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continued to work for this mutual prefer- freer trade relations between this country
ential trade. My conclusion is that if and the United States would result'in great
Canadians really desire this most desirable advantages to both countries. We express-
thing they must put the Conservative party ed our opinions at that time in view of the
in power. I think that is the only con- conditions which prevalled at that time.
clusion to be reached, because we find that But the conditions have largely changed,
the Liberal party look on this idea as and consequently our opinions have largely
absurd, they look on it as impossible, they clanged. If we expressed the opinions
say they will not ask for it, and I believe which we hold to-day as applying to the
if it was offered them they would not take conditions which prevalled eight or nine
it, because they say they do fnot believe in years ago, we would be inconsistent.
the principle of protection at all. Now, Mr. Spaker, I do not intend to follow

Mr. Speaker, I have presented the views f1the hon. gentleman through his meanderings
of the leader of the government. If I quot- in regard to our so-called inconsistency upon
ed the views of sone other members of the the trade question ; but I will only say that
government it miglit be said they were not the conditions which prevailed eight or ten
binding on the party. But i think it will years ago do not at all prevail at the pres-
be admitted that the views expressed by ent time. Eight or ten years ago our
the leader of the governient when iii oppo- principal ,market was in the United States
sition are binding on the Liberal party, and of America. The Americans were unkind
that the views he expresses to-day are bind- enougli to pass almost a prohibitory law
ing on the Liberal party. Tlhey cannot against the introduction of Canadian pro-
say that lie does not express the views or' ducts. First, there was the McKinley Bill,
the party, I think he does express the views and afterwards the Dingley Bill, imposing
of the party. If these views on this ques- heavy duties upon barley. upon cattle. upon
tion are not the views of the party. then eggs and upon many other articles which I
the only thing for the members of the party niight mention. We toki the Americans
to do who do not agree witlh them is to that if they didifot give us reasonablo con-
leave a party that looks on this great thing ditions far reciprocity we eould live witlî-
as impossible of attainmnent, and jon .a out them. Then we turnod our attention
party which thinks it is possible, and which to establislîîng markets for Canadian pro-t power teducts ind reat Britain andwe hiave suc-

ismight mention. We told the Americans

obtain it, and which looks forward to the eeeded in doing so in a large measure.
next general elections with hope tlhat the Canadian farners who found themselves
country will put them in power, and instaill shut out of the Anerican market for their
a. gòvernnent whieh will work for the best barley. had gone very largely out of the
interests of the country, untraimmelled by growing of barley in the province of On-
any theories and looking only to the in- tario. and forced the American brewers to
terests of Canada. adopt other articles for the manufacture of

pale beer. which they had formerly manu-
Mr. PETER MACDONALD (East Huron). factured from Canadian barley. At pres-

We have heard these tales so frequently ent the better class of our cattle go much
that really I ani getting tired. The statie· more largely to Great Britain than they did
ments made by the hon. gentleman who lias at that tinie. Therefore, the conditions
just taken his seat have been so frequently have changed in these ways, so that a reci-
nade that I think they should by this tinie procity treaty would fnot be so ad-
have sonething else to tell us. He still ini- vantageous to Canada now as it
sists that the Liberal party are inconsistent. would have been eight or ten years
that they have no fixed principles. Now, I ago. At that time we sent nearly all
think it Is Emerson who says, in one of our eggs to the United States, but since then
bis essays on self-reliance, that consis- we have succeeded, through arrangements
tency is the hobgoblin of weak-minded made by the government, in sending our
people and weak statesmen. He says that eggs in cold storage, and ln placing
great men and great statesmen pay no at- them on the British market in prime condi-
tention to consistency, because on one day 1 tion. We have established that market,
they speak out boldly their opinions and-and, therefore, we do not require the Amen-
rriniDbops upon the conditions which pre- 1can market to the same extent as we did
vail on that day, and on the following day
they speak out just as boldly their opinions
and their principles upon the condition of
things that prevails on that day ; and
thierefore, although the opinions, may be
different on both days. they are not incon-
sistent. because the conditions have wholly
cbhanged in the interval. Now, Sir. that is
exactly the case in which the Liberal party
of the country is to-day. Eight or ten
years ago the conditions were such that
we, in our wisdom, believed that wider and

eight or ten years ago. These are some of
the conditions which have come up. Would
it be reasonable that we, with these changed
conditions, should hold the same opinions
exactly as we did on the reciprocity ques-
tion elght or ten years ago ? But, I intend
to speak to you, Mr. Speaker, and to the
House, upon a question which I deem of
very great importance. Some few weeks
ago I dealt with a question of national Im-
portance, namely, the transportation ques-
tion. I am going to speak to-day
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