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REGIPROCITY IN TRADE
BY JOHN CHARLTON, M.P.

Strong Protectionist Speech Delivered By the
Member for North Norfolk in House of Com-
mons on Monday, February 24.

Favors leilng United States Inducements to Obtain Falr Tariff
Treatment—If This Would Not Work, to Institute a
Policy of Self-Protection.

John Charlton,M.P.,(N. Norfolk),deli- | trade with the United States was 63

i g | per cent.
vered his notable speech on “Recipro- | P United States.

4 h ouse of Commons‘ Total imports from ...... $1_1_?,306.000
It e Total exports to .... 72,382,000

Total trade........ $101,688000
e against Canada.. 46,924,000

Import percentage of total trade, 63
per cent.

But this statement presents an un-
| duly unfavorable aspect of the case.
! While our trade and navigation returns
! will show an expeort trade to the Unit-
| ed States last year of $72,382,000, it is
| well to take into account that $28,331,-
| 000 of that amount was gold and silver
{ coin, nuggets, gold dust, silver concen-
} trates, the products of our mines in
{the Klondike, and that this $28,331,000
i was actually & payment upon our bal- |
| ance of trade.with the United States.|
| Revised. |
i Total imports, less coin and
{ bullion, $3,335,000.... ..$115,971,000
| Total exports, less $28,331,- i
l 000, coin; bullion, gold
i nuggets, silver, etc..

city in Trade

on Monday, Feb. 24. Following is Han-

sard's report of his speech: ;Balan(
Mr. John Charlton (North Rorrolk)E

moved:

“That this House is of the opin-
fon that Canadian import dutllos
should be arranged upon the prin-
ciple of reciprocity in trade oun_dx»
tions so far as may be ' consis-
tent with Canadian interests; that
a rebate of not less than 40 per
cent. of the amount of duties im-
posed should be made upon duti-
able imports from nations or coun-
tries admitting Canadian natural
products into their markets free of
duty, and that the scale of Cana-
dian duties should be sufficlenfly
high to aveid inflicting injury upon
Canadian interests in cases where
a rebate of 40 per cent. or more
shail be made under the conditions

44,051,000

: Import percentage of totz N e i
that I am about to submit thru you to s cpent. perc ge of total trade; T

the House for its consideration a,fﬂrmsi And wheén you eliminate from our'
what I believe to be a correct principle | €xports to the United States the gold
in regard to ‘the management of our ! and the silver that are included in the
I -  Teturns, you bring the amount down
fiscal affairs in this country. The m"'!\to $44,000,000, which includes the re-
tion first affirms that reciprocity in!exports of articles not the produce of
trade conditions will be proper except | Canada. That leaves the balance of

1
in case where such conditions may not and it leaves the pe v Bl ot
be favorable to Canada. The motien|of o;%r total trade 72 per cent., instead

-oposes that countries admitting . of 63 per cent. So that we imported’
ooy mop- 1 ducts of Canada into|fFom the United States $72 of the am-
Tue HafpEa D :  ount of our total trade, and we expoit-
their markets free of duty shall be ed to that country $28 of the amount
accorded a rebate or differential dutyf of our total trade out of every $100.
of 40 per cent. or more in the customs

This is the condition of our trade with
t | the United States, a most unsatisfac-

duties levied in Canada. The moton gory condition, a condition which I
next proposes that the scale of duties|shall enlarge upon later on. i
chall be sufficiently high to avoid qn-lt ’tI‘!;ent. vt&ith rietg!;arg}eto Germvlmy: Our
s £ : . otal trade w rmany last year
Jury to (,a,nad-ian Interests In camed| o, $9.162000. The balance of trade
where the minimum duty ds lmposed.;agamst us in our trade with Germany
as has been done under the presentilast year was $4,879,000. The import
. tal duty in Percentage of our total trade with
arrangement of e differen i Germany last year was 76 per cent.
favor of Great Britain to the distress

i Germany.
and detriment of our woollen interests. | Imports from .... ..........$7,021,400
The export trade of Canada is largely |Exports to ...... .. .. .. 2,141,532
with the Mother Country. About 63 totul tiade . .$9.162.932

per cent. of the export trade of Canada
is with Great Britain. The import
trade of Canada is to a very small ex-i
tent with the Mother Country, not|
more than one-quarter of our imports
coming from that source. It is, I af-'¥$3,806,000. The import percentage of

our total trade with France was
a proper course to pursue to;per cent.

Balance against Canada.. . 4,879,868
Import percentage of total trade, 76
per cent, g !
Our total trade with France last year,
was $6,979,000. The balance of trade
against Canada with that country was

firm, [}
have regard to the interests of the Mo-
ther Country, which affords us our
chief market,in the adjustment and ar-
rangement of our tariff duties.

France.

HImports from..

. ooeq 80,308,021
! Exports to...

.. 1,581,331
; Total trade.. .... ..$6,979,352

We have, in the past, been making Balance against Canada.... 3,806,690
unsatisfactory progress in this country. Import percentage of total trade, T7

! per cent.
An increase of 103 per cent.in the last| = wy4 ‘Ionand our total trade was
decade, an increase of less than 12 per

$984,000. In that comparatively small

cent. in the previous decade, and an trade the balance of trade agzinst us

increase of less than 47 per cent. dur- "2 $610,084, and the import percent-

cregs - 5 : age of our total trade with Holland
ing the whole period since we have be-
come a federation, is an unsatisfac-i

was ‘81 per cent.

. Holland.
tory rate of 1‘ncrease. in pop.ulation. {éiggg: tfor.o.m”“”
Canada has a limited immigration, not |
for the reason that we are incapable:
of supporting an enormous population,
but for some reason Canada has been
forging ahead at a rate in the highest
degree unsatisfactory to those who de-
sire and hope to see this country be-
xcome a great nation. We had in 1871
a population of 3,649,782, allowing an

ceses es e

... 8$797.462
«es .. 187,378

Total trade ........ ....$984,840

Balance against Canada. . . 610,084

Import percentage of total trade, 81
per cent.

With Spain, our total trade was
$897,000. The balance of trade against
us in this comparatively small trans-
action was “§557,000 ,and the import
percentage of our total trade with Spain
was 82 per cent.

.o

o - ula- | Spain.

estimate of 50 f“"‘ Ce“‘t' for the p({[v iImports from.. .... ....... 87425387
tion of British Columbia and Manitoba. Exports to .... ..... o saesas 185354
We had last year, by the last census, Y
5.338,883. We had an increase in 30 Total tade ...... - e+ ... $897,903

Balance against Canada. . . OO7,153

Import percentage of total trade, 82
per cent.

Now, this is the condition of our
trade with all these countries; with
the United States, with Germany, with
France, with Holland, with Spain-
and we have a satisfactory trade bal-
ance, we have a satisfactory condition
of trade relations with one nation only,

yvears of 1,680,111 souls, an increase, as
1 have said, of 103 per cent.. in the
14st decade and of 47 per cent. for the
entire period covered by the space of
time 1871 and 1901. Now,
ihe United States, when similarly situ-;

between

ated with us, with a growing country,
with a small population, with great

& : and that is with Great Britain. Our
natural = resources, with an infinite jimports from Great Britain last year
stretch "of wvirgin land and with prac- Were *431]”:"0‘“‘ a.n‘d S _SEpOTIe 1o
Voally Gicky indviciment o gtee e Britain were $105,018,000. The
tically 3 : - balance of trade in our favor, in this
to settlers, had, in 1700, a POPU-| ca6e was $61,853,000, and the import
lation of 3,929,214, and in 1820 2: per cent. of our total trade with Great

Britain was but 29 per cent., the export
percentage being T1.

Great Britaln,
Imports from..- ..
Exports to..

‘population of 9,600,781, or an increase
of 5,671,569 in 30 yvears, against an in-|
crease of 1,689,111 in our own case, or
an increase of 141 per cent. in 30 years,
as against an increase of 47 per cent.
in our own case; vet during that period
of 30 years the United States received
but 250,000 immigrants from the Old
World.

cusees 43,164,297
. 105,018,164

Total trade...... ..$148,182461!

Balance in our favor...... 61,853,867

Import percentage of total trade, 29
per cent.

Now, we took this $62,000,000, which
we got from Great Britain, and we
paid tribute to the United States. We
paid tribute to the United States, from
whom we purchased $3 worth of goods
for every $1 which we sold them. We
paid tribute to them under the arrange-
ments of their tariff, which have ex-
isted for the last 35 years, and which
they conceived in the spirit of buying
little and selling all that is possible.
The time has come, in my opinion,

Canada’s Exoduas.

Now, there is something wrong. No
doubt living in the United
States to-day 3,000,000 people who are
either Canadians-by birth or descend-
ants of Canadian ancestors in thé first
We are losing
the flower of our population, we have

we have

and second generation.

ine it - 20 y i

been losing it for .xhe last 30 “'am'iwhen this. nice Mttle arrangement
and if by any possible means we can | should be set aside, either by satisfac-
arrest that drain of our population, if| :g)ry and proper concessions or by ac-|

: | i i ' .| tion upon our part that will render
by any means we can adopt a pOI_hthose attempts nugatory. Great RBri-|
that will lead to a more rapid expansion | tain, as I have said, is our chief mark-!
of our resources, a more rapid increase|et. Great Britain will no doubt con-

tinue to be our chief market, and, as
# said at the outset, {t is proper that
we should give due attention to the
cultivating of that market in Great

a more rapid in-|
e direction of creating in
it is worth our con-!

§

population,

th

crease

o

:nada a nation,

sideration and worth our while to study T%ritain“:) that market which to-day

; fil I aebartafn if there ace | ¥akes 82 per cent. of our total farm |
juestion and aecettain ap * | products, that market which to-day
possible means by which this re- ‘ takes (3 per cent. of our total exports.
can be reached. We have enorm- | Pogition of United States.

P resoutrces. Without question, in The United States is, of course, a na-

miv  opinion, Canada can sustain a | tion contiguous to us. Our boundaries

are common from ocean to ocean. Na-
‘ture has decreed that unless its pur-
poses are thwarted by unfriendly legis-
lation the relations between these two
countries shall be of the most intimate
character, and that the trade between
these two countries shall be enormous
in its proportions, That trade
already is enormous;enormous notwith-
standing the obstacles that have been
thrown in the way of free intercourse
between these two countries. These
two countries are one geographically ;
the very barriers that separate them
invite intercommunication. Their rail-
road lines cross and re-cross and knit
them together. The Maritime Provin-
ces have their natural trade associa-
tions with the States on the Atlantic

of 100,000,000 souls. Some
and drawbacks, as we
appertaining to our coun-
re calculated to make of
our population a people of virility, of
great courage and self-possession. We
have the resources of the Maritime Pro-
vinces, the resources of Quebec and of
Ontario, the enormous region of the
Northwest Territories, extending over
500,000 square miles, the resources of
British Columbia, we have fisheries and
timber 1 minerals and agricultural
in great abundance, in un-
upply, and we have all the re-
that are necessary tocreate in

1

tion

»o
disadvantages
deem  them,

really

resourcs

limited s

¢ L

% da a great nation. Now, sir,.our| seaboard. Ontario and Quebec can
trade with all the countries of the|reach the ocean, in winter at least,
world, except Great Britain, is in an [ more conveniently across American

unsatisfactory condition, in my opin-
. We had a total trade last year of
$191,000:000. Our total imports were,
from the TInited States, $119 306,000,
and our total ;

Territory than by any other route. Our
great Northwest is geographically a
portion of the Mississippi Valley, and
its trade will naturally tend to that

States wenn e-eipROrts to the United | section. On the Pacific slope nothing
of trade re $72.382,000. The balance|is more natural than that trade re-
against us was $46,924.000.| lations should exist between British

and the import percentage of our total

l

S hren i, { Total trade .... ...... ..$160,022,000
He said: Mr. Speaker, the motion Balance against Canada....$71,890,000 !

trade against us actually $71,800,000,

'express their opinions,

i more extensively
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ton, Oregon and Californfa. This con-
tiguity of territory, this intermingling
ot interests, will lead and should lead
to enormous trade transactions. .But,
sir, these transactions should be and
must be upon a different basis from
that which exists to-day. Now, this
natural tendency to intimate trade re-
lations and rapid increase in the vo-
lume of trade between the two coun-
tries, if obstacles are not lnberpqsed.
was strikingly illustrated by the'ex-
perience of Canada and the United
States under the Reciprocity Treaty
which existed from 18064 to 1866. That
treaty provided for free trade in pa-
tural products only. During the first
year of that treaty, the exports of Can-
ada to the United States were less than
$10,000,000. .- Twelve years later, in
ithe year 1866, the exports of Canada
to the United States (including the usu-
al allowance for inland short returns),
was $44,000,000, an inecrease of\ $40
Jper cent. in the export trade between
Canada and the United States in 12
years under the fostering influence of
freedom in the interchanging of na~
tural products. During that same per-
iod the Canadas largely increased their
import trade with the people of the
United States. In 1866, with an ex-

THE TORONTO WORLD
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port trade of $44,000,000 from the Un-
ited States, the imports from the Un-!
ited States were $28,000,000, and im-)
ports from Great Britain in the same,
vear were $40,000,000, while the ex-|
ports to England during the same year,
were, in round numbers, $17,000,000. !
Exports.

1866—GCreat Britain.. ... $ 16,826,000
1890—Great Britain .. .. 48,353,000
1901—Great Britain.. .. 105,328,000
1866—United States.. .. 44,143,000
1890—United States. . 40,452,000
1901—United States.... 72,382,000
On deducting coin, bullion,

precious metals and goods \

not produce of Canada.. .41,626,000

Imports for Consumption.

|

1866—Great Britain.. .. $ 40,062,000
1890—Great Britain.. 43,390,000
1901—Great Britain 13,018,000

United

ts.
28,572,000
e SNy 119,306,000
734,000, or 318 per cent.
Summary Movements, 1866 to 1901,
Great Britain Imports.

States—Impor

1866
190

| 1866 RS R ‘ $40,062,000

o R e e 43,164,000

Increase, $3,102,000, or 7 7-10 per
cent.

This gives evidence of the tendency
that would be exerted on the trade
between these two countries by the re-
moval of restrictions. The year 1866
came, and with it came the abroga-
tion of the reciprocity treaty. It was
a treaty that was working to the mu-
.tual advantage of both countries, and
it was abrogated largely, no doubt,
because of the influence of other mo-
tives than those.appertaining to the
loss or gain that might accrue from
the operation of it. Unfortunately, we
Wwere unwise enough to allow expression
ko be given in the Canadian Assem-
bly to a feeling of felicitation at the
Federal defeat at Chancellorville, and
altho there was as large a proportion,
perhaps, of the population of the North
who were copperheads and rebel sym-
pathizers as of the population of Can-
ada, and altho the only difference was
that in Canada they had a right to
while in the
North they had not, the United States
government took umbrage at this dis-
play of sympathy with the South, and,
altho we had given evidence of our
devotion to the NortH by sending 40,-
000 men to fight in the LU'nion armies.
and altho as large a proportion of our
population sympathized with the cause
of the Union as of the population of the
Northern States, and altho we had
maintained neutrality and discharged
our duties as neutrals wisely and well,
yet the single circumstance to which I
have alluded probably had a great in-
fluence in causing the repeal of the re-
ciprocity “treaty of 1854.

We were aware that that treaty was
an advantageous one. We were aware
that the circumstances under which we
exported to the United States so much
than we imported
were exceptional circumstances, due
to the existence of a war in that coun-

Y. The importation of American fa-
brics was rapidly decreasing, and but
a few years would have elapsed bLe-
fore the imports and exports between
the two countries would have become
equalized. Efforts were made on the
part of Canada to bring about a modi-
fication of the treaty, to do anything
within the bounds of reason to make
the treaty acceptable to both coun-
tries; but all these efforts were spurn-
ed. The United States government, in
point of fact, refused to consider any
applications or arguments with refer=
ence to the renewal of that treaty, and
entered upon a period of repression,
which was continued for thirty-five
years. The United States was then the
chief market for our products. The
belief in the United States and the
belief in Canada was that that mark
was essential to us. Posgibly American
statesmen may have thought that put-
ting on the screws and shutting us out
from their market would force us into
annexation. If this was not the case,
pains ought to be taken to disabuse
the Canadian mind of that impression.

For thirty-five years we have had a
war of tariffs, fought chiefly on one
side, and the result has been rather
disappointing to both TUnited States

and ourselves—agreeably disappointing
to ourselvds, perhaps not as agreeably
disappointing to them. Our exports to
Great Britain have increased from 1866
to 1901 as follows:
Great Britain Exponts,
3860 .. . : $ 16,826,000
L RS S N ik 105,328,000
Increase, $88502,000, or 527 per cent.
Our exports to the United States in

| the same years were as follows:

United States Exports.

1866 AR e $44.143,000
o . e s s« 12,882,000
Increase, $28,239,000, or 64 per cent.

But, as I said a moment ago, deduct-

ing coin and bullion and the products
of the mines of the Yukon and the ex-
port of goods not the produce of Can-
ada, our net exports to the United
States last year were $41,626,000, or
$2,517,000 less than they were in 1866,
That condition of trade was brought
about by the repressive; unfriendly, un-
neighborly tariff legislation of the Un-
ited States.

A summary of these trade move-
ments shows that our dimports from
Great Britain increased from 1866 to
1901 7.7 per cent., and our imports
from the United States increased in
the same interval 318 per cent. and
this resuit was brought about, not by
the application on the part of Canada
of the American principle, which we
ought to have applied, but by a lib-
eral low-tariff arrangement which of-
fered no impediment to the importa-
ition of their wares into this country,
while we were almost absolutely ex-

cluded from their markets.
i In the same period our exports to
| Great Britain increased 527 per cent.,

while our exports to the United States,
eliminating the precious metals an1
the exportation of goods not the pro-
duce of Canada, have fallen $2,500,000.
| Now, I will proceed to consider some
|of the reasons that have led to this
| anomalous and unsatisfactory condition
{of trade. I will look first at our tariff
| rates. Last year our rates of duty upon
ithe total imports from the United
| States was 125 per cent.,, and our
| rate of duty upon dutiable imports from
[the United States was 24.83 per cent.

|

|

| In the same year our duty upon the!

| total imports from Great Britain was
! 18.2 per cent., and our duty upon duti-
able imports from Great Britain was
24.87 per cent., or 4.100ths higher than

our duty on dutiable imports from
the United States.

Mr. Clarke: Notwithstanding the
preference?

An Anomalous Position,
Mr. Charlton: Notwithstanding the
preference.

States included, was 16.6 per cent., and
ur duty upon dutiable imports from
all countries was 27.45 per cent. Here
you have the fact that the duties upon
United States imports were lower,both

imports, than the duties upon imports
from Great Britain or
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contrast those duties, as I now propose
to do, with the duties imposed by the
United States. While we admitted
their total imports at a duty a frac-
tion above 12 per cent., their duty
upon our total imports last year am-
ounted to 28 per cent. And while we
jmposed a duty of less than 25 per|
cent. upon dutiable imports, their dut-|
ies were DO per cent last year, or al-
most exactly as high again as in our
own. 3 |
And when we come to the percentage|
of imports, 63 per cent of our total im- |
ports came from the United States, !
224 per cent. from Great Britain, and
144 per cent. from the rest of the
world. It is scarcely necessary for me
to say that these duties are unequal,
that they are not in our interest, and;
that the duties we impose should bear,
some proportion to the duties which |
the United States imposes upon us.|
This goes without saying- The Ameﬂ-i
can policy of oppression has been ap-|
plied not only to us but to all the!
world. The object of the United States;
has been to sell all that it possibly |
‘could of the products of its scil, its!
mills and its workshops, and to huy|
just as little as it.could from other
countries, and thus have as large a/
balance of trade in its own favor as
possible. The result has been that the
balance of trade in favor of the Un-|
ited States amounts to '$600,000,000
against the world, and $71,000,000
against Canada. That is a good thing
for the United States. Let them cling
to their policy as long as the rest of
the world will permit them to do so,|
but it is not a good thing for us. |
I need hardly claim that I am not
open to the charge of being biased by
racial animosity or national animosity
or prejudice of any character zgainst
the United States. The time has been
when 1 have been sometimes misunder-
stood, and oftener, I imagine, misre-
presented, in relation to the attitude
that 1 have taken on our relations with
that country. 1 have always. been in
favor of the most friendly relations
between all Anglo-Saxon communities.
1 have realized for many years that;
any policy which .is calculated to
draw these commonwealths closer to-
gether in the bonds of amity and union |
is a good policy, and have acted upon!
that principle, and the Liberal party |
has acted upon that principle in the%
past. i
It is beyond question that the United
States is a great nation, a mighty na-
tion—perhaps the greatest to-day in
the world. I have no intention to be=|
little their might and prowess, or to
say anything even against their tariff
policy, which is, no doubt, a good thing
for them, and one which they should
adhere to so long as the rest of the
world allows them to do so, but I do
not think it is a good thing for us to
allow it. But while I recognize that
the United States is destined to play
a great part in the direction of the
world events in the future, while I re-
cognize that it has an immense popu-
lation, intelligent, energetic and ag-
gressive, while we must admit that the
congtruction of the Isthmian Canal will
give it the command of the Pacific,
and that it is bound to become a gteat

naval and military power, while it is
evident that by the possession of the
Philippine Islands it will gain control
of the Asiatic trade, and while 1 ac-
knowledge freely that it is a mighty
nation. I still say that as Canad ans
we must uphold the interest of our

own country, and enact such a policy
for the development of Canada as the
circumstances of the case require, |
did believe once that if our friends op-
posite had shown a proper disposition,
and had gone to Washington in a pro-
per spirit, they might have got some-
thing advantageous to (Canada. 1 still
think it is a pity that they did not
make any attempt in this direction
under the administration of Grover
Cleveland, instead of waiting until Mr.
Harrison was President. However, 1
must confess that my expectations are
hardly as bright to-day as they were
at one time, and while T did believe
that we had only to approach them in
a proper spirit. when they were gov-
erned by an administration known to
be friendly to us, in order to get some-
thing in return, I must confess that my
experience upon the Joint High Com-=-
mission was not such as to bear out
the expression of that belief.

Mr. Lariviere: Open confession is
good for the soul.

Mr. Charlton: This is not a con-
fession, it is simply a statement of!

the facts.

Mr. McCreary :
fession should be.
Mr. Charlton: It is a very easy mat-
ter to prove to an American audience
that the impeortance of the trade of
Canada to the United States is so great
that this country is entitled to better
treatment. (‘anada is the third largest
customer in the world of the United
States. She is only outranked in that
respect by Great Britain and Germany.
She is the best customer of the United
States for manufactured goods—for the
products of the mills, the looms and
the factories. The importance of the
Canadian trade is illustrated by a com-
parison of that trade with the trade of
the other portions of the American con-
tinent. Take Latin America, compris-
ing Central' America, South America,
the West Indies,all but Cuba and Puer-
to Rico, and the total imports of all|
this vast region, with a population of
nearly sixty millions, from the United!
States in 1900 was $96.140,000, while
the imports of Canada in the same|
year amounted to $116,972,000. Or the!
five and a half million population of!
Canada bought 20,832,000 worth of|
United States goods more than the!
sixty million inhabitants of Latin Am-|
erica and the Philippine Islands, altho
they cost the United States an initial
outlay of $20,000,000—being the cost of |
their purchase from Spain—and a fnr-i
{ ther sum of $300,000,000 in the main-
i taining of forty ships of war and 100,-
i 000 soldiers—the Philippine Islands with |
| 2 population of nearly 10,000,000, im-
| ported from the United States last
vear only $4,027,000 worth of goeds,
or twenty-seven times less than Can-
ada. 1
These are facts it is well for the pen-‘
| ple of Canada to understand and for|
.the people of the United States to un-f
 derstand. They are facts of which the!
| people of the United States were in!
| dense ignorance, and I have urged for
{ Years past that we were making a mis- |
| take in not attempting to make the|

That is what con-

| which should have wei
|in arranging with us their trade rela
}tions. I have been doing a little work
| in that line. 1 was invited a little
less than a vear ago to address the

upon dutiable imports and upon total| Free Trade League of New England in |

| Boston. I took for my subject free

upon imports| trade with Canada, and my speech at|
Columbia and the States of Washing-|from the whole world; and you can|Boston was well received. Fifty thou-|

sand coplies were published by the Ros-
ton Chamber of Commerce. A copy was
placed in the hands of every member
of Congress and of the State legisla-
ture and of every board of trade and
commerce. 1 next spoke to the Detroit
Bankers’ Association of Detroit, and
the Chambef of Commerce in New
York. Then to the Manufacturers’ Na-
tional Reciprocity Convention at Bos-
ton. Then to the Merchants' Exchange
at ‘Buffalo and other places.

I have seen the statement made that
this was a very injudicious thing to do.
I noticed an editorial in the newspaper
of my hon. friend from East York (Mr.
Maclean )advising my right hon. friend
the leader of the government to bring
me home, not to allow me to be run-
ning up and down among these Yan-
kees giving away the Canadian tase.
I do not know what but that such was
the argument. And I have been assur-
ed by some highly esteemed friends in
this House that they hardly approved
of the kind of propaganda that 1 en-
gaged in in the United States. So far as
getting my leadér to bring me home is
concerned,I hardly think that he would
have acceded to such a request had it
been made of him. While I dii n»ot
go at his express comnfdnd, I did
consult him as to the best course to
take in many matters, 4nd received an
expression of his opinion, and I have
reason to believe that he thinks the
work I did in the United States not an
entirely useless work. I happen to
know—and I learned this, of course,
thru having access to means of infor-
mation that put me {n possession of
the facts—and I stated it not as a mat-
ter of egotism, hut as a plain matter of
fact, that the speeches I made in the
Unites] States, the articles of mine that
appeared in The Forum and other peri-
odicals, and the others means I have
adopted to influence American senti-
ment. have produced a profound im-
pression. And I kelieve it is within the
range of possibilities, and not only that,
but it is highly probable, that, by pur-
suing this course, by bringing tre Am-
erican people to understand the actual
condition of affairs between the two
countries, a trade arrangement may bhe
secured which will be satisfactory to
(‘anada, and no arrangement will be
satisfactory to Canada that does not
giver us reciprocity of natural products
without granting any return or any
concession beyond what has already
been granted.

Mr. Clarke : Does the hon. gentleman
(Mr. Charlton) mean reciprocity in
natural products only?

Mr. Chariton: Certainly. I mean that
we are buying $65,000,000 worth of
manufactured goods. T mean that we
are buying of the United States three
times as much as we sell to them. I
mean that we are buying of the United
States two and a half times as much
farm products as we sell to them; and
that we are entitled to-day to reci-
proecity in natural productg, absolutely
and unrestricted, without granting one
solitary iota of a concession further
than that we have granted, without
putting an article on the free list that
is not already there. and without. di-
minishing our duties by a single frac-
tion. That is what I have been preach-
ing in the United States: that is what
! have been assuring the American
people was our just due. T have been
telling them that they could not give
us less than this, and that, if they did
not give it, probably we would do some=
thing for ourselves.

There have heen changes in the con-
dition of affairs since 1866, Mr.Speaker,
that it would be well to bear in mind,’
changes ‘that the ordinary American,
who regards this question thru im-
pressions he has received from day to
day,does not understand. For instance,
in 1866, the United States was our chief
market in agricultural products, while
we imported almost all our manu-
factured goeds from Great Britain.
Now this condition of things is revers-
ed—actually and absolutely reversed.
To-day, England is our chief market
for agricultural products, while the
TUnited States is our chief supply for
manufactures. More than that, in 1866
we bought no agricultural products or
food products from the United States,
but now, as I say, we buy of them
two and ‘a half times as much as we
sell to them. These facts constitute a
reversal of the conditions of 1866 that
is well to understand and take into ac-
jcount when we deliberate as to the

| proper course to pursue in the attempts

we shall' make and the limit to which
we shall go in making arrangements,
Now, 1 wish to say a few words
about, perhaps, the most important
clause .in this question—the magni-
tude of the trade in manufactured
goods imported from the United States
into Canada. I must confess that
when I first commenced to investigate
this case, I was amazed. at the re-
velations that were made to me. I sup-
posed that, as a matter of course, we
bought more manufactures from Great
Britain than we bought from the United
States—never dreamed that the con-
trary was the fact. But I found that
in 1898 our purchase of manufactures,
free and dutiable, from the TUnited
States, were much greater than our
purchases from Great Britain. These
are the figures:
Import of Manufactures into Canada..
From Great Britain—

1898, free..... .... ......$ 5,181,126  butter, lard. bacon. hams, beef salteq! tradein the natural products, we would Btronglheq snd ’n"lf)““ "hO kidneys

1898, dutiable.. .. .... . 21,651,460 | in barrels, pork in barrels, other meats, | Tound up every year with a balance of | —never fail to give quick relief and cure
——— | grease, hides and skins, wool and many | $20,000,000 or $30,000,000 against us in| the most obstinate cases,

TRt ., o 26,732,586 | other articles. “! our trade with the United States. ! Rev. M. P. Campbell, pastor of the

From the United States— In all these articles, comprising the| There is another question that it is|Baptish Church, Essex, On_t'.lqg: *From

1898, free..... .... ......$12,271,448 great bulk of- our exportation to the| proper to discuss in connection with | MY persomal use of Doan's Kidney Pills,

3808, dutiable,.., ... ..... 3 321 | United States, we bought of that coun- | this matter, a very important question| Which I got at Sharon's drug store, I can

—————— | try in excess of our sales to them. in so far as it concerns the influence |58y they are a most excellent remedy for

Total..... ---.$43,834765 | Now if the conditions of our trade|upon American sentiment in relation to { kidney troubles, and I recommend $hom to

In 1899 our imports of manufactures
free and dutiable from Great Britain
and the United States
were as follows:

From Great Britain—

1899, free....
1899, dutiable.

..% 5,144,804
.+ . 26,501,435

cse seee

Totl) L s liss ... $31,846,239
From the United States—
M. e, o0 oo +.$14,299,330

1899, dutiable.....
Total, i, $51,546,637
The figures for the following year
afford a still more striking comparison
between our imports of manufactured
goods from Great Britain and our im-
ports in the same line from the United
States. These are the figures:

Our duty upon the total! public men of the United States '\m-!me Great Britain—
fmports from all countries, the United | derstand the conditions that exist andj
ght with them |

N0, trel, . ... L8 T BIDATT
W00, autianle. L. 30,375,084
f T SR S . . 837,985,561

{ From the United States—
1000, free.... ....:. ....5318021 365
1900, dutiable.. ..... .... 44,837,580
Tolel ... i e . .$62,858,945

The figures for 1001 .I‘hs.ve had ¢n

respectively i

e oo 37,247,307 |

my hands for only a few days.
are as follows: 5
From Great Britain—
1901, free.. ..c..ove oso:8 6,908,185
1901, dutiable...... ...... 30,364,488

Total: o4 Susiie. o v SOLEDET
From the United States—

001, el . . ......... ..521.041,184

1901, dutiable. ... .. .... 43,618,061

THey

Total ......ic0 ... 4. 585,000,245
These figures show that our imports
of manufactured goods from Great
Britain last year were §714,000 less
than those of the previous year, while
our purchases from the United States
were $2,700,000 more than those of the
previous year. What does that mean ?
There was a preference of 33 1-3 per
cent. in .favor of Great Britain, yet we
find a considerable falling off in the im-
ports of manufactured goods from that
country, while the United States, which
works against that preference, made a
greater increase in the quantity of
manufactured goods sold to us. The

figures show that we purchase from the |
United States manufactured goods to |

the extent of $28,289,000 in excess of
what we purchase from Great Britain,
and to the extent of $15,000,000 in ex-
cess of what we purchase from all the
rest of the world put together. There
were 381 articles on the list, and of that
number we purchased from the United
States in excess of Great Britain—and
very largely in excess in most cases—
in the case of 269 articles; and we

purchased from Great Britain in excess|

of our purchases from the United
States in the case of 112 articles. Why,
Sir, the United States has command of
the market of (fanada for
factures. Now, if we cannot sell to
these people of whom we buy manu-
factured goods to the amount of over
$65,000,000; to these people of whom
our farmers buy fully $35,000,000 of
that £65,000,000 worth; to these people
who allow
hand to squeeze in a miserable paltry
$8,000,000 worth of farm produce thru
their tariff fence—I say that if we can-
not secure some arrangement by which
we can exchange the products of our
own labor for the immense quantity of
goods we buy from them, we had better
make arrangements to manufacture the
goods ourselves. It will cost us some-
thing at the start:
am perfectly willing to pay my share
of that additional cost,

One more presentation to show how
favorable is the position of the United
States in this market. I have some
figures here that will show the free
imports into Canada last year:

Free Imports, 1901.

p.c.
From the United States,
ex. coin and bullion. $53,549,000 74.66
From Great Britain, |
ex. coin and bullion 11,118,000 15.50.
From all other
countries i 7,063,000 9.84
These figures show . that almost

seventy-five per cent. of our total im-
portation of free goods comes from the
United States. And what do they give
us in return? Why, they allowed us
to send to them the products of our

Klondike mines, our gold dust, our nag-
gets and our rich gold-bearing quartz. |

They allowed us also to sendg to them
free of duty sawlogs, pulp-wood and
hop poles, and if there is anything else
I have not had time to look it up. We
have practically no free list in return
for this free list of 53,000,000 odd dol-
lars. And what did we give them on
that free list? Of this $65,000,000 of
manufactures I spoke of a moment ago
£21,941,000 are on the free list. Of these
free goods there were $3,464,000 of for-
est products, While they are putting
$2 a thousaand on our lumber, we are
letting theirs come in here free. Of an-
thracit® coal, $7,871,000 worth was free,
Of farm products free of duty, consist-
ing of corn, flax seed, wool, hides,
hemp, brocom corn, tobacco leaf, etc.,
§14,775,000 were free, or a total of $48,-
051,000, besides raw' cotton; and if you
add that to the list you make it $52,-
782,000. This is our free list: $22.-
000,000 of manufactures and $14,750,-
000 of farm products from a country
that allows us to sell them—I will show
you how much shortly.
Two Specimen Facts,

Here are two specimen facts that T
want to place before you in connection
with this large subject. Last year our
importations of cornifrom the United
States free of duty was $6,484,000.
I.ast year our total export of agricul-
tyral products of all kinds from Can-
ada to the United States was $£2,907,-
000. It lacks £700.000 of being half of
what we permitted them to send to us
in the shape of free corn.

Now here are some figures in rela-
tion to our trade in farm products. Our
imports from the United States last
year were, of animals and their pro-
ducts, dutiable and free, $7.549,758; of
agricultural products, dutiable and free,
F17.919.000, or a total of $25,469,000 of
agricultural products imported from
the United States last year; or, if yvou
eliminate raw cotton from the list,
which is as much an agricultural pro-
duct as wool, it still leaves $20,737,000.
And in return what did they allow us
to send them? Of agricultural products
we sent to the United States last year
the produce of Canada, $2,907.924: of
animals and their products, £5,331,657:
total of §£8,239,581 of the products of
the farm which we were permitted to
sell to the United States last year. We

a

bought from them almost exactly £25.-|

000,000 of the products of the farm.
about $15,000,000 of which was upon
the free list.

Now in 1866 our exports of farm pro-
ducts to the United States were $25
000,000, and the trade has fallen to one-
third of what it was in 1866. In 1866
our exports of farm products to Great
Britain were £3.544.000; in 1901 thewv
were $78,527.000.

2115 per cent. hetween 1866 and 1901,
an increase of 21 fold in the exporta-
tion of farm products from Canada to
Great Britain against a decrease of
two-thirds in the trade of the United
States in the same articles. Last year
we sent to Great Britain 82 per cent.
of the products of our farms, while we
sent to the United States 9 per cent.
We sent to Great Britain 82 per cent.,
and to all the rest of the world, the
United States included, 18 per cent.
Last year we bought articles of the
United States raised on the farm in

excess of our sales to that country—T.

do not want to weary you with the
figures, but T think it would he profit-
able to read a list of the articles which
we purchased in excess of our sales to
the United States.

Corn. oats, rye, wheat, cornmeal,oat-
meal, rye and wheat flour, malt, seeds,

{ apples, small fruits, potatoes, vegeta-

bles, tobacco leaf, broom corn, hemp,
flax seed. horses, hogs, poultry,

between

| relations Canada and the
|

manu-{

our farmers on the other|

but, for my part, U |

| very easiest, simplest and most favor-

| less than reciprocal free trade in nat-

That trade increasel

eggs, |

bave just been purchased by the

Federated Business
Colleges of Ontario.

Here s their order :—
HAMILTON, February 8, 1902,

THE REMINGTON STANDARD Tvraw:n}n Col.‘,p

Gentlemen : AMITED,

Please book our order for seventy-five
(75) of your latest style No. Six (6) machines,
to be forwarded to our various schools as per
shipping instructions attached hereto.

e have decided to confine our purchases
hereafter principally to Remington machines,
finding by experience that they are the most
dunbfe and give the best satisfaction to our
pupils and to the public. Your early attention

C. R. McCurrouGH,
Managing Director,

to the order will oblige,

Yours faithfully,
THe FEDERATED BUSINESS COLLEGES oF ONTARIO, *

LIMITED.

mission of business collegesis to instruct pupils for ical businessneeds. The
;ru:‘nm w:lg knows the su;'?rior durability and reliability of the Rcmington, thg'fg.
fore the use of the Remington overwhelmingly predominates in commercial life,

THE REMINGTON STANDARD TYPEWRITER CO,, Lro.
CONFEDERATION LIFE BUILDING, TORONTO, CAN.
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United States are not grotesquely :md'Would free trade in natural products
unfairly unequal, then I confess I am  lower prices in the United Stattee?xxelll‘,
no judge. If these conditions are such|with regard to the articles for kct
as we are called upon to submit to, if | both countries have a cg;inclilon l:la-l‘m%‘;
we are to go on maintaining trade re- | wheat, cheese and all articles °1 he a
lations with the United States of the|both countries produce a surﬂp u:; an
character that has existed for the last sell that surplus in Great B ta.ﬂn i
thirty-five years, we will certainly elsewhere, it could have m:uh inU\‘mm:
show a lack of spirit, and we will show ; Whatever upon prloesu 1;1 the t:‘;e
a lack of comprehension in my opin-; States. If all those articles werel ‘m
jon of that which our interests require. 111100 the Ll;gcef s?ngthm:gg da;ldml;

I now come, to the consideration {thvac“tre‘;gt lntoo?i'xencmxg;mpﬁon’ot the
of the question of reciprocity in nat-| o 3 giates they would merely dis-
{ ural products. I say right here that the place that amount of the products of
the United States that woulld go
abroad. ‘It would, however, have a
good influence in Canada, it woulk d:;;‘

inwour markets

ural products, without reference to any fﬁm c:;xvpztlms of buyers. But as
other conditions of tariff or trade. We far as prices in the United States are
are not called upon to increase our free! concerned, the placing of natural pro-
list, we are not called upon to reduce gquects on 'the free list would have no
our duties; but we have a right to ask, appreciable influence upon the prices of
'and should be content with nothing|guch articles as that country has a
surplus of to export. -

Then, let us take into consideration
the question ‘as to whether free trade
would have any influence in the direc-
tion of depressing the prices of articles
the United States imported from Can~
ada for consumption into that country.
I hold in this relation also that it would
not. I hold that the volume of impor-
tation in any line would be so insignifi-
cant compared with the great volume
of production in the United States that
the little dribblet that went into that
country from Camada »ould have no
influence upon prices. ' I will illustrate
this by a few quotations from the
United States census of 1890. I havae
not the returns for 1901 or 1900, which
would be more favorable to the view .
that I am endeavoring to present. In
1890 the production of eggs in the Un«
ited States amounted to 819,722,000
dozen in volume of a value of about.
$120,000,000. The largest exportation
of eggs from this country, when they
were free, was about two and a quarter
million dollars worth, and last year we
sent to the United States $7,185, as
against a domestic production of $120,-
000,000. That little dribblet of eggs
could have no influence upon the price
of the vast massive production in the
United States. 'In regard to horses,
in 1890 there was in round numbers
15,000,000 horses in the United States,
We sent them last year 3289, or one
horse for every 4550 that they had in
that country. Suppose we sent them

Professional -
Men. |

sssen s

!

able arrangement that we are called
upon to make with the United States
is to have reciprocal free trade in nat-

{ ural products. " I have spoken ,of the
balance of trade, the actual balance of
trade of nearly $72,000,000 in favor of
the United States, after eliminating our
exports that were the natural payment
of the balance of trade. I have point-
ed out that there is a heavy balance;
of trade between our exports of farm |
products and our imports of farm pro-
ducts. We huy of the United States,,
including cotton, three times as much |

;as we sell to them. We buy of them,

eliminating cotton from the list, two
and a half times as much as we sell
to thém. Now,if we were to enter upon

;an arrangement by which there %was
free passages to and fro for all these
natural products, the first thing we
would have to overcome would be this
balance of trade in favor of the United
States in farm products; and if the
duty were removed, while there would
be a great impetus given to importa-

| tions into the United States from Can-
ada, there would also be an increased
amount .of purchases in Canada from
the United States. In almost all these
articles, except Indian corn, we impose

i duties which are calculated to inter-
fere with the trade and to lessen im-

portation. Now, if these duties were
removed, we would export more large-

| 1y to the United States, and, of course;

{"we would import more largely from

| the United States; and I do not

{ belieye that the balance of trade, in ad-

| justing balances with reference to the

! products of the farm, would be a very

|large sum when you come to let the
policy have full scope. For instance,
here are British Columbia and the Klon
dike region. Their natural sources of
supply for food are Washington and

Oregon. Take off the duties and the
great bulk of the food that goes into

that province and into the Klondikei

! region will come from these two Ameri-

| can states. Take off the duties and the |
maritime provinces will send their coal |
and lumber to the seaports on the At-|
lantic coast and will take from these
ports’ the entire amount of focd that

{

'

It's the constant sirain
snd worry under which
the professional man

is consumed by the 900,000 1nhabitantsl labors, the irregularity of
of those provinces. Take off the duties| habits and loss of rest that
and the mining and lumbering opera- makes him peculiarly sus-
tions of Ontario and Quebec will use ceptible o kidney treubles.
largely increased amounts of corn and First it’'s backache, them
meats and other products. i, urinary difficulties, then—

unless it's attended fo—
Bright's Disease aad =
death.

DOAN'’S
KIDNEY PILLS

| ‘While we would largely increase our
exportations to the United States we
would largely increase our imports
also. The trade will be mutually ad-
I\'antugenus and the relative volume of
l‘('XDOl‘tS and imports would be by no
| means as large as is generally antici-
| pated. My impression is that, even
under this arrangement, and 1 would
go farther and say even with free

}this question, and that question is: |sulerersirom such complaints.”

|

|
1

|
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We haven’t a medicine which will cure everything. We haven’t even one which

we recommend oy disease. When there is disease g0 to your doctor.

——

But for ailments

WE HAVE A REMEDY OF SURPASSING MERIT

IRON-OX TABLETS |

cure constipation and indigestion

which result in disease unless checKed



