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unable at the present to say that the negotiations Government have not sought to get that pre-
have made much progress. ference in their markets on, for dnstance, our

-Mr. Chamberlain, referring to the grant, fiour, oa-ts, potatoes, butter, cheese, codfish,
concluded with these words: planks and boards. Why should It work

other than well In their case to give us a
It Is a small one, and must be treated as part 25 per cent preference ? Seelng what the

of a great question of the future condition of the iCharacter of their tariffis, they are notWest Indies. To that matter we shall return as estopped by any free trade tendency, as issoon as the negotiations with the United States supposed to prevail ln England and withand Canada have come to an end ; but in the
meantime we hope that the committee will not the English people generally. I explained,
refuse the small grant we have asked. the other night, that, even in England, there

would be no difficulty-bat I only referredActing on the request of Mr. Chamberlain, to that in passing-in meeting the only ar-Mr. Labouchere and others abstained, ap- gument that was used against Mr. Chamber-
parently with difficulty, from going arte lain's original idea to impose a conter7ail-general question, and the vote was carriednat

by 36,o 78, itha ajoityof 58.Now 1ing duty on sugarý, namely, tLiat it wasa
by 23 to 78, with a majority of 1 Now tax on food. I just refer to that in passing,there is a clear indication that at that time i but what 'I say now is, that, in the light ofNr. Chamberlain had some negotiation with 1the debate In the imperial House of Com-this Government and with the Governmentni
of the United States for the purpose of IToS, and therhprmise of the MinIster o

brinîng bouta reiproity etwe lith Trade and Commerce,. that, when tihe Minis-bringing about a reeiprocity between the ter of Finance cane to deal with this mat-West Indies and Canada and between, the ter, he would enlighten us with regard toWest Indies and the United States. the debate in the Imperial Parliament andWe have nothing to do with the UnitedMelain smienaweot to
;tates here, but -we, have witli Canada and 'Mr. fjharnberlain's statement, we ouglit to
tatest ere utswehe withCanarandhave some explanation fron him. Now thatthe West Indies. As the Government are we are dn committee, and can probe, ln adetermined to make a one-sided preferential conversational way and at the same time

arrangement with England, I may say that in a more thorough way, any subject thatI was very glad to see them take up a thor- me hink the Minsterjof tiat
oughly Imperial position and show an inter- su give us some information on thisest In our colonies generally ; but I do notsn
think, In the light of what we have here, and matter.
o! what we know took place in the 1mperlal As regards tlic question that was raiscd
Porfamnwhat we uogkplac to the smperil so pointedly by my 'hon. friend from West-Parliament, that we o!ught Ftabe satîsfied moreland (Mr. Powell), I think it would bewith what the Miniter of Finance tells us, a misintepretation o the position taken byIn hisBudgetspeech, on the very.matter him, to hold that he ,feels any antagonismwe are now discussing in committee. He i against glving a preference to England, orsald: that he feels that some ·injury would be

Knowing as we do that Her Majesty's Gov- done to us, If England gained something byernment are following this question very closely, the preferential tariff. One of the horns ofknowing that they are dealing with a difficuit the dilexmma set up by the lon. member forproblem aIn the face of many difficulties, it hasW,
occurred to us that, as the West Indies are our Westmoreland was this, that, If English
natural market, as they are British · colonies, goods cone in, it would be because the 25
though far away ln one respect, colonies with per cent preference enabled them to compete
which we have close relations, that we have some with goods from the United States, and so
Imperial responsibilities In this matter-it has the Canadian consumer would not really get
occurred to us that we should be willing ln a the benefit thait was intended, because theresmall way to lend a helping hand to those col was a contradictory positilon taken by theonies ln the sunny south. If we adhere too Minister of Trade and Commerce, and,' Irlgldly to the underlying feature o! our prefer-Mnse !TaeadCmecad
ential tarif, I ar afraid we shal have to admit Jthink, also by the Minister of Finance. At
that the terms of the tariffs of the West Indle1 one time they say : We are giving you 25
are not favourable to us, and perhaps we could J1per cent of advantage, and we put a plus
not by a mere reciprocal clause extend the pre- quantity on the silde of the consumer in Can-
ferential tariff to the West Indies. We have ex- ada : and the next moment, they say : We
amined the tariffs of the West Indies, and we give you a 25 per cent advantage, and wefind that while they are high tariffs to a con- t put a plus quantity to the same amount oneiderable extent, they are ln nc. -sense protective the side o! the manufacturers and merhants

in England. You cannot have your cake and
The hon. gentleman gave tie 1ist of the West eat it. The consumer cannot have the ad-
Indian tariffs, but now, when he states that 1 vantage of tat, and at the same time the
these tariffs are hlgh but not protective- 1 Englisb manufactWrer. The Government
that Is his description of them-what would must adhere to the one s1de\or the other, and
be In the way of any one or all of these ls- -I thInk that was a point well taken by the
land' that he set ont in that liet In his finan- hon. member for Westmoreland, and pressed
eal statement, giving to Canada, say, the 25 home logically, and nfot met.
per cent preference whleh Canada is now Wha~t I rose chiefly to say was -this. Those
about fo give them ? I Thlnk we ought to jhon. gentlemen bave taken thec position and
bxe told in fthe cenmmittee why It ls that tIe n fot the best position-that they wll give

Mr. DAVIN.


