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SIR

ILERID’S ANSW

ER T0 THE

CRITICS OF TARIFF AGREEMENT

In a Brilliant Speech of Two Hours Duration the Premier Replies From Every Standpoint to
the Oﬁjecltion_s'tli‘at_-vgave Been Urged Against the Reciprocity Proposal—Rouses Lib-
‘eral Members to High Pitch of Enthusiasm—An Effective Answer to the Talk

. of AnnexationWith the United States.

e

Ottawa, March T7—Interest in'the
reciprocity debate. reached a high
pitch today owing to the announce-
ment that Sir. Wilfrid Laurier would
make his first formal defenc® of the
agreement negotiated at Washing-
ton., Sir Wilfrid has spoken briefly
on two occasions when F. D. Monk
moved amendments, but he dealt only
with matters. directly affected by the
motion and this was his first sus-
tained effort. It lasted for two
hours, an unusually long speech for
the Prime Minister. The sp2ech was
listened to by a crowded house and
the galleries 'and Countess Grey oc-
cupied a seat on the floor of the
Commons chamber.

Phe Premier dealt with the recl-
procity proposals, and their possibre
effécts, from every standpoint. At
times he aroused the Liberal ‘mem-
bers to a high point of enthusiasm.
Sir Wilfrid after a somewhat exhaus-
tive and elaborate argument in refu-
tation of the claim that Canada has
not always been open to a reciprocal
arfangement with —the Uniteg States
dealt in turn with the main objections
of the opponents of the measure,
which he dividéd into the four heads,
that trade would be deflected to Am-.
enican .channels, that Canada’s na-
tural resources would be destroyed,
that our industries would be imperiil-
ed, and that we would lose our au-
tonomy and be absorbed by the Unit-
ed States.

He presented arguments to show
that none of these things would hap-
pen, but rose te the greatest flights
of eloquence when gdealing with the
last of the four. He flouted the idea
that an improved trade relation
would affect the loyalty of the Cana-
dians and accused the Opposition of
insulting the Canadian people by
Suggesting that should an economic

crisis arise they would consider their |

pockets before their loyalty. Sir Wil
frid referred directly to Hon. Clifford
Sifton on a number of occasions and
said that he had deserted Liberal
principles. ' :

Major Currie, North Oxford, fol-
lowed in a speech in which he declar- |
ed that the agreement would be a bad
thing for Canada and would cost the
government the support of the young
men of the country, who are against
it. -
Hon. 'Wm. Templeman, speaking in
Support of the agreement said that
the concensus of opinion in British
Columbia was in favor of. it.

On Wednesday R:” L. Borden will
move that in view of the failure of
the agreement to secure ratification
at Washington its consideration be
deferred. It 4s expected that the
House will divide on the motion,

At the outset, Sir Wilfrid Laurier
reviewed the discussion of the agree-
ment since it was first introduced in-
to the House by Hon. Mr. Fielding
over a month ago. It had been dis-
cussed and canvassed in the press,
in publie-meetings and in parliament,
and unless he had greatly misappre-
hended the trend of public opinion
and could not read the signs of the
times, he thought he could venture
th» assertion that the “policy which
is therein invulved has met with ap-
probation, nay, with enthusiastic ap-

Sir Wilfri@’s peroration was =as

not yet as numerous but destined

that the American people have to

the waters of the Gulf of Mexico

were our ancesters, a flag under

a nation upon a separation from

that in this task we are already

probation of a oajority o fthe Cana-
diar. people.” (Liberal cheers; Oppos-

itlor cries of “No. No.”) | {
| people, though we  have not your numbers we gre just as proud as
i and that rather than part with cur national existence, we

Tr. answer to the cries of protest, |
Sir Wilfrid said he would not stop
t> discuss the merits of the respec-
tive opinions on the point.: No word |
of his- would change the views of
the Opposition and in that they would
persevere until the evening of the!
nexi, polling day. He was well aware :
that the ‘policy of the Government

had not been universally accepted, i
!

and that an organization had been
¢reated in Toronto and Montreal for |
tho purpose of fighting the agreement. |
These people were acting within theirf
rights and althought he would not|
urderestimate the importance of thel
mcvement, he did not thing there was |
any cause for alarm. Many of the!
ohjectigps to the agreement lacked |

force for the Opposition. Others were !

wcrthy of consideration, mot from
their inherent strength, but from the
circumstances that they were inspir-
el by a strange misconception as to
what would be the result and the con-
sequence of the policy involved.

Why Any Obiections.

“The wonder to me,” said Sir Wil-
fria, “is that there should be any ob-
jections at all. Who can deny that
we have now reached a stage in our
relations with our neighbors which
ali parties in this House have been
seeking for the last forty years, who
can deny that if forty yeats ago or
ever fourteen vyears ago Wwhen we
took office, it had -been possible to
obtain such an abatement of the Am-
erican tariff as is embodied in this
agreement, there would have been
rejoicing in this country.”

He declared that the relations be-
tween Canada and the United States
were a blot upon our common civiliz-
ation, and contendéd that when Sir
John. Macdonald introduced the na-
tional policy in 1878, it contained a
clause designed to secure reciprocity.
Jn 1911 we had an agreement and yet
mer: doubted and hesitated. - The
agreement was condemned as unfair
end hostile and men told us /‘Stop,
proceed -no further, let injustice re-
main, let hostility remain because up-
o1 injustice and- hostility the Canadian
confederation depends for its exist-
ence.”

Replies to Foster.

The Premier dealt with the state-
ment made by Mr. Foster that the
Conservative party had bade good-

The most common cause of insom-
nia is disomders of «ne stomach. Cham-
berlain’s Stomacn and LEiver -TFablets
correct these disorders “uad enable you
to gleep. Mor sale b, Dealers every-
wWRere. . ; :

$ i % >

are to. yours, 2
is as good, justias goed, s8s your

you are,

would part with our lives.
& our American friends, there may
|

lation in commerce and the arts

to obtain such relations between

nations, nay to the whole British

ELOQUENT ANSWER TQO THOSE WHO
TALK OF ANNEXATION TO URITED STATES

is also a matter of history, the conviction of every American citi-
zen was that the Canadian confederation should become a part of
the American union. Recent events have shown that there are still
men in the United States who harbor that hope. But there are also
men who are beginning to perceive that the republic though its eca-
reer has been giorious, has yet many questions to solve and many
dangers to face and many of them are beginning to recognize that
solution of uUfMr difficult problems would be seriously complicated,
perhaps fatally impaired if in the territory of the republic was to
be included another territory as large as their own, with a people

with problemd of their own also to solve and whose union with the
United Stiltes would only add to tie complications of their own

“If my poor voice could be hecrl through ._e length and breadth
of ihis country and if without any presumption, it would be heard
also beyond the frontier, X would say to our American neighbors
that flattering as it may be to their pride in the idea that the terri-
tory ox .he republic shoult extend over the whole continent from

to remember that we Canadians W

fered some oppression, but ‘which to us has veen ang is more than
ever the emblem- of freedom, to remember that if you have founded

have set our hearts upon building up a nation  without separation,

tions, with our national entity as
that constitutes a nation to which e are just as deveoted aas you
to remember that the, bloed which flows in- ouzr vyeins

«If my voice could be heard that far I would presume to say to

than the spectacle of a united continent, n spectacle
astonish the wé-ld by its mnovel and grandeur, a spectacle of two
people living side by side for a distance of four thousand miles, a
line whieh is hardly visible in many quarters, with mnot a cannon,
with not a gun frowning across it, with not a fortress
side, with no armament one against another, but living in harmon
in mutual confidence, and with no other rivalry than generous emu-

“To the Canadian people I would say that if it is possible for us
tions, Canada will have rendercid to Old England, the mother of

its present effect and &till more in its far-reaching consegquences.”

follows : “Once upon a time, this

to be as numerous as their own,

solve.

to the waters of the Arctic ocean,
ere born under the same flag as
which perhaps they may have suf-
the Motherland, we Canadians
far advanced . with our imnstitu-

a people, and with everything

own, and that if you are a .proud

be a speciacle perhaps mnobler vyet
whicha would

en either
Yy

of peace.

these two young and growing na-

empire, a service unequalled in

bya to reciprocity in '1891. ¥e had
thought that when the Conservative
Government went out of office in 1896
they were in favor of reciprocity. Mr.

ton in 1891 and 1892, while in 1894
Sir John Thompson, then Premier,
had stated that Canada was willing to'
have reciprocity with the United
States in trade matters. More than
that, he said, Mr. Foster himself in|
1894, when a charge was made by’ Mr. |
Charleton ‘that the Conservative Gov-!
ernment was insincere in its efforts'
to obtain reciprocity, stated that the
charge of Mr. Charleton was unjust to
him and that lhe was perfectly sin-
cere in his desire to*have reciprocity
with the United States. Then again
in the same year, Mr. Foster introduc-
ed a revision of the tariff, from which
it was quite true, said  Sir Wilfrid,
he had removed the standing offer
of reciprocity which had been in the
tariff since 1879, but he simply re-
prcduced it in another form by means
of special clauses which stated that
fish, eggs, shingles, pulpwood, roots,
buckwheat, etc., were to be free when
they were admitted free into United:
States.
Denles the Charge

Denying the charge that the Lib-
erals had abandoned reciprocity in
1897 ,Sir Wilfrid explained that his
remarks on the return of, the high
commigsion from Washingtdn that
further advances toward  reciprocity
would have to come from the Amer-
jcan capitol was influenced by the re-
buke to Canada, It was cohsistent
with Canadian dignity to take that
position which, however, he declared,
did not. involve any change or policy

‘ |
Fcster himself had gone to Washing-

in that regard on'the part of the Lib-
eral government.

Replying to the claim by Mr. Fos-
ter and Mr. Sifton that. the Govern-
ment had received no mandate from
the people to enter upon such mnego-
tiations, he said he was more than as-
tonished to see Mr. Sifton take that
ground, He believed that the conver-
sion of the member for Brandon had
not been so gradual as he had indicat-
ed in his speech. At the Liberal con-
vention in 1893, when theé party plat-
form was adopted, Mr. Sifton had
agreed to the resolution regarding re-
ciprocity. The Premier admitted
that this policy had lain dormant, but
he "denied having changed  his atti-
tude since that time. It was true that
the question of reciprocity had not
been an issue in the campaigns of
1900, 1904 and 1908, but the reason
was that so far as he knew, there was
no. difference of opinien between the
I.iberal] and Conservative parties Te-
garding it. He declined to accept the
argument that because this matter
had not been discussed before the
Government wag debarred from en-
tering into an agreement.

Some Precedents.

What mandate, he asked, had Lord
Klgin .jn 1852, when he “went to
Washington to enter into a treaty ar-
rangement,

What mandate had the government
of 1864 to put to parliamént the re-

solution which proposed Confedera-j

tion? Not a word about it had ever
been heard by the people. When can-
ada assented in 1871 to the Washing-!
ton treaty of that year, the questiOn
was unknown to them. f

‘“In the face of the records of those
questions,” he added, ‘it is childish

The .cause of the attitude of the op-'for New York and there be discharg-

1896, he had no doubt that the pol-!
icy proposed today would be received
with favor and the empyrean would
resound with exaltation. Now that
country was prosperous they were
told by the opposition, “Do 'not go
any further, fold your arms and let
well enough alone. Well, what is
this country, what are we? Is this
Canada or is it China? (Cheers).
The Case of China.

‘“The Chinese have left well
enough alone for four thousand
years. Tour thousand years ago, they
were probably the first nation on
earth, and refused to move. They left
well enough alone for four thousand
years.. If a reformer showed his
head among them, he was ruthlessly
put down and told to let well enough
alone. And we are asked to adopt,
this Chinese policy. But since this is
Canada we shall have to g0 on whe-
ther the gentlemen of the Opposition
will follow or not. We win drag
them on even against 'their will. That
is our policy, we must g0 On. Some
years ago, a young lady showed her
album, which, as q young girl, she
had shown to Sir John Macdonald,
and asked him to write on it the
motto of his life. ‘He wrote on it his
:notto, “Hope on, hope ever.” How
far are the Conservative party from
th_at motto today? But we ghal] g0 on
with our policy, our policy is advance,
and if it be wrong, we shall submit
willingly to the judgment ' of the
Canadian people and to the punish-
ment which ought to be given every
man who brings in g wrong policy.

The Open Door.

Recognizing that Canadians were
above all an agricultural people and;
that it was their boast that in cereals,
vegetables and fruits, they could beat
the .world, the Premier said that
when the door of a nation of ninety
millions of people was opened, it Waé
their .duty to enter. Instead of “his
the Government was fronted with ob-
Jection. “It will be all over with the
Canadian confederation and even the
British, empire woulg reel and rock
upon ﬁs foundations they contend.
Let us approach this question from
the point of view of common sense.”

This remark by Sir Wilfrid carried
the House. Both sides cheered vocif-
grously, with the Opposition applaud-
Ing the sentiment with great enthusi-
asm. It amounted to an ovation which
lasted for several minutes.

“I am glad,” continued Sir Wil-
frid, “that my remarks on that point
evoke some responge from the other
sidﬁ. We will see how far they will
go.

The Premier said he would try to
be fair in giving the reasons why the
agreement was not accepted at once,
but before doing so, he felt bound
to observe that the, Canadian people
at large owed a debt of gratitude to
Messrs. Fielding” apd, Paterson, ‘for
having obtained from our mneighbors
sucl an advantageous arrangement
and. having obtainéd it without the
sacrifice of any Canadian interests.”

posel to reciprocity had taken part in
the discussion in a fair manner and
deserved an acknowledgement for
stch on the part of the Government.
It ‘also reflected credit upon them-
selves.

Foster An Exception.

He would make an exception, how-
ever, in the case of Mr. Foster, the
member for North Toronto, who had
deccribed Messrs. Fielding and Pater-
son as “very ordinary men.”

“Well,” gaid Sir Wilfrid, “if my
hcnorable -friend from North Toronto
has not learned it vet, he may learn
it mow that if he had to his credit
one-half the achievements of my hon-
orable friend, the Minister of Finance
he would have reason to be more
preud of his ecareer than he can be.”

He admitted that the speakers OD_!nals, That was a restriction upon the

be any part of our business and that

This was by virtue of the bonding it would be an act of impudence for |
privilege which had been in ex’st- us to take part in this controversy
tence for sixty years and no one had "and we prefer to remain silent having
ever heard of a complaint that it Was laid our policy before the English
unfair to one party or the other.|pecple. And what was our policy?
There was a time, he said, when he It wag set forth by the Canadian Min-
felt nervous on reflecting that the isters at the conference of 1908 and
bonding privilege was simply an act wa. in these words: ‘““The Canadian
of good will on the pArt of the Unit- Ministers stated that if they could
ed States towards Canada. That wWas be assured that the Imperial Gov-j
when we had no communication of ernment would accept the principle of '
our own to sea. But now that We preferential trade generally and par-
had continuous communication oOnN ticularly grant to the food products
Canadian soil, to sea, we felt that the of Canada in the United Kingdom
United States could remove the bond- exemption from duties the Canadian
ing privilege at any time it pleased ministers would be prepared to go

and if they did so, they would suffer fyrther into the subject and endea-| wanted

more than Canada. He Dbelieved, yor to give the British manufacturer
however, that our condition was ab- ¢ome increased advantage over his for-
solutely safe whether the treaty pass- eign competitors in the markets of
ed or not.

“I am very solicitious;”” said the gown at the Imperial conference of
Premier, ‘“of retaining in our OWN 1908 this is our policy in this year
channels the Canadian trade and T 1911 at the conference which is soon
think I can show Dby the record of {, take place. We have been told
this government that we have fav- tnat the action we have taken has
ored the building of a line through p,4e jt impossible to inaugurate the
Canadian territory "\ from [East to policy thus laid down. How can that
West with the intent of keeping trade ;. argued seriously?”
in our own channels |

«But, I may say this to the mem-|
ber for North Toronto, (Mr. Foster)|
to the leader of the Opposition, (MTr. Great Britain did not export natural
Borden) and to the member for ,,o4ycts but was a larger importer
Brandon, (Mr. Sifton) espeéially, that ¢ them while we were exporters not
it it is expected that you are goin® ,¢ mgnufactured products but f na-
to keep trade within Canadian chan- {,ra) products and large importers of
nels by legislative enactment DY panyfactured products. We had given
trade impediments they make the {, 1. Americans only a free en-
greatest of all mistakes, a mistake 41,00 of their natural products and
which was tried once and had to he‘ the; had given us a free entrance of
abandoned” : our natural products. How could that

The Object of the C.P.R. "affect the British islands? Surely in

Continuing, the Premrer said that ., .o .t 411 would it affect the Cana-
when the C.P.R. was erected in 1881'i dian trade with Great Britain, How-
it was with the avowed policy of PTo-" over England cculd give a preference
viding a channel of communication in her markets for our natural pro-
hetween East and West, or to keep ducts if she chose to change her poli-
as far as legislation could do it, the <
Canadian trade in Canadian channels. upcn her manufactured products a
The member for North Toronto in corresponding sdvantage. .
commenting upomn: the agreement had,: Vhat then of all ‘the shrieks and
with great force of language, spoken lamentations and depreciations which
of the results upon the credit of Can- had heard from all sides upon 1i1hus
ada and the danger to t.hnse who had pcint, surely the cuestion had not
invested’ money -in rallyay: enter- been px‘opm;h' thought out for if it
Driges, whon :Jt. wes learfied- that by were, it \\'uv'ld have answered #tself.
this legislation, trade coulfdbe divert- ’ :
ed to channels running north and Favored Nation Treaties.
south. After quoting the remarks of & (yyjprig next referred to the con-
Mr. Foster to the effect that investors sequences o fthe agreement on yvhat
never dreamed that the Government aré known as most favored nation
would take such a step Sir Wilfrid treaties. He remarked that this was
pointed out that the contract with the % mat('er \\'ili(‘h had drawn many a
C.P.R. containéd a clause providing tear from the' eyes o fthe gentlemen
that forftwenty years no line could o, o 00 o ito " He read a list of the
beé conetiucted south’ of the C.P.R, countries affected and quoted figures
cHcepk Gl fine &g should run Sonth- of our trade with them with' the ob-
w.est or. to' the “'(?St o SO““.]“'PSL nox ject of showing that the trade was
¥ Mg, oden n:nles or lat;t.nde 49: net important and did not affect ex-
T gk Bl lsiEeles ganie STanes cept in a limited way the products
in the C.P.R. had this inducement, ol as Canada bad to sell

s sSu
at adian Government would .
:ﬁ)t ;:fm(ljtanaaé]‘{ar:"\i(;‘f’:"ai’lnt()e?)e“}())l‘llil(t} Referring to the argument that the

south of that railway, or to within Argentine might s'efd w'hcat t(\’ Can-
fifteen miles of the International 242 he ey 2 - Ar‘: -‘ntlge
boundary. Under -—these circum- R¢public sends “he?'t to na 3
stances, trade could not be diverted ;Y;(jrzelnsdnfvi:zstotno‘{gg iig:ﬁn‘:wgo
o e o UMEHIGEE SR that objection is wholly exploded and
people of the West which was to last Ma} be di’smissed without any further
for fwenty vears. As a matter of fact comment.” )
this lasted just six years or at least Touching on the question of con-
after six vears the Government had servation, Sir Wilfrid arg}leq that Mr.
to recall {hat jegislation. . Foster was particularly indignant on
Dramatic Page of History, this point. He grew eloquent and
“This is one of'the most dramatic asked what was meant. by the e_sfc:?,h-
pages of the history of our country,” lishment of a conservation commission
said the Premier, “and no one knows for the preservation of our natuml
it better than the member for Bran- Tesources and then to procefd with
don, T do not know if he was then in ruthless hands to destroy theu'A\vox‘l(..
the legislature, but I know he was The commission for conservation of
a voune molitician and could not have the natural resources Sir Wiilfrid said
been indifferent to what was taking Was not intended to deal with ques-
place. 'There wag a restriction put ticns of political economy but with
upon energy, unon the enternrice of Qquestions of nhysical science.
the people of the West, and of the Object of Natural Resources.
people of ‘Manitoba in particular, ‘What was the object of tlhese natural
who wanted to trade north and south resources? They were given to man
with their neighbors. - the American by the Creator for the use of manp
people, biit there was an act of par- and all civilized nations have acted

Canada Exports Natural Products

cy and then we were prepared to is

Then he went over the list of the
cahinet taking them in turn, this one
and that one and at last he came to
my “poor humble self’”’ and he spoke
as follows:

“A man of such financial mind and

liament to prevent them from trad- accordingly. Our ancestors left their
ing with their neighbors, and the respective lands, came to thi's coun-
Canadian Government of the time at- try and took it from the Indians for
tempted for six vears to keep that th- purpose of taking hold of t‘hc,
legislation in force.” natural resources and using them for

A Celebrated Struggle. their benefit. The Indians were men

business acumen as the hon. gentle-
mer. who leads the Government.”|
These were the words in which he
referred to me. I never posed as a
man of fine financial mind and busi-
nese acumen., but when I see preten-
sions put up by some men who dabble’
in finance and business I am surprised
at my modesty. If I have dabbled in
firance and business I am prepared
to admit I should have made a fine
mesy of it. But I could not be worse
thar my honorable friend. If after
having posed as a business man and
a financier I had nothing to show hut
a record of failures I would go and
hide myself for very shame and be
very chary of throwing stones into
other people’s gardens for fear that
they should be returned to me with)
compound interest.” |
Better Prices for the Farmer. |

Sir Wilfrid repeated that the object
of the agreement was simply to get
better prices for the products of the
Canadian farmer. This was a proposi-/
tion so obyvious that he was surprised
t should receive the treatment it had
received on the part of the opponents|
of the measure. He then outlined the]|

agreement by the leader of the opposi-‘
tion and proceeded to deal with them
trade from Canadian channels; two,

gources; three, that it would imperil
our industries: four, that it would

from Canada into the United £t-tes

of view of goods going from Canada ,
{0 the United States for consumption
there.

Situation Not Affected.

would not be affected one fota; at the
present time goods go from Canada

American goods come to Canada to I

four principal objections taken to the that no amount .- T&gislation would or not, -the . natural resources of the

putting an end,to every possibility of Liberal convention of 1893 in
mutual preferential trade with Great the Liberal party declared for a
Britain. The member for Brandon reciprocity in natural products and
In regard to the first, the situation made that argumer@y and T ‘have @ carefully considered list of manu-/
heard it from the oih-r side of the factured products.
House. i
to be shipped from Boston, New that statement and say more, that our resolution, why did we state in
York, or any American ports, with- t}.me statement does not hear ; et s
out paying duty. In the same way, ¢lsm, it has only to be ahalygeq for Which we would negotiate, if it e

Sir Wilfrid with some detail] re- after the heart of the member for

viewed the struggle of that period be- North Toronto, they were great pre-|

tween the Deminion and the Mani- servatives of the naturnl‘ 1'e.<o.uroos,‘
toba Governments over the celebrated they kept them not for their children,

! question of disallowance and called but for their children and the children;

the attention o Mr. Sifton'to a cer- of their children. When our an-
tain day in Octoher, 1887, when the cestors came here, they found the|
C.P.R. challenged the right of the Indian wusihg implements nm\ile_or
province to cross their line towards wood and stone, they were an im-
the south and tw~ hundred citizens pressive people. Our ancestors came|
of Winnipeg went in a body to the here to use our natural resources. |
point® of crossing .»nd hv force, af- but unfortunately, they not only used, !
fected a crossine, ~"hen the Canadian but abused them. The object of the!
Government came down and the ccnservation commission was simplyi
privilage was repe-led. to advise the lumbermen and others

“Now, I ask the member for North how to use the resources of the coun-
Toronto what :became then of those try. The commision which was pre-'
investons who haf nut their money sided over by the honorable mem-!
in the C.P.R. upon their faith in the ber for Brandon would do a service;
Canadian Governm-~nt, Were they t) the community in teaching ihe,
ruined by it? Whot became of this farmers and lumbermen by suggest-!
turbid rhetoric of my honorable iuz legislation and by doing what has|
friend which I resd a moment ago? not been done until the present ﬁme‘
No, they did not dream of it, but it in showing all the people how to use
was done all the seme and the re- these resources with prudence. f
sult was that thei~ stock, which was Resources Would Be Used. J
worth at the time 30 has now reached He concluded this portion of his
213.” fargument by saying that whether the

Must Trade in Naturs] Channels.

Continuing, Sir Yilfrid

American took them or not and whe-|
observed ther this agreement -went into effect
. |
prevent the_ peopls from trading in country would be made use of but
natural channels. TReotter et nature he hoped that it would be in a more!

Why? FPecause w~ had shorter and “I now pass to a more important

that it would destroy our national re- heotter 1'nes, He cvnted comparative objection,” said Sir Wilfrid, “really

fizures Loth as to cistances and the the only objection - of =any conse-
‘ncrease in tonage ‘o the advantage guence that I know of. That objec-

dissolve our autonomy and land us of the Canadian sv-tems. The Prem- tion is that this agreement will im-
ultimately in the American Republic. ier agreed with t'~ argument that perij our industries, i

Tn regard to the first objection, Sir inter-nrovincial' tra”a was *mnortant
Wilfrid said that it might be dis- but contended that ‘e Canadian peo- This agreement js concerned chiefly,
cussed from two points of vieW; ple could not cor.ume all of their with natural products. There are no’
from the point of view of goods zoing natural products.

How will it imperil our industries?

'manufactured products dealt with ex-
‘It has been statod in this discus- cebt agricultural implements. In ne-‘

for the purpose of being carried over ., - ..o o it s h s gotlating this agreement We have ad-
to Great Britain and from the point Gieit Dri‘tai:'- in the press and & g

said the Premier, hered strictly to the terms of the re-

‘that by this arrangement we are Solution which was adopted at}t'h}f]e
which!
|

I take positive issue with Why did we put this restriction in

criti- S0 many words that the reciprocity
ver |

ts “falseness to be shown,” became our lot to do so would Dbe!

Sir Wilfrid then pointed out that,

“We have never. taken part on this would be confined to a carefully pre- .

to take part in the controversy which Because there is a vast difference 1y
position, the Premier contended, Was ed and put on board ship without the has been long going on in England
due to the prosperity of country at|duty being demanded. A cargo of on the question of mutual preferential
the present time. If Canada had still| grain could leave Minneapolis to be trade. We thought it would not be
been in the position in which the Lib- taken to Montreal and shipped with- dignified. We thought it would not
eral Government had found it in out paying duty.

tween reciprocity  in natura

ducts and reciprocity in m

ed goods., This js the reason

acted with this prudence.
Only Natural Products.

“It is not a great effort of imagin
tion to suppose that the Ameri
were far more concerned about
taining reciprocity in m 1.act
products than they were in n 1
products. But our negotiators wo
not comsent to any. reciprocity
manufactured products, but insisted
on limiting the agreement simply t
such manufactured products as
cultural jmplements,

Agreement Limited,

“Well, we have limited our
ment to that and in doing
know that we have mot gone
as certain sections of the comr
us to go. A certain
wanted frce implementg
but we did not think it prule
{ visable to go that far, and why? The

Canada. This was our policy laid|reason is that the men on the tre

ury benches who are
cognize in tariff matter
ference between manufactured and
natural products. It is- easy enougzh
to put up a customs duty. or enact
a protective duty, but it is always =«
difficult task to decrease or remove
such a duty. The reason ig well
known, it is obvious that if vou rais
the customs duty or impose
tective duty, you create
titious conditions, anc
established uynder that
der that condition have
denly a removal of the
might annihilate, in the cour
night, millions of canital
to non-employment thousan
eratives. That is why we have ¢
as we have done. We have g« ‘
timidly and with great care into
this agreement,

Same Problem in 1896

When we came into office in

we had the same problem hef .
and the same considerations weighed
upon us, and we took the utmost pos-
sible precaution, while giving as we
were bound to de to the consu
public an abatement of the tariff
took every precaution in go d«

{

to i re any existing industries. And
I think we have been successful. Al-
though it was part of our policy ton
cbtain Teciprocity with the TUnited
States we hawve acted carefully ir
doing and have not injured ansy
dustry. The only industry affected
is that of agricultural implements, on
some of which the duty has been re-
duced from 17 1-2 to 15 and on oth-
ers from 20 to 15 per cent. It woul
have been pleasing for myself, at al
events, to have gone beyond that, t
we considered that if ‘we did, v
would perhaps not do justice to the
men who have invested money in
these establishments. This Govern-
ment does not exist for the farmers
alone, or manufacturers ajone, or for
any one class, but for the manu
turers and the farmers and for all
classes which compose our nation.”
(Hear, hear). .

Capita] Always Timid.

After enlarging upon' this agree-
ment, Sir Wilfrid proceeded: *“There
are men who believe that we are go-
ing recklessly to ruin industry and
capital. Capital is timid under all
circumstances and the man who is at
the head and the officers and minis-
ters who assist him would not bhe
worthy of public confldence if they
were not always careful to see that
capital will be safe whenever it is in-
vested in any industry in this country,

“I now come,’ said Sir Wilfrid, “to
the last objection raised against us,
Honorable gentlemen opposite find it
in the four corners of this aereement

That is the latent, the incipient de-
struction of our indus‘ries, but it
still more difficult to find.

\ Never Understood Autonomy.

{“Therein they say is the fatal germ
which is to dissolve our autonomy
\Yh_\', it was only last year we heard
the same men rebuke us because w+
paid too much attention to autonomy.
But whether they approve of auton-
omy. or whether they combat it, they
stcw clearly in one instance that th 3
never understood or appreciated the
truec meaning of the word. I
bern zeal of autonomy when
to actual exposition, is generali
pressed in this way, ther
perhaps no danger to our :
in this agreement itself
orly a first step that w
by others. This, they
trade agreement confi

lprrdm-ts, in another yvear
| ment will be extended to mar
{ ed products, this will be followed by

commercial union and lastly, by poli-
tical union. Such logic could carry
you any distance, in gny direction, to
any conclusion which hope, fear or

jany other passion may suggest.

““With such logic, the world has long
been familiar. Was there ever on anv
land at any time g reform proposed
which was not immediately denounc-
ed as revolutionary by the forces of
reaction? With this logic, we have
been particularly familiar in this
country ever since the first days of
responsible government. Open the re-
ccrds of our old discussions and you
wilt find that when the reformers of

| that day were asking for responsible

Government all the Tories of that day
deriounced the idea as being the first
ster towards annexation,
Moved By Old Instincts.
“It is not, therefore, to be wonder-

in Wetail. They were,’ one, that the alone and then trade will be carried prudent manner than st the present cd at that if upon this occasion the
effect would be to deflect the carrying on Canadian lines. Hine, |

whole Conservative party have been
rucved by the old instincts of Toryiam
That the manner in which this reform
which we now bring forward is 2p-
pused to my mind, will be to e-ery
osre who examines the qu>s:in
insult to the intelligence and «harac
ter of the Canadian people. Whaut
are the "arguments we hear against
this agreeflient to justify the position
which is taken that this is the
sterr towards the dissolution of
autonomy.

‘“We are told that this agreemt
may perhaps lead to certain satisfac-
tory results for some time, but that
later it may be removed and may 1
followed by a high protect
and under such circumstances 1h
Canadian people would not have H“r
stamina to resist dislocation of trade
but would be forced to seek refuz
in the American union. This i

(Continued on Page Three.)
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