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of New York are proclaiming to their govern-
ment and to the world that Montreal bas cap-
tured the expert grain business from New
York. They point out that 74 per cent of the
shipments of the west are now going through
Moutreal. In 1903 New York exported 14,-
000,000 bushels of wheat, while Montreal ex-
ported 8,000,000. Ln 1908 New York exported
16,000,000 while Montreal exported 30,000,000.
In 1910 New York figures showed 6,000,000 and
those from Montreal 20,000,000. They claini
that Montreal is bound in time to capture
practically ail of the export grain trade, nlot
only front the Canadian west, but a large
amount of grain fromt the northwestern
states.

Âll students of economies, or even the man
who knows absolutely nothixig of econouiics,
knows that business will uaturally follow
along the cheapest limes. If grain can be car.,
ried .cheaper to Montreal than to New York
it will naturally go by the former port. As
a matter of f act, snch is the case, and with
the developments going on in counection withi
our canais, our terminal facilities, and thei
deepened St. Lawrence route, Montreal will
continue to receive more aud more of the
export grain trade. The bogie which the
protectionists' iuterest have raised is mot even,
a real one. Canada is developing at such a
rate that no treaty or combination of treaties
could retard her development.

1, for one, ehould be very sonry to see
any poiicy adopted. by tis parliament that
would resuit injuriously to the manufactur-
in industries of this country. I recognize
te part that the manufacturera and the

capitalists of this countiry have taken in
building up this great Canadiain nation-
ality. I recognize that by their -enterpnise
and capital, they have made it possible
for men to receive remunerative empioy-
ment, aud they have added enormously to
the population in our industnial centres;
but having regard to the record of the gov-
crament and te the patriotisrn ef the
Finance Minister (Mn. Fieldiing), it is idle
folly to assume for a meoment that anything
will be donc by this goverument or this
Finance Minister that wili jeopardize the
manufactuTing interes'ts of Canada.

This question of leyalty is so beside the
question under discussion,, that eue aimost
leges patience in discuesing it, but it comes
up ge fîrequently sud with such insietence,
that it secins neceSsairy for every one tak-
ing part in this debate, to put himecif on
record as respects his ley.alty, ambitions
and inspirations, as regards onir conuection
with the mother country. The que§tion o!
loyalty was net permitted by hon. gentle-
men. opposite, when in power, to in any
way i.nterferc with the caroeying out of any'
question of public policy. It is weiI
kinqwu that on one ocasion, when Sir
John Macdonald pnoposed *a poiicy which
was criticised a being likely to bc injun-
ions te British connection, he answered:

SeB much the worsc for British connection.'
That Sentiment basz neyer been stated or

repeated by any hon. gentlemnan on this
side cf the lieuse, oir so far as I kmow,
by any member of the Liberal party ini Can-
ada since 1896, when this goverument was
called on to take office. But their loyalty
lis of such au ephemeral character that it
is difficult to say what hon, gentlemen op-
posite, regard as loyaity to-day, -and what
they wiil call loyalty to.-morrew. lt wns
leyaity last year to proclaim that Germany
was -a nightmsire distunbing the dreams of
the people of Canada; that the people of
Canada sbould put up money to help te,
build a navy in Englaud, to assis-t lin repel-
îng a thneateued German invasion. We
hear uothimg uow about a German inva-
sion or a German peril, that bas passed
away into the oblivion of forgotten things.
A year ago an election wais progressing in
Great BTitain, in which gentlemen, who
wene tirying hard to get into office, were
endeavouring te secure soe support by
conjuring up te the minds cf the people of
England, that the reapousible ministers did
not show a sufficiently anxieus disposition
to keep up the armaments of Great Britain.
But that ciection passed away. The Lib-
eral party were returned to power. Since
then, but a few weeks ago, anether alec-
tion took place, samd the same panty bas
beau retuned. again Vo power. We have
had strident and hysteni-cai demauds for
imperial prefeirential trade betweeu Canada
aud the empire. IV wouid be a very good
thing, and I can assure you, that if Great
Britain deciared for imperial preferen-
tiai trade within the empire, I should hoid
up both bauds fer 'it. But, lis lit not idie
fer the hon. member for North Toronto, to
tell the people o! the maritime provinces,
you had better keep your fish, kýeep your

Iambs, keep your appies and kacp cvery-
thi-ng cisc yo-u have to sali until we obtain
prefenential tirade with Great Britai, aud
then we wiii iseud oun goods over thene.'
Thare is not mucli prospect cf our getting
imperiai preferentiai trade withiu the em-
pire 'whule the dominant partner, the pao.
ple cf Greeat Britain, repudiate it, as they
have on three several occasions withim the
last five years. It is loyalty to-day as far
as hion. gentlemen opposite are conccrued,
Vo proclaiu imperial prefereutial trade
within the empire, but who knows what
widl .b their poiicy niext year? I am Te-
minded of lines writteu by a poet whosc
name we ail venerate and revere, rcferring
te a distlinctiy similair situation which cx-
istad iu Euglaud. at a time when, a party
out of power was endeavouring te get back
to power. He wrote:

Lovalty, sooth, we're on dangerous ground,
Who knows how the fashions may alter,,

The doctrine to-day that is loyally. Sound,
To-morrow may bring us the halter. i

I have onc more observation to make,
and I am tbrough. During the course o!


