
realize also that I represent a city popu-
lation of 16,800 people, living in tnc dty
of Guelph" 38 well as fve villages, esch
Mﬁﬁlgninz some - manufacturmg induiry
judgment, I
believe that the various "classes of the
population are all vitally interested in
these proposals; and, heving yivin them
my bést consideration and judgment, I
have come to the conclusion ‘hat it is of
the greatest interest to the countv frcm
which I come, and to all ¢hunties simrilar-
ly situated in the western vwortion of. the
province of Ontario, that this measure be
adopted by this house.

Mr. Foster's Narrowness.

In this instance I desire to follow the
lead and the good example set by my hon.
iriend the leader of the oppesition in deal-
ing with this queéstion. He discussed it in
what I consider’ the’ best. parliamentary
form—not from the standpoint®of paity
politics at all; , but he 'gavé us what I
assume was from his point of wiew his|
seasoned judgment—his conclusions anﬁ‘{
the reasons for ,those conclusions; and
while I do not agree with him. I do not
think I can do better than follow his man-
nér and method in presenting my case to
the house. I mmay say also for the hon.
member of the opposition” who also pre-
ceded me (Mr. Martin Burrell), that he
argued his case from his point of view
without that asparity,that bitterness,which
we frequently have in this house over|
questions which should be .argued rather |
on their  merits. I regret that I cannot
endorse or approve of the method adopted
by my hon. friend from North Toronto,
who, 1 am sorry to.see, is not.in his place
this afternoon. It might be the part of
presumption for me to offer any suggest-
jons to the hon. member /for North Toron-
to as to parliamentary style or as to the
method or manner of presenting his case;’

but were he in his. seat I would tell him
that  if -his speech ivere ' stripped of its
rhetoric, if the feathers and the plumage

The Efforts for Reciprocity.

In the first p]ace, the old reciprocity
treaty was abrogated in. 1866.  Sir Alex-
ander Gault and Sir William Howland re-

presenting Canada, and Mr. Smith and'

Mr. Henry representing Nova Scotia and
New Brunswick, proceeded to ‘Washington
and remained there a couple of weeks be-
fore the abrogation and pleaded to get a
new treaty. In this they failed. Confed-

eration came in 1867, and our first tariff

act in 1868 expressed our demand for re-
clprqcity by containing a clause stating our
readiness to enter into such a treaty. In
1869 another demand was made on Wash-
ington by the government of Sir  John
Macdonald. That government despatched
Sir John Rose to Washington to obtain
reciprocity, but be also failed. In 1871, 1
think it was, another deputation went to
Washington, headed by Sir John Macdon-
ald, when the treaty of Washington was
negotiated, and again made a demand for
reciprocity and again failed, The govern-
ment of Alexander Mackenzie which came
into office in 1874, sent a deputation to
Washington with Sir George Brown at its
head. As the result of their mission, a
draft treaty was submitted to the sen;te
of the United States which that body re-
fused to pass. In 1879 theré came a

change of government, and the tariff policy

of the Conservative government contained
a statutory offer to the United States for
reciprocal tariff legislation or reciprocity.
Then we come down to 1891 when Sir
John Maecdonald put himself on formal re-
cord in regard to that matter in his ad-
dress to the electors of that year, a copy
of 'which has recently been published in
the Montreal Gazette. Commenting on the
policy of the Liberal party :of that day,
he said: » e ¢

“We are perfectly willing to trade with
you on equal terms. We are desirous of
having a faif reciprocity treaty, but we
will not consent’to open our markets to
you while yours remain closed to us.’”

In 1891, after the Conservative victory

at “the polls, we had another 'deputation_

going to Washington, and on this deputa-
tion was my hon. friend from Nerth To-
ronto (Mr. Foster), then minister of fin.
ance.  Nothing again was accomplished.
The American authorities still turned g
deaf ear ta' our requests, and these gentle-
men were not able to make any impression
on them. In 1893 was held the great L;jb-
eral convention in this city of Ottawa in

which the reciprocity plank ‘was placed’

on the platform as one of the things which
the Liberal patty would,attempt to obtain
if returned to power. " Pliey’'were returnad
in 1896, and i;!.)ﬁ’ﬂmt,.g deputation to
Washington for t € Very purpose t_vagéeur-
ing ‘aTeciprocity. treaty. . That deputation
* That “then"is tHe-récord up. to 1899 of
both parties.gwith ‘regard to reciprocity
with the United States. Now the hon.

the réasons which lead me to the conclus:i

ion that the present arrangement, resting
!as it does on a mutual bargain, is by all
"means the best form in which to put an ar-
rangement with the United States. .

It has been said by some that Canada

has all the best of the bargain and by

others that Canada has all the worst of the
bargain. I do not believe that arguments
of that kind will appeal to any reason-
able man. A bargain has always two sides
to it, and unless the advantage of the ar-
rangement be mutual, it will not last a
twelve month. We cannot have it all our
own way, the other contracting party must
have some of the advantages. It is very
much as was said by David Harum in the
book of that name: ‘“When you make a
horse trade, it is always well to let the
other fellow get something out of it I
“do mnot think that a one-sided bargain

| $3,700,000. Then, grude rubber, and rubber

would bave been of any advantage to us'

at all. But what I do say is that the ar-
rangement presented before us will give

Canada tremendous advantages over the; als, $16,000,000. These are some of the
position which she now occupies, and, on'items on the free list. You can g0 over
the other 'hand, to already admit that the|{he free kst of goods imported into this
United States may get some advantage;countyy, and you will
also. But I do think that the advantageiseventy or seventy-five
preponderates on the side of Canada very,| worth come in from the United States free

| very largely.

In order to place my case connectedly
before the house, I would like to examine
the trade position of Canada today. I do

not intend to impose a lot of figures on the ig an apparent discrimination of 25 cents

?

i

house, and I shall only refer to them in|
round numbers and as rapidly as I can;| accounted for? It is accounted for by rea-;
but I think that it is necessary, if one is: son of this fact, that this government, and|
to have a proper appreciation of the ef-|fyr aught I know, its predecessors, (-onsider-’
feet of the present proposal, to have regard od that the manufacturers of Canada should |
to our present conditions. I find that the  he allowed to bring in partly manufacturedl

total trade of Canada of last year, exports goods at nominal rates of duty,
to $683,000,000; goods used in iron and steel industries. i £
9,000,000. | know of goods coming into Guelph by the!

and © imports, amounted
based on- fome consumption,

And the astonishing, even s ing, fact is
that $5%0,000,000 .of our total trade is done
with the United Kingdom and the United

States. Our-export and import trade with ! the list of dutiable goods, but the duty is
Great ‘Britain 1s $245,000,000, and our ex-|placed at a nominal amount.
port and import trade-with the United}over the trade and navigation
States, $336,000,000. In other words, 80 per |

cent, of our ‘whole foréign trade is done
with two countrieg and only ten per cent.
with the rest of the world. As this trade
proposal or agreement affects the trade
with our two best customers, it is of far
more consequence that we should scan it
very carefully to see that in what we may
now do we injure neither our trade with
the one nor our trade with the other of
them.
It is well also to note the nature of the
trade we have with Great Britain, and
the.nature of the trade we have with the
United, States. From  Great Britain we
import  $85,000,000 worth of geods, and to
| Great Britain we ‘export $140.000,000 worth.
1 From the United States we import $223-
000,000 worth, and to the United States
we ' export $113,000,000, worth. . In  other
words, Great ‘Britain buys from us 54 per

of Wellington infqrms me that he, as the
leading prohibitionist of this house on the
Conservative side, called the government's
attention to it, and they took it off. |

Mr. Blain—Which government did this?|

Mr. Guthrie—The government of which
the hon. member for North Toronto was
finance minister. The next item of im-
portation of free raw material from the
United States is anthracite coal and coke, |
amounting to $16,000,000. Then comes bin-;
der twine, $1,750,000, made free for the
benefit of the farmers. Then comes ma-
nilla grass, or hemp, or fibre, $1,000,000, I
think ‘chiefly used in the penitentiaries.
Then comes raw cotton, $9,360,000. That
is not a product that England exports, but|
one that she imports in tremendous quan-
tities. The next item is tropical fruits,

sheets for manufacture in rubber factories,
a little over $4,000,000. Then lumber im-
ported, chiefly hardwood, $8,000,000. Raw
tobacco, $3,115,000; metal ores and miner-

find that about
million dollars

of duty, that are not the product of Great
Britain at all, and are not goods that she
exports.

Now, in regard to dutiable goods, there

on the hundred dollars, and how is that

largely |

carload for the manufacture of an article
of iron called skelp; it comes in sheets at
the rate of five per cent., and comes in on

If you look
returns you
will find item after item of this kind go-
ing into ‘the  manufacture of implements,
into manufactures of various kinds of ma-
chinery, on which the rates run from as
low as 2 to 5, 7 and 8 per cent. Then
there is the matter of agricultural imple-
ments, on which the rate is only 17 1-2 per
¢ent. We do not get any of these goods
from England. " So that in the general
average there is an apparent discrimina-
tion in fayor of the United States to the
extent of 25 cents on the $100. But is that
n test? Here is the test: Take goods that
both countries manufacture and export,
take goods of common manufacture which
CGanada buys from the Unitéd States and
Great Britain, and see whether there is a
preference or mot, Woollens or manufac-
ture of woolleng—last year  we bought

frem’ Great Britait $19,000,000, and from
the United States §925,000. Is there a dis-

and that only three of the groups under
schedule “A’” consist of manufactured
goods. These three articles are (1) cream|
separators, which have always been free; |
(2) type setting machines of which we|
only got from Great Britain last year,?
8177 worth, and (3) paper, paper being
a special item by itself. These are all the
manufactured goods, included in this
schedule. Cream separators always were
free, and I do not know that they should
always have been free, because I have
been down here with one or two deputa-
tions to get a duty put on them. I,
thought they were machinery just as much|
as other things were, that therefore, they
were agricultural implements, but the
government persistently refused to place
a duty on them. They always have been
free and if they could come in from Great
Britain they could come free. Type set-
ting machines never did come from Great
Britain, and as we only imported $177
worth, we eould not have hrought in any
complete linotype machine. Wood pulp
never came from Great Britain, but pa-
per did. Paper to the extent of $7,302
came from Great Britain last year. What
are our total imports under schedule “A’?
Last year we received goods now under
schedule “A” 813,894,000 worth, Of that
$13,000,000 worth we received from Great
Britain, 4,190,000, and from the United
States' $9,163,000. One third of the goods
coming into this country last year now
under schedule “A” came from Great
Britain and two-thirds from the United
States. The reduction in duty, by reason
of the change and by reason of placing
the thirty articles mentioned by the hon-
orable member for North Toronto on the
free list, will be, on the trade of last
sear,; $1,400,000 or about 17 1-2 cents per
ead of our population, placing it at
8,000,000,

Now, my honorable friend's objection
was, that you have injured the trade of
Great. Britain, that you have displaced
the trade of Great Britain, by the effect
of your free list embraced in schedule
“A” 1 am not going to the extent of
quoting his language; it can be found in

WE wish to thank the

public heartily for
the most prosperousyear
in our history. }

We will begin our 44th year
Tuesday. January 3:d.
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MR. FLEMING TO RESIGN?

(Hartland Observer.)
According to the statement of :

friend, Mr. ¥lemming has practical
cided to resign his office and retir
politics in order that he
entire attention to the
His retirement, so
take place immediatels
closes.

after the

predicted ruin for

nis
ness. | PIaiN

s improve in the Unit

et a good many of the Brit
manufacturers | will app:
hange.

Having said this much about
must now admit I am at a los
what Sir Edmund Walker meant
Alberta. 1
from my knowledge of the lumbe:
that the Albertan has no
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A solution of oxallic acid is good to he looks forward to a very
clean copper and brass. | larged market in the prairie
| sequent on the adoption of the
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Special
February
Prices

To Clear Out Odd Lots of Stock
i Save From $1.00 to $1.50
b¢

* Men's Box Calf, Heavy Double
Sole, Laced Boots, reduced
$ frem $3.00 to $2.50. Al
Sizes
Men's Fine Box Calf, Leather
: Lined Blucher, Goodyear
Welted, 'Laced Boots, with
waterproo so'es, reduced from
$5 CO and $550 to $4.00.
Sizes 7, 734, 8, 914, 10
s

Men's Heavy Grain, Felt Foxed
Warm Working Boots, sizes
8, 9. 10, 11, reduced from

5285 o $2,00.

—

Our Rubber Sal T
tinues durin_ all gfcfh'i‘s
month
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