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We have to-day in the United States the
very tariff for which the Couservative
party waited for eighteen years; the very
tariff for which the Liberal party waited
for fiteen years. It is offered te, us te-
day;. are we friendly or uufriendly? I
allege that the United States tariff of te-
day is most friendly towards Canada. When
the hon. Minister et Trade and Commerce
was speaking iu New York two yeaîs ago,
I think, hie held out the olive brandi, and
said that when the United States reduced
their taiiff Canada weuld prebably reduce
hier duties or give some advantage te
American goods coming into Canadian
markets. The United States tariff is te-
day a most fîiendly one. I keenly regret
that the minister made during the course
of his Budget speech a statement which,
read between the hunes, miglit be regarded
as unfîieudly tewards the United States.
Neyer in ferty years of Canadian histery
bas any minister of finance made such a
remark as this, indeed, the very opposite
lias prevailed from the time et Confedera-
tien up te the present day. This was the
remark of the hion. minister:

Speaking generally, It le net advisable that
a natlen's tarif£ should lie se arranged as te
fit Into the particular features ef that er any
ether nation.

Why did the minister make that remark,
having regard te the friendly tariff which
lias just been put in force by the UTnited
States? For forty years we have lied an
untriendly tariff; we> have souglit their
friendship se tar as tariff has been cou-
cerned; we have wished that they weuld
put oui natural products on their fiee lst.
This they have doue as tai as a large
number et oui naturel products are con-
cerned. But the minister elmeet says we
do net reciprocate youî kind consideratien;
we do net eppreciate what you have doue
with regard te the putting et oui naturel
preducts on tie fiee list. I regret this
exceedingly, because I think that it is an
epoci in the histery et Canada when the
United States gives us tree markets fer
oui natural pîoducts, which are et immense
value te oui Canadian producers. I do
net believe that lion. gentlemen tully
realize the great pessibilities of oui Cane-
dian peteto production, especially wien we
have a market of one liundred million
people te the seuth et us. Gentlemen
sliould net foîget that the population et

Canada is propoîtionetely two rural te oe
urban, while in the United States the
population is two urban te eue rural.

Some hon. MEMBERS: No.

MT. LOGGIE: Well, that is the way Mr.
Sifton put it to the House when hie was
speaking on the suibjeet.

Mr. BURRELL: Our population is. in the
proportion of 45 urban to 55 'rural.

Mi. LOGGIE: In any case, what I want
the ministe-r to bear in mind -is this: that
the United States tariff to-day is a friendly
one and that we in Canada should act in a
businesslike way and take advantage of the
benefits which are off eied to, us by the
friendly tariff of the United States. I have
special reference to potatoes. I quote fromn
the fiee. list of the United States tariff, item
581:

Potatoes, dried, desiccated, or otherwise pre-
pared, not specially provided for in this section,
provided that any of the former specifled arti-
cles shall le subJect to, a duty of ten per centum
ad valorem when lmported directly or indirectly
from a country, dependency or other subdivision
of government which imposes a duty on such
articles imported from the United States.

From the day, therefore, that Canada puts
potatoes on the free list our Canadien
product will enter the United States free of
duty, andl the result will be a decided 'bene-
fit to, the Canadian producer. TJnder present
conditions we dare flot increase oui planting
because il the Ontario crops are exception-
ally good, what will the Maritime provinces
do with their surplus produceP We have
the West Indian market, but it is a limited
market. 1 have endeavoured te -argue thie
inatter aocording te the tacts, and il my
remarks are partisan it simply shows that
I arn on the right tiack. And if I arn riglit,
suiely the minister iLe big enough to take
this matte-r up and deal with At on its merits.

Mr. BLAIN: If we h-ad free trade between
Canada and the United States on po'tatoes,
what effeet would it have on the prioe of
potatees in Canada when the United Statès
have a large surpluis crop, which very often
happens?

Mi. LOGGIE: I thought I had made my-
self perfectly clear on that when I said that
in nineteen years eut of twenty, potatoes
are much deareî ini the -United States than
in Canada; and if they aie dearer in the
United States why in the naine of cemmon
sense should we waut them here? If we can
get oui own petatee et 421 cents a bushel,
why should we want their potsitoes at 75
cents a bushel or perhaps a emaller amount
thani thatV. Hon..gentlemen should béer in
mind that thirty barirels eut of every car-
load et three hundred baxrels of potatee go
te pay the duty.


