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for the pound of flesh. If I had blundered blunder. and the day would never come
as lie blundered, i would have failed as when it would be anything else, it would
he failed. But 1 persued a different alw-ays remain a blunder. Two days after-
policy. I did not go about asking for wards lie had received his own answer in
the pound of flesh, I did not go about the fact that the treaties were denounced,
advocating the cause of preferential trade. and the week after he could make the state-
Instead. I adopted the cactics of old Cato ment which has just been read. But, Sir,
in Rome, who never made a speech in the the hon. gentleman goes further. -le says
Senate without in some way bringing in that in taking the position that I did take.
his famous denunciation "Delenda est Car- I went back not only upon my
thago." In every speech which I made in policy, but upon imyself. The hon.
Eugland, and heaven knows I made a good gentleman stated I had abandoned
many. I never failed to impress upon the the cause of preferential trade. What I
British public that tley should give us help stated in Canada was. and by the words I
in obtaining from the Government the de- stand, that if ever the cause of preferential
raunciation of those treaties. Well. Sir. on the trade 's to become an established fact with-
1st of August last, the treaties were denoun- in the boundaries of the British Empire, it
ced. Now. the hon. gentleman stated this can only be upon the lines of free trade.
afternoon, repeatinig what he has stated be- The hon. gentleman.has quoted in sppport
fore in still more forcible language than of his doctrine the authority of Mr. Cham-
he stated to-day, that after al we lad ob- berlain. I take issue with the hion. gentle-
tained no advantage for Canada, that our man. Mark my words, let them be marked
policy had proved a complete fiasco. that on the other side. I say neither my hon.
though we had obtained a denunciation of friend nor any one of the apostles of pre.
the treaties we deserved no credit for it. ferential trade on the other side of the
Let me callt a witness against the lion. House would accept preferential trade on
gentleman here. I will call against him no the lines laid down by Mr. Chamberlain.
less a person than the "lon. Sir Charles; The only man in England who lias thor-
Tupper. Bart., G.C.M.G., C.B.. M.P., Ot- oughly studied preferential trade, given at-
tawa (late Prime Minister and ex-Higli tention to It and taken an intelligent and
Commissioner for Canada)." The treaties statesmanlike view of it is the distingulshed
were denounced on the lst of August. On gentleman who is now at the head of the
the 7th of August there was issued a pros- Colonial Office. Before I proceed further. I
pectus of the "British Empire Finance Cor- should like to know from hon. igentlemen
poration, Limited," and at the head of the opposite whether they are protectionists or
board of directors I lindi th naie of "Hon. not. Would it be an unfair question if I
Sir Charles Tupper, Bart, G.C;M.G., C.B.," were to ask the hon., leader of the Opposi-
and all the rest. Let me read the opening tion if he is a protectionlst, or if the hon.
words of this prospectus: member for York (Mr. Foster) is a protec-

This company was formed to acquire and de tionist, or if the hon. member for West
velop within the British, Empire, and under York (Mr. Wallace) Is a protectionist, or the
the security of Britisb laws, industrial under- hon. member for North Bruce (Mr. MeNeill),
takings and other enterprises of a sound char- who las always been a strong apostle of
acter, and to assist in opening up the resources preferential trade, is a protectionist ? No
cf the colonies and dependencies of Great Bri- doubt they will ofle and all say they aretain. The recent denunciation of the German protectionists, not only for Canada but alsoand Belgian treaties, and the renoval thereby of for England. Now, lot me quote the lan-
the restrictions hitherto existing upon prefer-
ential inter-Britishi trade, will have the effect of, guage of Mr. Chamberlain. That hon. gen-
developing encarmous -and profitable resources ttemlan spoke several times on thls ques-
hitherto neglected in the colonies, and will throw tion. but his most notable speech was that
open new fields for bighly remunerative invest- delivered at the Canada Club dinner in Lon-
ments. don on March 25th, 1896, and this is the
Sir, this is the result of our policy, acknowl- speech from which hon. gentlemen have
edged by the hon. gentleman himself when often quoted. .Here is the very language
he had more interest to speak the truth used by Mr. Chamberlain :-
than he las upon tbe present occasion. But I have laid down four propositions which Ithat was not enough. After that victory think cannot be controverted.. The first is that
had been achieved. the hon. gentleman says. there is a universal desire among all the mem-
that if we had advocated the cause of pre- bers ,of the Empire for a closer union between
ferential trade and as'.d for a quid pro quo, the several branches, and that, In their opinion,
asked a preference against all other nations as in ours, this is deeirable-nay, it is essential
we would have attained it. Well, Sir, h for the existence of the Empire as such. Myhas said so, le has said -man things He second proposition Is that experience Las taught

us that this closer union can be most liopefullyis a prophet after the event. he has been approached in: the first instance from its com-
often a nisguided prophet. On the 29th mercial side. My third proposition is that the
of July. not more than two days before tIe suggestions which have hitherto been made to
treaties were denounced. the hon. gentle- us, although we know them to have been made
man staked his reputation on the statement 1in goed part, are, when considered from the
that our policy was an absurdity, was a point of view of British interest, not suffleienu!yfavourable to be considered by this country.Sir WILFRID LAURIER.
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