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to-day between England and Canada we
must attribute It: to soute other cause. 1 cau
easily understand how the trade wlth Ger-
many has increaaed with England; It Iosiamp-
iy on account of the order ln council whlch
was recominended by the Minleter of (Jus-
toma, and la now la existence. If gooda
manufactured ln a foreigu country bie sent
to England and undergo a finishing pro-
cesn whlch la about 25 per cent-I arn not
absolutely certain as to, the amount-

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I think that le the pro-
portion. That Is my recollection of It.

Hou. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-1
thought that was It but I did îîot wish to be
ton positive-then they are adrnitted as Eng-
Ilsh gouda under the preferential tariff. Now,
take buttons-that la a anjall matter-tbey
wiil send themt to Eng-laind-just the bone
Itself, and perhaps the hioles are bored lit
Eugland. Then they are relieved of the
dIfferentîi duty of thirty-three and a thIrd
per cent by sending theru to England rather
than by finishing themn in Germany. That
uppiies to scores of thiugs, so that la fact
the preference thirough the means of this
order lu council le absolutely nullified l)
Its operation. Then hiow are we trented
by Gerrnany ? The expression used by
people on the stump, Is 'See what advan-
tages have accrued to us frorn the fact
of our linving this preferential trade.1
There ts ,, gentleman, now a member of
thtis House-I (Io not see hlm present-
whio was lnterviewed lu Kiansas, and hie
there told them of the magalficent effects of
the preferential trade la openlng the rnarket
of England to us. Let me ask any hon.
gentleman present, who knows anything
about the tariff and trade with Engiand,
have we one single benefit In the Eugllsh
market to-day that we have not had for
thirty or forty years, since free trade was
established la that country ? Not a single
one. If we have a surplus of grain or a
surplus of manufactures wve can go, into
England to-day on the saute terms preclsely
as we dld twenty-five years ago, s0 that
there le flot the slighteet gain to us la that
respect, while we have given theru a pre-
ference of 33J per cent and under that 33à
per cent the trade of the country bas fallen
with England and lncreased wlth the United
'States, wlth 33J againat hier on the aggre-
gate trade.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

Hon. Mr. WOOD (Hamilton)-The hou.
gentleman wants to takre ail and give noth-
ing. The English people have been receiv-
lng our goods for thirty years free of taxa-
tion and you stili. want to keep a hlgh taxa-
tion agalnst tbem.

Hlon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL - I
should like to ask the hon, gentleman If any-
thlng bas failen front my lips which justi-
fied thiat remark ?

lion. Mr. WOOD (Hamilton)-I think so.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I said
nothing about retaliation. I have been
slîowing from the begininng the effect of
the preferentiai tariff as It affected the trade
of Great Britain. I have îlot expressed ail
opinion upon that point yet. If the bon.
gentleman wants an opinion I have no objec-*
tion to giving ItL I have no opinions of any
kind or character that 1 arn ashamed to givû
expression to, and when the Urne coines for
dealing witb the question, 1 wili deai with it
just as frankly ns I amn dealing with this,
but It would be Just as weli If the hon. gen-
tleman, la considerlng these matters, would
nct try to put language into my mouth thiat
I did flot utter. I could give hlmt reasons
why I thnk the preferentiai tarif lias re-
sulted In the manner which I have indi-
cated, but I will not take the time ait pre-
sent.

I wish to refer now to the enorrnous ex-
penditure of the country. I may, however.
remark en passant, that my hon. friend from
Hamilton Is one of the radical, free trade-
protectionists that we have In this country,
and I congratulate hlm on the latter part,
liowever, much I may disagree with hin oit
the former. He Is one et the ardent out
and out protectioniets of the old Tory style.
Tlhere Is no question about that. I had
the pleasure of sittlng In the House of Coin-
moas witb that hon, gentleman when lie
made one of the most elaborate statemeuts
lu favour of protection, that perhiaps amy
rnan ever made la that House, and I as-
slsted hirn In getting It upon record, aind hie
bas a very good knowledge of the resuits. Not
one word have they said about the expenses
of the country. I thought the lbon. gentle-
man to whom I referred a moment ago mlght
be lu the Chamber, but I do not see hlmt here,
lie muade a pledge la the Commone, when hie
was there, ln which hie stated that he was


