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gughsh people are living in a fool’s paradise who
believe that the result of the recent democratic
victory in this country, although based on the cry
of tariff reform, will result in any measure that
Will open the markets of the United States to the

Manufactured goods of England or the Continent of
‘urope,

He was a true prophet as has been
proved not only by the Wilson Bill itself,
but as has been proved by the revision of

zhat bill in the Senate. Then he goes on to
ay [—

daglere 1s no American statesman living who
— Xrempltate such a pa,bxonal economic crisis, It
a.ml not be reform—-it \ﬁh’ould he revolution. I
tec;;ias you know, a convinced free trader. Pro-
and ?Duls to me an economical heresy, the fraud
demoo y of which are capable of mathematical
o nstratlon——flemox'lstra‘txon as_absolutely con-
Ny Fmgras. that by which the solution of a problem
len :lhc id is arrived at. And yet throughout the
alr ngo " 8(\{"(} breadth of this vast continent one is
putalﬁl ;}lly brought face to face with solid indis-
Sorn € facts that seem to give the lie to the
politi eslt and most universally accepted axioms of
examlca economy. Let me give you just one
tive Ele':ﬂ' Under the shadow of a stringent protec-
menc 3‘1} , the manufacture of paper was com-
toa 1:3( in the United States. Paper is still subject
that oemhy import duty.. According to our theories,
s o ug t. to enhance its price to the consumer in
news ountry. As a matter of fact, the New York
pl‘icep:}?er proprietors buy their ‘‘ news” at a less
then, | han that at which it could be supplied to
Cony jn London, and some of the paper mills in
cwmrﬁse){] are actually exporting paper to the old
in dusty . nless it can be shown that this p?.{)er
N [)mt,ryt'“iould have grown up without the aid of
tinenczc 1f\e tariff, it is futile—nay, it is an imper-
have o ? (i)r an outsider to say that the Americans
venrs i(x}\ € dunwnsely in taxing the_msel'ves for a few
fndusty order to establish in their midst a great
highly y g:‘\ Ing occupation to a great quantity qf
set of)f pai labour. And it seems to me that this
man acts and the arguments based on it apply to
y of the other industries which are assuming

such colossal pr. ti S
ireadth of thl:a i:ﬁ:)(i' ions throughout the length an

tm’l(;here is the evidence of a confirmed free
off er of England showing the beneficial
St:,:ts of a prqtective tariff in the United
furtl‘is. It this _Mr. Carr had travelled
and er and inquired more into the effects
NG results of the protective tariff in the
sa:lnl:ed States, he could have applied the
that t}:‘ema,rk to hundreds of other things
that ey ha\:e succeeded in producing under
in th Protective tariff as cheaply as they do
port‘e older countries, and are actually ex-
o a:;lg‘to that free trade country which we
polic mire so much. Although a free trade
g a.t? Inay be right in the abstract to a
stru xtent in England, it would be de-

clive in a new country like Canada.

I have but a few words to say with refer-
ence to my hon friend’s remarks on the
question of trade and cable communication
with Australasia. I was pleased to hear his
remarks on what was the result of the
Behring Sea arbitration, because he viewed
thatquestion, to my mind, from a broad states-
manlike standpoint so different from that
in which it was dealt with by his own leader
in another branch of the legislature and the
opposition press of the country. I readily
admit with him that we did not, as
Capadians, get all that we should have liked
to obtain, but there is this cause for satis-
faction—and I am only reiterating what
the hon. gentleman said—that every con-
stitutional issue that was raised, every point
that was taken by our Minister of Marine
and by our Minister of Justice, the leader
of the Government, and by the Government
of Canada in reference to the rights of this
country and of the world generally in Behring
Sea, were sustained by that arbitration, and
if there is anything wrong it may be through
too strict regulations. Both of the represen-
tatives of the United States, and the arbi-
trator for Canada, who was acting on behalf
of the British Government, refused to sign
them—so that taking the old adage, when
nobody is pleased it must be right—when
neither the United States nor Canada
was pleased with the proposed regulations
they were as near right as foreigners
at least could make them. It has been
said that it will ruin our industry. I
have it from a British Columbian that he
has already sent out two or three vessels this
year, and that as large a fleet has gone into
that business this year as last year. My
hon. friend shakes his head—perhaps he
knows better than I do. I am giving this
statement, not on my own authority but on
what I conceive to be good authorivy——that
is, those who are engaged in the trade them-
selves. My hon. friend, spoke very plea-
sently about my trip to Australia and the
manner in which the Canadian representative
was received—I can only say to him that he
did not exaggerate that reception. I did
not accept that as a tribute to myself, be
cause if my hon. friend or any one else had
gone as representing Canada, he would have
received the same attention. Greater
warmth of feeling and a greater desire to
discuss the object of that mission, and a
more earnest interest taken in the building
up of a trade between the colonies to bring



