‘S;%ntxmeixt of the country from the Atlantic
: the Pacific. Sir, let me’ quote to you the
iﬁd?)l:)?}t('l?}lt opinion of a man who is not
s, 1h ]%', Let me (1110te‘ what he said
%o bl N.e was making a business statement
mpd:mness men. 1 refer to a statement
géne'--a short time ago by Mr. Walker, the
) IIdl manager of _the Bank of Commerce,
o belleye a trlen_d of hon. gentlemen
’!(\D(g):;g‘“- Speaking of the tariff in geae:al

aBg‘;t If, as seems probable, we are to witness
sowntel‘al decl'me in prices, we must not be
saiq 0 recognize what this may mean. As.we
a nat% year ago, we must hold our own agam_st
nduglo}l fifteen times as large in people and in
fn tries. We cannot stand against, as we have
a‘sorb.forced to in the past, the process of
of th ng a large part of the surplus product
W ic}f United States. It is not a question of
hOIdin fiscal policy we like, it is a question of
only bg our own in a time of war. It will
5 e industrial war, it is true, but it may
althoy fierce and unrelenting as ordinary war,
e glh the results cannot be so terrible.

bErlainy interested as we are in Mr. Cham-
tariffsnfs proposals, the vital question in
With o or us at the moment is in connection
Drotectur nearest nrelghbq:lrs. After we hav.e
Count ed ourselves against the use of this
tatery as aslaughter market for the United
nleets’ we must, in some measure, try to
Mr. Chamberlain’s proposals.
Here are the views expressed by a man
gain, Mas not talking politics or trying to
losg 1e fayour of his audience, but a busi-
“ll({ 1ln:m qddressing other Dbusiness men ;
eXisty take it that this is the feeling which
ms: lfl the country to-day, not only among
nt o ‘}'110 belong to the Conservative party,
Ii'ﬁ‘l'it‘vmo{lg ‘all who really desire the pros-
Ways 101 Canada. I hold, as I have al-
o -89_191(1, that the great error in the tariff
“OJT was the one-sided preference which
Brit-ningentlemen opposite gave to Great
ario (‘IV IrMy hon. friend from North On-
Chormoyg Grant) spoke yesterday of our
ang ’Wh'? eXDOPtS_ of butter, cheese, pork
Wistenq eat; but if the government in 1897,
a4 of giving a one-sided preference to

Great By : :
it %f, Britain, had said to Great Britain.
kefs . S1ve us a preference in your mar-

to. év“’e will do the same to you; and if
of (h:ea‘;’enlfﬁld' a preference in the markets
oup By ritain for our butter, our cheese,
What g vb(i)l;lr(ll Aall our agricultural products,
thig country. it would be for the people of
130“1_521@& my hon. friend from TLabelle (Mr.
e nlofcl) here. I am glad he has come in.
Scopy tha?y holding Mr. Chamberlain up to
¥ bt Vtve are going to do any business

S a businn ry. Mr. Chamberlain’s proposal
ON. fria €8s proposal. I am not, as my
tiliy o L nd well knows, in favour of cur-
1"8‘es"0.n the least degree any of the privi-
try. OF liberties that we enjoy in this coun-
tonomy ;‘m in favour of the greatest au-
bt A at can exist in this country. But
' by holding Mr. Chamberlain up
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to public hatred, or by ridiculing or denounc-
ing him, that we are going to further the
interests of Canada. The propositions of
Mr. Chamberlain, if they ever materialize
in Great Britain, are business propositions.
ITe comes to us and says, we are willing
to give a preference in our markets as you
give us a preference in your markets. This
is a question for agreement between Can-
ada and England ; and if in the course of
making this agreement we come to the con-
clusion that the agreement is a good or
advantageous one for this country, I say,
whether the proposal comes from Mr.
Chamberlain or from Sir Campbell-Banner-
man or from any other man on the other
side of the ocean, we should adopt it as
being beneficial to the best interests of this
country.

The right hon. leader of the government,
as I said a moment ago, to show what the
policy of the Conservative party on the fiscal
question was, thought fit to quote from the
Montreal ¢ Star.’ I am going to show how
fair it is to make such quotations by making
another quotation. A little while ago we
had an election in Montmagny, and 1 am
glad to see here, though I would have pre-
ferred to see a Conservative, my hon. and
young friend (Mr. Armand Lavergne) who
represents that county. But what happened?
My hon. friend went to the county 9t Mont-
magny as the candidate of the government.
I believe that he was held over the political
baptismal font by a Minister of the Crown.
The chief whip of the government in the
provinee of Quebec went down to conduct
the campaign, and my hon. friend from La-

1 belle (Mr. Bourassa) also pitched his tent

in that county and remained there through-
out the election. In order to celebrate the
victory of my hon. friend from Montmagny
(Mr. Lavergne) there was a meeting held
in Montreal of the La Ligue Nationaliste.
Both my hon. friend from Labelle (Mr. Bour-
assa) and my hon. friend from Montmagny
(Mr. Lavergne) addressed that meeting,
which was held in one of the public halls
in the city of Montreal, and when my hon.
friend from Montmagny came to this House
to be introduced, he was presented by my

right hon. friend, the leader of the govern-
ment. Now, what is the platform of this

nationalist league of which, I believe, my
hon. friend from Labelle is the president or
the chief organizer or the fac totum, and of
which my hon. friend from Montmagny is
a very active member as well as a follower
and an admirer of my hon. friend from La-
belle. TLet me just quote the programme of
this league. Here are its articles :

1. Opposition to all participation by Canada in
he deliberations of the British parliament and
in any imperial council,

That is a singular commentary on what
my right hon. friend said in England Wh,en
he exclaimed : ‘Call us to your councils.



