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was put on. In that year, 1892, we sbipped
99,235 head of caftl fief Great Brifaîn. ia
1893, the number fell f0 83,000. 1 need not
quote the figures for tbe several years; but
i may state, that, notwitbstanding ail dnaw-
backs wve exported f0, Great Britain ln 1903
no fewer than 147,201 bond of caff le. And
I dlaim tbat, if there was no embargo
against Canadian cattle, the number would
have run up f0 two or three hundred thous-
and. Is if not clear tbat the time bas arrived
wlien we sbould say f0 Great Britain, as I
have already suggesfed-respectfully,, poli-
tely, if you wilI, but very flnmly that this
stigma of disease must ho removed and our
cattle allowed f0 go info any country, over
wbicb flie Britisb flag ifies ?

MINr. M. S. SCHELL (Southi Oxford). Tbe
importance of this question is so great,
that, even at this stage of the session, we
ny well afford fime for the discussion of

ht. Altbough efforts have been put forth in
tis House, and altbougb the press of Can-
ada bas direcfed ifs attention f0 this ques-
tion, stili up f0 the present fime, we have
faiied f0 secure the object we bave ln view,
in the removal of the embargo on our caf-
fIe. Everytbing combines to prove that this
is an opportune time f0 renew oun efforts,
and an opportune fime f0 continue this
discussion. We believe that tbe mernts of
oun case are such that wben thaf case is
presented. f0 the Britisb people tbev will be
more disposed f0 consider the subject fav-
curably. We are glad f0 know that British
officiais pnactically recognize thaf our catf le
are free froin pleuro-pneumaonia. For some
years tbey fook the position, absolutely, po-
sitively, thaf our caffle were affected wifb
tbis disease. We dlaim that now that they
Lave practically recognized that that la not
fbe case, tbey sbould, as bas been suggesfed
ir this bluse, publish f0, the world their
change of opinion. And we believe that if
the matter is pressed by this House and pro-
porly l)resenfed f0 the Britisb people f bey
will necognize the justice of our contention,
aid, wve hope, will remnove the embargo
wbihcb la so prejudîcial f0 the frade of Can-
ada. I have said thaf this is an opportune
trne for this discussion. You bave only f0
read the speeches that bave been delivered
recenfly by the men wvbo bave 1)000 meetiing
our manufacturers on their visit f0 vorious
pllaces lu Great Britain. Loet me caîl yonn
attention f0 a few words uttered by Hon.
T. S. Brassey on a rodent occasion:

The trend of the policy of Great Bnitain was
tovards the neform of the tanliff la the interest
of ber own people, and then to give a substan-
tial ýpreference to the colonies, sufficient to
divert the streamn of emigration fromn the
United States and Argentine.

I migbt refer f0 othen utterances of a
similan nature. We know that tue agit a-
ftion in Great Brifain in regard f0 the tariff
1,; very largely due f0 the desire f0 encour-aetrade beftveen the different parts 0
Ilhe Bnitisbi emp)ire; and we also know that
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tbe preferential tariff inaugurated by tbis
government bas done a great deal to draw
the attention of the British consumers, as
%vell as the British public generally, to the
trade of the colonies. And we believe, that
sceing what bas been already done by the
Douminion governinent in order to foster
trade betwveen the colonies and Great Bri-
frin, they will be ready to recognize our
ciaim on tbis subject of the cattle embargo.
W7e contend that their position is strangely
illogical in dealing with tbe embargo and
thus hampering our export of the calttnl
trade. Tbey have recognized that our caf-
fie are practically-in fact 1 may say en-
tirely-free of pleuro-pneumonia. We dlaim,
therefore, that fbey should flot hesitate to
remove this embargo. We know, of course,
that Einglishmen are intensely conserva-
tive. ''ey possibly tblnk that the re-
moval of the embargo migbt bave an in-
Jurions effeef upon their frade and so,
tbirougbi the operation of public opinion, in-
Jure the political party that was responsible
for the change. But we do not believe that
tbe removal of the embargo would verv se-
riously affect tbe price received by B 1itish
r'roducers of beef. On the other band, the
privilege 0f allowing our cattie to be held
a reasonable time after tbey arrive af Eng-
lisb ports, instead of being compelled to be
s]aughitered witbin ten days, wou]d result
in our beer being placed upon tbe market
in mucb botter condition, and so would
eriable if to command a better price witbout
aniorousiy affecting the price that would be
cbtained by the English breeders and grow-
ers. 1"urther, we believe, as was intimated
by one of the lion, g-entlemen who pre-
ceded mie, that the pnivilege of allowing oui'
cattie f0 be beld aff or their arrivaI in Great
Britain until tbey are more fully ripened
-%ould be a great advantage to our produ-
cers and would improve the quality and
the reputation of our beef.

The importance of tbis industry f0 Can-
ada bas already been referred to. WVe are
exporting now f0 the British market some-
tbing over $10,000.000l worth of cattle annu-
.Qlly. In 1903 the number exportod, as bas
been stated, was 147,000 head. Last ygear
the shipments were a trifie more, probnbly
amounfing to 150,000 bead. We believe that

*ith free entry into the British markets
this trade would be developefi immensely.
We knowv that many farmers bave flot facili-
fies for imProving fbeir caf fie for tbe Eng-
lish markets, and if the embargo were ne-
nioved thein cattie would be more readily
purcbased ln Eng-land for feeding purposes;
both English and Scotch farmers Nvould be
glad f0 have our caff le and continue f0
feed fhem for a time until fhey were made
fit for the market. 1 hope our governmnent
-%ill succeed la getting this embargo ne-
moved. 1I flîink if this matter were pressed
strongly on, the attention of the Engiisb
governmnent fbcey wrnild be induced te yieid
to oiir requesf. Especially sbould we in-
sist uponl the faet that our enttle are free
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