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narnely, thiat it is nom, being couceded on
the othier side by intluential journals such
as this that there is no0 defence for the
present embargo on auy grounid whatever,
either in tlieir own intereslt or in ours. N:ýow
1 havýe this to say to members of parlia-
ment, to those who are farmers and those
wbo are not, that I hope they will assist
iis in unanimously supporting this resolu-
tiou. We expect some good will corne from
it. We know perfectly well that ln this
great country of ours the cattie lndustry is
goiug to be ene of our most important lu-
terests. There is no iuduýstry in the coun-
try to-day equal to it for the preservation
of the fertility of our land In the eider parts
of the country, than the raising of cattie,
eithier beef cattle or dairy cattie, especially
beef cattie. This being the case, and look-
ing to the future welfare of our farmers lu
the eider parts of the Dominion, and even
in the uewer and rougher parts of northern
Ontario and Quebec, I dlaim we are goIng te
benefit our country very largely by pressing
for the rernoval of this embargo. I think
the time may ýoon corne when it wiIl be
removed. However, I for one, as long as I
remain a member of this parliament, vili
flot be discouraged if we do not get àt im-
ntediately, but I will continue to press our
dlaims on the home government for the
removal of this very unjust and nf air em-
bargo.

Mr. R. BICKERDIKE (Montreal, St. Law-
rence). M,%r. Speaker, on many occasions I
have been asksd by the cattiemien of Can-
ada te introduce a similar resolution te that
brougbt down from the Committee on X.,gri-
culture, 'but I have feit that it w'as rather a
daugereus question te take up, because, If
it were takien up, it îvould have te be deait
with ou its merits, and if deait with on its
merits, I believed, that sernetbing might have
to be said that would be unfavourable te
gentlemen occupying higli positions in the
British goverument. It is a well-known fact
that there is ne disease in the cattie of this
country, that there neyer was and fhat
under the l)reseIlt arrangements, if con-
tinued, there neyer wiil be. The Biitisli
Bloard of Agr-iculture, in 1892, siînplv gold-
bricked this country. Tbey were plaving a
game w-ith Canadian interests andi thev m-ere
using leadeti dice in that game.

iMr. FOSTER. That is a pretty strong
statement.

Mr. BICRERDIKE. Yes, and 1 will prove
it te the satisfaction of the hion. menîber for
N\orth Toronto.

Mr. FOSTER. Leaded dice

Mr. BICKERDIKE. I say that the Can-
adiani fariner, rancher and cattie exporter
and the importer ou the other side sintiply
desire the liberty to dispose of their cattie
as they tbink best. WVe have ne cattie
disease and -%e want the restrictions im-

pesed upon that greund removeti, or faHiiig
their remeval, a franir acknoîvledgment on
the part of the British goverumeut that the
restrictions are sole]y and entirely fdr the
purpose of protecting the home live cattie
market, protecting the farmers of Great
Britain, net against disease but against coin-
petition from this country. The British
Board of Agriculture insist that it is the
disease. 1 have ne objection te tbern usiiug
that terni, but 1 do demand that tbey will
give tbe disease its proper name-anti cali it
protection and not pleuro-pueumonia.

Mr. TAYLOR. The Liberals of Great
Britain are sailing under false colours there
as tbey are here.

Mr. BICRERDIKE. Under the existiuîg
law Canadian cattie are enly allowed te land
at eue port in Scotianti, Glasgow, andi I thinik
three lai Englanti. At these ports, withîni
ten days of arrivai, the cattle bav e to ho
slaughtered. As a resuit of these conditions
the buyers are confîned to a few butchers lu
the vicinity of the ports. I arn giving a few
of these facts at the beginning se that the
ileuse will bje ili possession of themi. Prier
te 1892 Canadian cattie were allowed te go
ibito the interior. In 1892 eue of tbe veteri-
niary inspectors ef the British Board of Agri-
culture claimeti te have discovereti pleure-
pneunmonia iii eue of the animais that liati
been shipped te Glasgow. It is a strange
thing that the disease shioulti have been de-
teeted in one animal ouly wh.icb we disputed
and where our veterinaries disputeti. Out ef
the million and a haif .cattle that had been
slaughtered in Englauti andi Scotianti only
eue animal Nvas even suspected te bave this
disease. I dlaimi that the British Board of
Agriculture have treated us very unfairiy.

Mr. HENDERSON. Before the hion. 7en-
tieman leaves that, .perbaps be would tell us
whether it was demnoustrated that the sus-
picion was well foundeti, that e'-en one ani-
mal was diseaseti?

Mr. BICKERIDIKE. No, sir, it was not.
1 will preduce evidence, with the permnissioni
ef the Huse, te prove that the animal laudeti
in Glasgow was; ail rigbt but that she got the
disease after she landed tbere. It was in
old cow tbat happeneti te, be sbipped ov-er.
This eue animal coutracted the disease after
she landet inl Scotianti. That was the only
case and that was the case tbat -was useti
as g-round for placing the embargo upon us.

Mr. SPROULE. There must have been
somne mistake lu the histery of the case, be-
cause it was stated that the disease %vas
detected lu au ex brought from Mnftilobai
andi taliea over on the ' Moakseaton.' How
do you turu it into a cow ?

Mr. BICKEIîDIKE. £he ex talken over
on the M Noukseaton ' is another case te,
whiei 1 xviii refer. Their own inSpPdters
acknowledged the fact that tbey liad mnate
a mistake. I bave tbe facts lu c-enîection
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