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ference In favour of colonial products Wohave not failed to press these views u,,^,

„ 11 " "''^''- ^^"^" the duties wereimposed, representations were made, bmwithout success. We resolved to car-y tl"e

Held m London In connection with the cor-ountlon; and at that conference th Is sublc^toccupied n great deal of attention. I v,be ren^einbered that In a speech by MCha.nberhun at the beginning of the con e !

Pnte. he expressed the opinion that the pre-ference granted by us, while of value a amarl, of the good-wlli of Canada, and n ueto be appreciated as a nu.tter of se.tlment«.s nevertheless not of nauch mate-" ivalue; and he added that if the questionor granting a preference ,„ the motl'e cot-try could be entertained at all, It wo Idbave to be by the granting of some fur?S
Hubstantlal preference on the part of Can da

too, tint vew. we felt that we sho.ld noton that account fail to press our views onbe other side. This statement of Mr anmberlain ,« ,,., ,„,^,.^^^,„^„_ ^^^^J-
C am-

e^ dence oi his attitude on the question. Fora long time it was commonly represented byour opponeiits In this country that Mr. Chamberhun had been making speeches avowing
.is readiness to grant a preference, and slm,^
r claims bad been made with respect tothe Duke of Devonshire. But what do we

fi K We find that not only was Mr. Cham!berlain never disposed to grant us any px^orence but he bas now said that bef„,Jbe could consider the question of a n.utu ,1pro erence to be within the realm of p a .
ical po Icy. wo In Canada would be oldiged
oconsiuer Whether we would not give armther preference to British goods, it ,sberefore perfectly clear that the impressionvb ch some hon. gentlemen opposi e haJebad for years regarding Mr. Chamberlain's

attitude on this question Is an entire deluslon. Perhaps In some respects It is to beregretted that the full proceedings of the!conference were not made public. However
here were good re..«or,s for the course timt

'

"as pursued. It was understood from thebeginning that the proceedings were to be
confidential, and some of the gentlemen prtsent, relying op tiat, discussed matters wltJ

(be freedom of confidential ncgothM^iT^
ave published all the speeches a'ne tint

">"brs ood from .he beginning. There i, no

•'•"to Mhat hiippened on the qnostion or

I'-
erenti.,1 trade, or as to the po!it o .^kc,

i the Canadian government. .Not onlv w's
'0 subject discussed again and ag in „lie conference, but we had frequent onnor""tics of discussing it With' o BHMshnnls ers Individually, and particulnrlyM.. than,berlaln and Mr. Gerald B, ir

,

"

n.e president of t-.e Board of Trade We

i

" ?
*"•' proceedings of the conferencetbat the prefcvnee was not only of sent?">-t::: Vine but also of groat ma e

'

iue to the British trader and manStniu. AM.il,. we contended that tlio prefercnce already granted was of more va^ ,e toOrcat Britain than the British offleiai, hadbeen disposed to admit, we told them tSf tl.e imperial government were prepared10 adopt the preferential policy and g HS-odncts exemption from the dutfe nZimposed or hereafter to be imposed on fo7
" moTn' ""^ ^""''^ ''^ prepared to ;.?nome fnrthor preference. sul>joct to ceTt n
conditions which were clearlv iad d" wnWe frankly stated that we could not ^21lake to give that further preference in

I "".t:;"; T' """' '""^'•^'^^ *°
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""' ""^^ '«'"«trles. As betweenthe British manufacturer and the Canndim

n.anufaeturer, we thought we had g e'"

colli n^'"' '' '''"^''°" »' <J"tIes as we

sumed a large quantity of goods Importedfrom foreign countries; and ,n ret^n "oJthe preference which we sought for CaSndawe Mere prepared to so rearrange ourSas to give Great Britain a further preferen e not over the Canadian manufaSbut over the foreign competitor.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear. hear.

The MINISTER OF FINANPP m
views of the Canadian go^^™t on tT.tquestion are referred tn fn fK

"'"*"le reierrea to In the memorandum


