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the face,
dents, it is - for amy whan o]
challenge the right of this govern-

see on the other side of' the House?
cause cansot but be flattering
to this government. The only reason:
s1given Is that Canada to-day is ‘pros-
perous as’she mever was ‘before. it
Canada were still .in the:position in
‘which we found it -when we 100k ' ot
fice in 1896, with it& vast “fertile
llands still unoccupied and untilled
with its natural resoturces’ dbfmant|
as they had been since the eaﬂy days
of creation, with -its tnnspo\*tanon
facilities still in the most radimeént-
ary stage, with industry sbgmnt
with agriculture unremunera.tive—_—
were Canada still in that pesition, I}
have no doubt that.to-day the pohcy
we are proposing would be recelved
with favor amd the. empsrrean would
resound with exultation. :But instead
of being in that condltion the “coun-i)
try i8 prosperous, extraqrdmanl;,
prosperous, and we are told by Vvh‘von
gentlemen opposite:. Do  not. go:any
further, fold your arms and let well
enough ‘alone. Well, what is  this
country? What are we? Is this Can-
ada, or is this China?
Canada Not China.

The Chinese have left well enough
alone for- 4,000 ' years. 4,000 -years
ago they were probably the first na-
tion on earth, and so satisfied ‘were]
they that they refused to move. They
let well enough alone for 4,000 years.
If a.reformer | showed  his “head
among them he was ruthlessly put
down ‘and told to lIet well ‘enough
alone. It i8 said—and I believe it is
historically true—that gunpowder was
Hnvented by an iagenious Chinaman,
but the people of China never used
| gunpowder for.the _défence of their
Jterritory, though oftén exposed to in-
vasion. They depended on theé great
dragon to Eweep off their-enemies
from the face of the-earth By the fire
from his eyes. They let well enrotghi
alone. It was .an ingenious China-]
man who invented the compass, but
they never used it for navigation, and
for 4,000 years their little junks ngvi-
gated around their shores, never get-
ting away from the land. They let
well enough ‘alone.

ARd we are asked to —adopt this
Chinese policy. But, Sir, this Is Can-
ada; and we shall have to g0 on
wWhether hon. gentlemeén opposite will
follow or not. We will ‘drag them
on, even against their willi (Hear,
Hear.)

That is our policy. We must go
on. Some years ago -a young lady
showed ;ae. her. album,  which, ;a8-'a&
voung girl, she had shown to Sir John
Macdonald, and asked him to write in
it the motto of his Iife.. And he wrote
on it his motto: Hope on, hope ever.
How far the Consérvative party is
{from that motto to-day. (Hear, hear.)

But we shall go en with our peticy.
Our policy is.‘advance,’ and if it be
wrong we shall submit willingly to
the judgment of the Canadian people,

to be given every man who brings in
a wrong policy. But this is our pol-
icy. Our policy has been, is, and will
be, so long as the Canadian people:
continue to place in us the confidence
they have shown us during 15 years—:
and that policy is to seek markets
wherever markets are to be found.j
We are above all an agricultural peo-
ple, our chief ‘wealth is the growth of
those products of the temperate zone,
fruits, cereals and vegetables, and it;
is our boast—not an idle boast, but a:
boast founded on actual €xperience—
that in cereals, vegetables and fruits
we can, without exaggeration, beat
the world. (Hear, hear.) o

Our Products Hold Their Own.

At the northern extremity of the:
temperate zone, our = cereals -haveé]
meore strength, our fruit has better
flavor, our vegetables have more deli-;
cacy ‘than similar preductions  from:
other parts of the world, and underd
free competition, not barred in: any]
way by tagiff legislation, they will ﬂ_is—
place all other produgcts on the tables
of the wealthy. Our object to-day
is to open the door of the American:
market, to open: ‘the . doer  of a
nation of 90,000,000, ~which  has
of a natien of 99,000,000, which ‘has’
been closed to us for the last 50 years,
and when we are now on the .eve of.
reaching that long sought object,: we
are met by objection after objection,
we are deluged by a plethora .of so-
phistry, we are told that if such an
arrangement is to go into -effect anpdj
Canadian vegetables, . cereals,~ and
fruits can cross the boundary Tine and
be eaten “free of ‘duty by-the Amer-
ican people it will be all lower with
the Canadian ‘confederation;  and
even the British Empire 'will reel and
rock upon its foundations.

Sir, let us discard these fréaks of
unreasoning . panic, et ‘us approach
this question from the point of view
of common sense, from the basis of
first principles. (Some hon. members.
Oh, oh.)

Let us, I say, approach the ques-
tion from the peint of view of com-
mon sense—and ‘T am glad that my
remarks on that point evoke some re-.
spomse from the other side; we wiHi
see how far they will go: 1If; Sir, 1
were to state to my. hon, friends on
the other side that amongst civilized
mankind, all' those who work; worky

product of ‘thelr laber, I:should -be
toid, this 18 2 trulnd that Is ronhing
in the street. ¢ 1 were- ‘to ‘add that{
the man who works hes the legiti-

est possible remunerstion “for: ‘his
{labor, T should de told; m&‘m

theretore, of these prece-{Ca

1to “be discussed: from: twd: polats]

3
fo ”the minister of" ﬂn~
ance and the minister of customs foFf;
having obtained from our neighbors)
‘an advantageous arrangems
and h&viﬁ‘g obtained it without the
‘sacrifiée of any Canadian: interest.

further, perhaps I may he. pérmitted;
to. say, that, in.my .opinion,. the dis=
cusslop which has taken place up tor
thie time, has been cartried on n

wtth my hon triendb “on
side ‘Who hh.ve taken par{

‘ner. which, I think, des
edgement. on . our part, and " re t
credit upon themselves. . 7qm't‘y
that to. this I have. to. make,
ception  in the person

fﬁand from . North

would: have. been: within. -hm Tight, But
die was undulyunfair; in-my- judgment
at all events, -in ‘trying sto :depreciate
not only the agreement; biit -thiese wh
had made it.  He spoke:gf - my hon
friend the minister of finance;and NIy
hon, friend the minister of customs, as

1beitig ‘very ordinary myen.. He .s'efemed
4to that two or three:times; apeaki‘ng

of my hon. fr!end me minister of
finance,

Well, "if my h-u, fnend trom Nﬂl‘th
'Toronts has not ‘ledrned it-yet, he may
learn it now, -that=if ¥e Had towhis
credit one-half the achievements of my
hon. friend the ministét of Bnamce, he
would have reason to be more proud e!.'
his “career than he can be. 'Then, he
went’over the members of the cahifnent
this ‘one and that one, and at last he
came to my poor hnmble seif; ‘and of
my poor humble self he spoke m fol-
lows:

bu%lness acumen ag the right hon. gen-
tleman who. leads the govmmnt and.
the party T

1 have.neyer posed as. a man ot ﬂne
financial mind or of business acufen;
but when I see .the prete'nsions put up
by some men who dadible in finnace and
buginess, .I am surprised at my mod-
esty, If I had dabtled In finance and
business, I am prepared to admit, I
should have made a sad mesg of it. But
I could not haye been warse than my
hon. friend. If, after having poSed 4s a
business man and financler, I had noth-|
ing t0 show but a record of failure, I}
would go and.hide myself  for . very
shame, and be very chary :teo: throw
stones into other people’s: gardens,  for
‘tear they should be returned to me with
compgund interest. 375 5 g

Better Prices Obtained:

Tstated g, m¥ment 286 that the agree-
ment we niade is sxmply to get better
Lprices for the mroduct of the Canadian
farmers. This is a propésition So obvi-
ous that I am surprised it _should have
received the treatment.it has yeceived
on the part of our friends opposite.
But the objections made to .this agree-
ment are not to be found K within the
four corners of the same; they are alli
based upon extraneous grounds. The
opposition, the Conservative party, are
against this agreement because, as they
tell us, it will produce -consequences
which will be deplorable for this coun-
try——1 have listened with some care to
‘nearly all the speeches that have been
delivered in this House on this ques-
tion, and.those which I had not the op-
portunity to hear, I have read with]
equal care; 1 think I am fair in stating
that the objections made to this ar-
rangement are fourfoid.

The first objection ‘is that the effect
will, be_to deflect. the canrying trade
from Canadian channels to. American
channels. The second is that it will de-
Stroy our natural resources. The third

Ais. that it will imperil our industries:

And the fourth—and certainly not' the
1least—is that it will disselve our :au-
tonomy and land:us Bitimately in the'
American republic. .J think I-have there
fairly stateds what are the gbjections of
hon, -gentiemen on the other side; and;
the ‘House will perhaps permit-‘me to:
discuss them,

Let us take the ﬁrst-—the ohjection
‘that this arrangement s going: fo: dé-
flect trade from Canadiar channels in-
to American channels. This guestion is
o’
view; from'the .point ‘of yiew ot the
£00ds going from Canadd ibte the Umb—
ed States for-theé'putbose of béing car-
ried - over te Great - Britain, "And . the
goods from Canada to the United States]
for consumption in the Usdited States.
Now, regarding ‘the first,“those goods
sent from Catfiada to the 'Omied Smtes
to be carried to Great Britaih, in what
way does this’ arrangement unids the
syStem now in existence? It ddes not
affect it one iota. At theé present time, |
goods go from Canada to be shipped out.
by Montreal, Halifax, or St. John with-
out paying duty.

A cargo of wheat can leave Witinipeg'
for Néw York, and thére be’ dmch\arged
and put on poard shxp without duty be-
ing demanded. A cargo of gratn can
leave Minneapolis to be taken to Mon-
treal and shipped thernice without pay-
ing duty. This is hy virtue of the bond-
2%¢ privilege which has been given by
each government to the qther, for the
purpose. of transportation. It has been
in existence for mmethin.g like sixty-
vears, and I have never heard & tom-:
plaint: that it was unfair to one party
or to the other, There was a time when
I felt nervous on reflecting that  the
bonding privilege was.gimply an act of|
good -will on. the part of the. Untted!
Btates towards us,_ That was the tithe
when. we hed no communieation- of oar’
own to the sea. But-now that we have
a eontinuous communication en. Can-
fadian soi} from men, te mea; ‘we feel ‘that

mate ‘ambition - of ~getting: - the' greats: the United States chn'remove:the bond-.

ing priviiege at any time: they. please,
and. i they do mo; they will suffer Mmore

trulsm. I8 T weré o 3y that the
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séeking” the products- of His Wb
should be wm?.. this {i Bt WW:
i And yet, the very thi

{very truism, which hm
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than iwe shall. But,sif; our: condfition. in;
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which, the. hpa, member. for North To—

i1 by- the .. men who petitioned:‘fobthe

“Men of stich ‘Sine Nikenciat mMind. &ndr ;

'adi&n govemmnt wne dOﬁ

“ODIK
reuuniu in our own M maaam

Y nd

‘had ‘tope ahandaned Sir, when thé}
Canadian Pacific “railway -was createtL'

881 with the ayowsd policy
annel of cammunication
and. west; the .pblicy was
far as legislation coull @0
3 trade in Canadisn chan-
neéls. Now my hon. frigad from North
'.l'o;-ontb commented upon :.uga nther

“as & 3  mpon - the
gedl‘t of,_(;ahﬂﬁa, upon thppe rdig i
their. money  in:these centers§

rom
horth and soum This is the: la;lxuaxe
onto made use of on that occasion; gmd

44 few minutes. Jater:

“Take the: capital” invested . in yodr
eaat and. west: lines of communieation®
Was it ever: dreamed in: Britaim; ! ST,
that the time would come:when &
change of: policy- would be- inauguratéd)’

money, whapled for the investmentof
capital and -got it at long ‘last?  Was
it ever dreamed that when this capital
-was. severely fixed and invested; :the
long laterdl lines of railway ‘should ‘be
tapped every few miles by communica-
tion< to draw off the:trade: intended for
{4 them to saut.hern routes: and-d49: away
with the: long haul of the eaat and.
west Yines?” .

My hon,:friend had in mind pet‘haps
when he spoke that way the circums-
stance ‘that ‘in the cohtract with the
Canadian «Pacific. Raiiway - Company
‘i precautions-had been:taken to keep the
irade-  flowing reast and west. In: that
contract ‘with ’the- Canadian - Pacific
Railway Cempany the féllowing clause
was inserted as elause 15:

“For twenty years .from the  date]
hereof mno line of railway shall be au-~
thorized: by the Dbminion .parliament
1o be-constructed south of the Canadian:
Pacific railway from any point at or
near the-Canadian Pacific rallway, ex-
cept such ‘line as shall run southwesq
or te the westward of southward, not
t0. withizy fifteen miles of latitude 4877

Mark the words.: The man who in-

vested their money in that -enterprisey

had thig uimmnt “that ¢he Canadian;
govemmelg;wi Aot permlt any rail-3
way to be buflt South of the Hre of:the
Canadian Paciﬂc raflway and that for;
fifteen’ nriles s(mih of the boundary ]me
there shodid i be/ absolutely po railways;
at all. Therefore, under those circum-
stances, \trade could not be diverted
from Canadfan to American channels;
there could be no possible communica-
tion. That-was the extreme precaution
‘which was taken by the government of:
that -84 (fhi{ (Sea's & ‘restriction i
the energy, uson enterprise of thp!
people of thé west Which ‘was to last
for twenty years. Under that restrlc’r
tion the capitalists of the world were’
invited to put their money into the én:
terprise, and ‘they did it, upon“the faith
of the Canadian government. . How
long did ‘this restriction last? Did it
iast twenty years? Sir, it lasted just]
six years, and at last, after six years,]
the Canadian government had to recall
that legislation.
Manitoba’s Experience.

And how did ¥t occur? This is ené
of the most dramatic pages of the his-
tory of our country, and no one knows
it better than ‘my hen. friend from
Brandon. I do not know iflie was then
in ‘the legislature, but I know hée was
& young politician, and he could not
have been indifferent to what was tak-
ing place.” There was a restriction put
upon the wnergy, upon the enterprise
of, the ‘people of the west; and of the
province of Manitoba in-‘particular, The
people- of Manitobg wanted power to
t¥ade north  asd south; they wanted
6 ‘trade with their neighbors, the Am-
erican people, they wanted to hawve: raii-
way -communication with-them: But
there was: & statute, there was an fet
of parliament, there was ‘the“authority
of° the Canadian * government s which
prevented them from trading with their
neighbors to the south, and the Cana-
4dian “government attempted <Tor six
years-to kébp that legisiation in:-force.

The- legisiature of * Maniteba passed
acts chartering railways, . alHowing them
to ¢ross that zone of territory:-which
the governmrent was attemptihg to re-
serve fromy: clvilization <and from : the
Fbenefits  thereof. The “legiglature. of
Manitoba wanted raliways’tocecommun-
icate north and south, theéy: chartered
railways to that efect, and these.chart-
ers were disallowed one after »ﬁ.mther,
Gisallowed in 1881, disallowed.:in” 1887,
disallowed .in 1883, disallowed in 1834
Gisallowed in- 1885, disaliowed im: 1836,
disaflowed 4n 1887. Year after-ysar the
jegistature of Manitoba petitiened this
government; - petitiened parkiament, to
Fdg away with this restrictiors, and: year
-after .year that prayer was dented.” At
last in "1887,; after:this: xestrigtion: put
upon their-energy, the government of
Manitoba, ‘with the assent: of the s whole
people of Manitobay passed-anether! act
authorizing a-railway 'to run from Win-
nipég’ to the: boundary-‘lie where: it
could reach the American system of
railways; '‘and ‘this act was disallowed.

The- province passed beyond that dis-
allowance, and proceeded to bulld, the
‘fdilway, though there was no* Jegisla-
tion empowering them to do so.:It.was
practically an act of rebellion. My hon.
friends from Manitoba, my hon friend
from Brandon, remembers that-on a
certain day in the month of October,
1887, when the Canadian Padifie Rail-
way Company chanenged e rlght ot
the .. province . to cross mgﬁ-
towards the - .south, 200 citlzens~
from: ‘the. city. of Winnlpeg, mem=
bers of the government, members of thé
legistature, financial 1oen, -professional
men, moerchants; bankers, went-Tn &
body: to the: polnt of crossing:and te-
Ipelied foroe by foree, to aliow the cmas-
ing of the Canadian Pacific railwa; w
the provincial Mue. Then sir,“the Sk

isatisfactory,

“M who pled for the imvestment -of]

'minisotltntlon‘m’” :
No, they did wot dream wof it; but it
mdoneanthesama, and the 1

weas that thelr stock; which was

Tepeat, if you attempt to: prevent the
people from trading In natural chem-
{mels, no amount of Aegiemm will ac-
-complish that vbject;, bt It nature
alone, and then the trade will be car-
ried on -on Canaflian lines. Why? Be-
cause we_have the interior and the
shorter and the better lines. Take the
Feondition of ' things to- day; Winnipeg
can trade with Europe by ‘way of .the

!J’uited ‘States;- it can trade with Rur-

Pe. by . way- of Canada. The Hne of
‘railway from Winnipeg to Montreal is
1,414 miles, and from Montreal to Liy-
erpool 2,760 miles, a total of 4,174 miles.
From Winnipeg to New York by way of

o aneapohs Chicago and the Ameri-

can lines, the distance is 1,790 miles,
and from New York to Montreal 3,026
{miles, a total distance of 4826 miles:
The American line is 4,8% miles, the
Canadlan line 4,174 miles, a difference
.favor of the Canadxan line of 852

* Canadian Channels Best.

Do -you . require any legislation, I
want to Xknow, to compel trade to
choose the Canadian channel? I8 it not
obvious that for very self-interest trade
will always take the Canadian line, be-
cause it is the shorter one? -Well, sir,
that s not all. We have had experiénce
as to what has happened, and our ex-

'the Canadian channels has increased:
Yy leaps and Bounds as against thel
trade by the American channels. In 1900
‘the 'total amount of Canadian wheat
exported ‘from Mopntreal was 4,000,000
bushels; in 1910 it had increased from
4,000,000 bushels t& 14,120,000 bushels. Of
American wheat the total number of
bushels exported from Montreal in 1500
wag 5,000,000 bushels, and in 1911 that
hagd increased to 10,008,600 bpshels. So,
therefore, thére 18 06 doubt ~ on " this
point, the Canadian -line must have the]

is the ‘best and the shortest. But, sir.
the guestion mow: has to be examined:
from the point of view of goods which/
are exported from Canada to the Unit=
ed States Wwith 8§ view %o consumption
in that country.

My hon. friend the leader of the op=1
position, when ¥e spoke ‘upon this sub-
Ject; stated that our policy ought to be
to favor interprovincial trade, To this,
sir, everybody agrees; we all favor in-
terprovincial trade in preference. to
trade with other nations, and I 4m Pre-
pared to admit with my hon, friend
that 'this agreement concerns ouly
natural products, and my hon. friend
| will not contend that the-Canadian peo-!
ple cAn. consume the whol:e Eroductiox)
of our natural products. My hon. friend]
from Brandon the other day stated.that
the home market would reguire about]
80 per cent. of our products. It is diffi-
cult to secure reliable statistics upon
this point, so as to arrive at a satisfae-
tory conclusion how much_ of meat, of
eggs and of- fruit is consumeéd by ‘&
population. 'This depénds mueh on the
means  and wealth of the population
but it is possible to obtain mot only
but -ponclusive ovidence]
and statistics _as 1o ‘the amount -« of
wheat which is consumed by a ‘popula-
tion, ang it .is far jess than 86 per cent.

“Thirty years ago, or thereabouts, the
opinion was held that the consumption
of wheat was about five bushels per
head, ‘and. to-day I am- gatisfied it I8
much larger. I discussed the matter
some. few ‘woaks age.with a prominent
miller, and his opinion is that at the
present time the consumption of ‘wheat
is between six bushels and seven bush-
els per head. It that be the case, the
Canadian consumption of wheat, as-}
suming a population of 8,000,080, would!
be about 50,000,080 bushels: If that be
the proportion of the consumption to
the produac¢tion of Canada, then Canada
consumes only 50 per cent. of her pro-
duction of what. Where is the balance
to' go? My hon, friend will tell me we
have the English market. Se we have,
the ' English market is quite ample
énough to take the surplus production

to come; although we are sure the pro-
guction will mcrease tenfold by and
bY

Hay and Cattle.

But, ' sir, ‘there -are other products]
than whéat, which the British market
cannot absorb, or-¢annet absorb with
the same convenignce as the Ameri-
can , market can. The hon. mem-
ber for Brandon spoke of hay in Que-
ihec, and rather hinted, although he did
not say s0, that the sending abroad
of hay is bad  business for « the
.farmer. I can tell bim that no hay

will ‘pe exported from the hilisides of
the eastern townships of the province
of Quebec, hut as the minister of agri-
cultum reminded him we have in’ the
province of Quebec. natural meadows,
.whichi require mo tillage, and upon
which the best of timothy has been:
grown, not for fifty years, but for 160
years. Along the two shores of Lake
St. Peter: there are natural meadows a
few inches only above the level of the
water, which are yearly flooded, and
which, to the knowledge of every one
in-the province, h#ive been for a hun-
dred years -or more growing hay and
nothing else.

The counties of Berthier Montmagny
and St. Maurice, on the nerth-shore,
and the counties of Nicolet, Yamaska
and Richelieg on the south, dre 8o situ-
ated ‘that they have a popuiation of,
‘perhaps, 1, 000 who are growers of hay
and for whon this treaty, if it becomes
law, will be the most positive boon. To=
‘day they €dnnot sell any hay in the
United ‘States because there is & duty
For $4 a ton. Let 1he ‘duty be removed
‘and immedidtely there will be an im-
mense trade in that section of the com-
mumty. as there m some thirty yeu-a
ago.
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‘perienice has been that our trade over}’

preference, because the Canadtan linej

.of wheat in this eountry for many yearsi!

Preferential \Trmie

Now, .1 come to a very

with: Great - Britain. My bon.

the house.
With: that statement; - n.nd Lsu more:

of “the House have never ‘taken part.

tual preferential trade.

ers.

part of our business; .

policy before the English people.

Great Britain at the conference. of 1902,
and it ‘was in-these words:

it
the
aceept
ential

they coud
Imperial
the
trade

be  assured
government
principle  .of
generally,

emption from duties new Jlevied

ference which is soon to take place

products; on
large importer of netuval products.

ed products,’ and Wwe ‘are large import+

cur market with their natural produects,;.

natural products if

vantage.
same as

nay, it is the

been fgr the

have answered itself.

any ‘eountry
treatment shall be given to certain na-
tions with which England has these old
treaties. These treaties were in the past

treaties. Similar treaties -with
countries
therefore,

were not in our way, and,

treaties have assumed enormous mag-
nitude in the eyes of some, and a few

other gide of the House say that we

the whole world.

Well, the whole world 18 a big phrase,
but iet us examine in detail what it is
composed of in this sensé, The whole
world in detail, so far as-these treaties
are concerned comprises, . Venezulea,
Switzerland,” Sweden, “Spain; “Rassia,
Japan, Denmark; CTolembia, - ‘Bolivia
fand who ever hearg o!m trade wifh
Bolivia), ' Austrias and-
Argentine Republic. - Tt ‘l sée - Wbat
our trade is with these aAations’Al told
last year we exported to Venmesuela $14,-
800 -worth, and - we actusaily - imported
from. Vemesuela $53,600 worth, a- trade
whieh would probabdly supply the next
cormer grocery. -And, - fn thls  $58,000

this reason It “4d g ‘advantage that{'worth of ‘trade ‘of Venezubla:there Is
ity the Brrﬂshmhchdet myd!hﬂ'hm
.mxrt't‘hn ‘ducts we ‘miention  fh oRFE ugmr merit

m—

with the United States: from

fway. Now I ask -the hon. member for

the \argu'ment that if you ‘Wwers to adopt

Bwitzerland we  imported R-‘“ﬁ“

important
Deint. It has peen stated -in this dis‘
cussion; and repeated in: the press;' in-
deed, the statement has been alluded to
in QGreat Britain, that by this arrsnge-
-ment we were putting sn-end to every
possibility of mutual pretemntlal trade
“friend
trom Brandon made that argument, and
1 have heard it from the other side of
I take this. positive issue

that ‘statement does not bear criticism;
it has only to be" analyzed” for its false=
ness to be shown. . - Sir, swe on-this sidey

we’ have refused to take part, in:the
controversy which has been long 80138
on in England on the question™of mu-
We would not
take any part in the contest -between
the tariff reformers and the free trad-
We thought it would not be dig-
nified, we thought it would not be any
we thought. it
would be an act of impudence for us. to
take part in this controversy, whether
on the one side of the gquestion or: the
other, and we preferred to remain si-
lent upon that point, having laid our’
And
what was our policy? Our policy was
Set forth by the Canadian ministers in

*“The Canadian ministers stated that

that
womrd
prefer-
and - par-
ticularly grant to the food products |«
of Canada in the United Kingdom ex-
or
hereafter imposed, they (the Canadian
minigters) would be prepared to go fur-
ther into the subject and éndeavor to
glve to the British manufacturer some
‘Increased advantage over his foreign
‘competitors in the markets of Canada.”
\ This was our policy laid down at the
Tmiperial Conference of 1902: This is
‘Sur poliey in this year 1911 at the con-

‘We have been told hiy the other side of.
the House that the ‘action we have
{taken with regard ‘to this' agreement
has made it impossible to implement:
the polley thus latd down. How can
that be argued seriously? The Cana-
Qian ministers at ‘the conference in 1802
stated that they were prepared to gtve
to Great Britain a preferencs on mah-
utactured goods in our market- If Great
Britain would give ug preference on our
natural products in her market Gredt
Britain does not éxport many nnﬁral
the contrary she is. d

We aré exporters not. Bt‘iﬁaﬁnfactur"’

ers of thanufactured prodiéts, and we
have given to the Amoricans a free en-
irance to our markets only, for -their na-’
‘tural products, as they have given us
a free entrance to thelr market for our
natura] products anfl how can that 3 058
‘Fect the British Isiants? Surelx in no
way at all can it affect our trade with
Britain. " The United States_can enter

but 1t s certain that England will nevery
‘Send a bushel of any kKind of .grain to
Canada. However, England’ can give
us a preference in heér market for our
she. thooses . to.
thange her policy, and then we are pre-:
pared to give her upon her manufac-
Aured products “a corresponrding  ad-

Sir, the policy of Canada Is just the
it was three months  ago
when this arrangement was made;
same to-day as it has
: jast Ywelve ‘years
and- it will be the policy of the Can-
adian government at the next Imper-
ial conference which will open in May | used, but also abused them.
next. Wha.t then of all the shrieks amd
lamentatiens and imprecations we: have
heard from all sides upon:this point?
Surely the guestion has not been prop-
erly thought out for i it were it would

Perhaps it i8 just as well now, sinee
am reviewing all the wobjections teo
this agreement, . that I should take up
#nother point whieh has been made
Jagainst it and which has drawn many
2 tear from the eyes of sOme gentie-
men  sitting on the other side. I 'refer
to the consequences of the agreement
on what are known' as the most faver-
ed nation treaties. There are In exist-
ence certain old treaties between Eng-
1and and other countries in which it is
provided that if England op any of her
colonies. should give a- preference: to
in -the world the . same

af so little consequence that we never
troubled about them, but when in 1896
we found in our way the treaty with
Germany and the treaty with Belgium
we asked for the renunciation. of these
other

we did not trouble about
them. However, all of a ‘sudden’ these
days ago I heard a gentreman on the

were practically o;penlng our doors. to;

- We. w ‘to: Mn/hst year
$51,000 worth and imported from Spain
SLMDM ‘worth, and our ixrport&

‘(u.d: ot provided for in the

venty and, |} e At all With Russia, our 6x-
g we a.te,nbra.hle to seil all’
the Cittle we can raise in Great Britain|
| there is-a ready market in-the United

poﬁs were ”,m Jast year and our im- '
ports $138,000, -and I cannot find ameng |
them a single article which woald |
Jcome within the stope of the agree-.
‘| ment: %~Nmay and Swedén our ex- |
ports. \waern" $487,000 and our imports
3168&0. snﬂ amongst these there  are
some ‘fish; And Norway would have the
benefit ‘of free fish under this agree-
ment, and that is the first item we find
‘which Is at all affected. Then, we have
some trade with Japan, but does any .
one imagine that Japan will send us
wheat or butter or cereals?
With Denmurk we had some trade,
but not very extenslve, our exports be-
ing- $425,000 and our Imports $86,080, and -
‘while Denmark 18 a butter exporting
country, not a pound of butter-came to
Canada from Denmark. Then, with the
§‘tate of,. Colombia- our exports were
$42,080 and our tmports $28,060, but. they
included nothing mentioned in the ar-
rangement, Bollvia—we have not any
trade with -it;. we do not import any-
thing from it or export anything to it.
Austria-Hungary—our imports are $1,-
410,000 and our exports $60,C00; tihe im-
parts ‘are chiefly-laces and things of
that kind. Then I come to the last—the
Argentine Republic; our total exports
are $2,869,000, and -our total imports $2,-
181,000; but I find that we have not im-
ported from the Argentine.a single ar-
ticle that is included in this agreement.
The Argentine, however, is .a wheat-
erowing country, and it exports wheat;
but if ever the Argentine Republic
serds wheat. to Canada, there is no
reason why Canada should .net send
wheat ‘to the Argentine; so that objec-
tion-is wholly exploded and may be dis-
missed-without further reference.
National Conmservation.
Another objection which | has' been
taken to this agreement is that it will
destroy ol natural resources. My hon.
friend from North Torontp was par-
ticularly indignant on this point. He
grew eloguent and asked us what ‘we
meant by establishing a conservation
commission for the preservation of our
natural resources ‘and then proceeding
with ruthless hands to ‘destroy their
work. F have 1o say to my hoen. friend
that thie comwmission for the preserva-
. {tion of our matural resources 'Was ‘in-
tended it deal. not ‘at &l with ques-
tions of politial economy, but with
‘Guestions* of ‘physical science; D&y hon.
‘friend told’ B8 that we should preserve
rour” matural yesources for our ‘children
and For our children’s children; but I
sk my “hon. “friend, what is thé object
of these matural resources? Soil; water,
Torests, “hinerals, have besh given to
man.by- the Creator for the use of man,
and . 8l clvilizea nations ha\e acted
acccralnxly

Why difl our ancestors leave their re-
Spective lands and come to thig: coun-
jiry ana take {t from ‘the Indians if it
Was” HOt ‘for the purpose of ‘taking
held of the. natural’ resources of the
country and usipg them for their bene-
4it? . The Indians were men after the
“heart of myy hoen. friend from -North
“Toronto~~they  were great: preservers
of:natural resources. They kept them
-not fer themselves; but for their chil-
dren and the ¢hildrén of their children.
They never aised them to any great ex-
tent. The territory they inhabited
contained many minerals; but when
bur ancestors came here, they found
the Indians using implements made of
wood and stone.” They mever cultivat-
ed the soil; they lived on  fish and
game. They were in the midst of im-
mense forests, but they never felled a
tree to build a. house. ' They lived be-
side the most wnoble stréams in the
world; but they did not use them to
turn a wheel; they never even used
watér to wash. They weére people af-
ter the heart of my hon.. friend from
North Torento.

Our ancastors who came here, came
to enjoy the natural resources of the
land. Unfortunately, they not only
It is the
reproach of the white settler that if
he has used these natural resources,
he has been imprudent, and has. de-
stroyed  them much more wantonly
than he has consumed them for his
own benefit. It iz  charged to-day
against the Canadian farmer that he
is not cultivating the soil, but mining
it, and taking all the fertility out of
it. It is charged against the Canadian
lumberman that he is not only, ¢rop-
ping the lumber, as he should, put in
his  operations, is destrovmg much
more than he uses. I think it is ad-
mittcd that in this valley of the Otta-
wa, where timber has been cut for the
last one hundréd years, the lumber-
men bave destroyed more timber than
they have ever carried away.

Sir,” the object of the, Conservation
Commission is simply to ‘instruct the
farmers, the lumbermen ‘and others,
how ‘to use the ‘natural resources of
the country. But if that be 'thé case,
the :‘Commission, which is ably pre-
sidéd over by my hon. friend from
Brandon, will do’an immense seérvice
in showing all our people how to use
these resources with prudence, so'that
they will be preserved for our ¢hildren
and our children’s children.

But, Sir, what has this to do ‘with
this agreement? My hon. friend says
that our resources will be taken by
the - Amerfcans. Well, the Americans
‘will itake them if they pay for them;
but whether they take ‘them or not,
whether this agreement goes into force
or not, the natural resources  of the
country will be made use of, and I
hope in a more prudent manner than
‘they are dt the present time. My hon.
| frisnd from North Toronto need have
no more apprehension on that point.

No Peril to Industries.

1 pass te a more important’ objec-
tion,- really the omly objection of any
consequience that I know of.’ That ob-
jection is that this agreement will im-
imperil our industries. How will it
imperil our ‘industries? This agree-
ment is concerned chiefly ‘with na-
tural products. There are no ‘manu-
facdtured products dealt with in it, ex-
‘vept agricuitural implements. ~In ne-
gotiating this agreement we have ad-
hered strictly to the terms of the
resolution which was adepted at the
Liberal Coavention of 1883, in wkich
{Concluded on page 12.)
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