
Involve her In a cojimprcliil war with for-
eign countries. Mr. Chnmlwrlaln. at the
conference laat year, put a low eitlmiitc nn
lli« value of our preference of 33* per cent,
and did not conilder It equivalent to a pre^
fcrence In our favour on brendituffs to the
extent of even four per cent. That la. a pre-
orence by Canada of 33* per cent on all

lier Importa was not equal to a preference
of * per cent on a partial list of Importa
Into Great Britain. I confer that, when
Ills breadstuff tax was put on In England.

I anticipated without doubt that exception
would be made In favour of Canada. I ug-sumed, aa a foregone concluilon, that wecould expect nothing leas; and I conle... to
.1 feollnif of (treat surprise when the resultproved that the English government did not
intend to give us that 4 per cent preference
m. bi Istuffs as a return for the M* per
f<nt |, -rence which we {jav. on all ourimports .rom Great Britain

I Imagine, nay I am almost certain, thatthere Is a reason which does n..t appear up-on the Burf.ice. and tlmt reason Is. not tb"t(ireat Britain did not desire to do thisnot that the rulers of that country felt that
t wou d l)e an undue concession to us •

I'lit I imagine the reason Is that It was
I'l'-own" th„r.*J ^J:\"^*"'

*" "" ""• »'»t 't ^"
I Mown that If this were d(,ne It would re-

Jo L'"
'"''"'^ "-^"o" "P"" the par" offoreign governments. And so wo had In

rlilH small matter of a four per cent prefer
(nr-e and England's declination to give Itto us In return for a 33* per cent preference
.•I proof that England will be deterred from

;',IvfprlnL"K"*'"
"« l?fnn"ng to Canada a

ffl^? ^
by considerations outside of the

utter of her trade relntlonn with her colon-
^. Mr. Chamberlain, In the course of his

,,t o^fr n'/^'"
"^ ""'^

i'"^* *"««• asserted

I ;,ii 1
P'^eferenee had been a matter of

Mii.ill consequence anyway, that It had not

viH, n "PP'"«f'«ble extent stimulated trade

h rf'^',""'^-
.

^•'"' ' ^« t" "ITpJ- withMr. Clmmberlaln In this matter, -his pre- I

„i.ul"'^. 1^ '""' ^^'^ ^"«'<^t«- I" the first

^ "..K "? ""•<'sted the decline In our

^^ 1% ™?'i P'»sress when this preference".s adopted. In the second place. It has
<; to an expansion of that trade, and a
•I iof examination of the returns will prove
tins beyond peradvonture, as the following

nuTshow
°'"" '""""'^^ '''°'n ^"'^'t Br'tiUn

y^.V- Imports.
;«,,;. »43.U8,000

Js35 38,717.000

lOQfl *'1*131,000

]li~ 32.500.000

189^;; ;• ;• 29,412.000

1 eaa 33.500,000

joM 37,080.000

1908 48,000.000

,v" ,••, 49.260.000

on?eT'w„^^°^fJ'^'« preference was nd-opted, between the years 1883 and 1807;

Si?nr2^?J^'.''
»*""* VE^'"'™ »29.000.000 to

W8,000.000 l)etween 1807 and 1002 after the
preference had Iwgun to work, showing an
nciease of »10,00(M)00. or «) per cent luthose live years, against a rapid decrease In
the preceding term which these figures re-
veal. Now, this proves tlmt Mr. Cham-"«™'" '" wrong, this proves that there was
n decline In trade with England, that that
(lecllne was progressive and regular. These
tigures prove that the preference, or some-
thing else, arrested that decline, and that
there set In an e.\pnn8lon, which amounted

I

to »l».-04,fKiO In five years. Surely Mr.
tJinmberlaln should have been satisfied with

i

this reconl. and certainly he was not pos-
,

sessed of the facts with regard to trade
I when he made (he assertion that the Cana-
dian preferenc." was a matter of small mo-

i
ment to England, and had produced no tan-
jglble results worthy of consideration.
!

The Idea of English statesmen. Mr. Speak-
er, Is one that. In my opinion, we can

I

never meet. I assert again that It Is my
I

Arm conviction that we should never have
Klven a preference, that one In return can-

;

not be given, that the condition of Eng-
I land's trade with foreign countries renders
It Impossible for her to do it. and regaid
for her own interest will prevent her dolnu
It. But there is an Idea abroad about a
zollvereln. free trade within the empire.

I

Well, we could arrang;' matters probably
upon th.Tt I)n8l8. absolute free trade, the
admission of all Brlilsh products to her
donles free of du.y. But. if that is aheme that meets with the approbation of

the British people, it Is one that cannot be
wrought ut. Ir. my opinion, we can never
accept i certainly we cannot accept 't
under prosent conditions. I do not believe
we ever can. It Is not a mutter, at all
events, that looms up lu the near future as
one that can be arranged.
Now. with regard to the prefesence on

grain, amounting In round nunibois to four
per cent. I assert. Mr. Siwakor, that the
free adnilsslon to the American market for
our wheat and other cereals would be worth
more to our producers than an English pre-
ference of four per cent. I assert that the
free Introduction of American competition
on the part of American grain buyers andm lers witii ou- own grain buyers and
millers, to the wheut fields In the North-

I

west and to other portions of Canada, would
;

res:.lt in greater advantage to our producers
:

of grain than a prefereneee in the English
market to the extent of their tax upon bread-

I stuffs would do. I think that we may
conclude that our aspirations for an advan
tage In the form of a preferrnc*- will
never be realized, < *: we come 'ip gainst
the hard-headed ^lumon sense of Eng-
lish statesmen auU public men. who realize
that it cannot be given. She will not
permit a considerable tax upon raw mate-
rial. The competition between England
and her commercial rivals is too keen

;the competition with Germany, the compeU-

i!
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