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Mr. Chamberlain did flot explain wliat ho meant by tho
tom Ilsecondary industries," but wve presumo ho Liad refer-
ence te, thlngs Canada requires or might require but dloes net
now produce. 0cr principal industries are already estab-
Jished, and ho would vory klndly permit us te retain thein,
andI te impose dutie2 against similar produets ceme frein
whero they may, oven frein Great BritaiL, but articles tbat, we
do net now produco, sueb as Great Britain produces, Canada
sboula neyer, ne nover undertake te manufacture; and this
abnegatioa shouid be in consîderatien of seme tariff laver
wvhich Mr. Chamberlain wveuld bave the British Geverninent
show te Canada.

This proposition is simply prepostereus. Turne was whcn iL
was a penal offense ta send a pound of pig iron awvay frein
Great Britain, or a pound of any kind of machincry or rawv
materiai intended for the manufacture of any arlii Lbat was
or could be produced in that country; ani every restriction
possible 'was imposed upon the emigration of British skilled
workmen ; and the proposition cf Mr. Chamberlain that
Canada shoulti refrain frein expanding ber enterprise by
emgnging in Ilsecondary industries"I -%vill nover bo considered.
It bas a strong Glavor cf the avents that led up te the separa-
tien of the American colonies. It cannot ho imagined that
Canada, ns dovotedl ns sho is te Imperialism, wculd listen for
a moment te sncb a suggestion.

Canada wilJ go a long way andi make large sacrifices for the
unification ai A consolidation cf the Britisb Empire, but sbe
will nover st' ttify herself by agreeing te any emasculation cf
hem energies such as Mr. Chambemlain's proposition calîs for.
It may bu that there are many things 'which ive du mot now
pmodxuce that are madie ia Britain ; but it dm orat follow tbat
Canadians coulti met acquime tho necessamy knowledge ta pro-
duce them, ]Um. Chamberlain ta the contrary notwithstanding.

CANADIAN LOYALTY TO CANADA.
On the ratura trip cf the excursion of members of the Can-

aian Manuificturcrs Association frein the Pacifie Coast, ivhen
appmoachiag Tconto, a newb. 1aper representativo subnmitted
ta soe of the memahers of tho party the following questions:

1. -Are yen in favor of reserving ta British manufacturers
the Canadian mnarket for the produets of secGndamy industries
net now existing in this country ?

2.Aeyau in favor of ieaving the tariff walls agninst
Britain às at present?

Ta these questions Mr. George E. Dmurnmond, the presi-
dent, speaking for the entira association said :

OngemernI principles the Canadian Manufacturms Associa-
tien is heart.ily in sympathy with Mr. Chamberlaia's pro-
paganda for a policy of self preservatioa in Grat Britain, snd
closer trade relations hetwccn the Mother Country anmd the
colonies, on the 'oasis af sucb mutual preferoceç as conditions
within the severai parts cf the Empire snay be found ta per-
mit ef.

We favor tho appointiment of a commission, consisting cf
representatives from the Mother Country- and the colonies, ta
ftmlly investigate the wbole question as suggested in the
resolutions adopteti nt the recent conferecocf Chambers of
Commerce of the Empira held In Montreai, wvbich resolution
was unaaimousiy supported hy tho representatives of our
association.

Mr. Drummond declineti te mnako ny furthcm or more o-
plicit reply ta tho questions subinitteti.

No deubt Mfr. Drummond ývole the sentiments not only
of the Canadian Manufacturera Association, bLot cf alh Can-
adisix manufacturers, and of ail thiaking Canadians , -nd wbilo
Mir. Chanxberlain's propositions ara recelving the considera-
tien of the peeple of this country, il is timcly to bear %vhat

seine of our thinking mon have to say in the matter. Mr.
John Charlton, M.P>., who bas givon the inatter close atten-
tion, ays that the question of protection se fa~r as it relates te
tho intercourse of Great ]3ritaln witli forcign couintries is a
miàtter of doniestie concern te the Britishi people, and one in
,which the Canadian people have uoither voice uor direct in-
torcst, the position of Mr. Chamberlain with regard te colo-
nial trade beiug a matter in whlch we have a direct intorest; and
this is a question to wvhicx wvo should give careful considera-
tion. Loyalty to the interests of the Empire is a most cein-
niendablo sentiment, but loyalty on the part of Canadiaus to
Canadinninterests should not bo sent to the rear.

Mr. Charlton points out that in justice te ourselves it should
be remcmbered that Canada has given a tarifF preference te
Britain since 1897. To avoid rnisuinderstanding the situation,
ive should bear in mind that Britain in her tarili policy bas
never given the sliglhtest return in thri shape of preferential
trentmnent te Canada. It seemed te seme Canadins that the
scheduiing of our cattie might have been dispensed with, or
tha6 the moderato grain tax that bas recentiy beea repeuled
miglit have been waived in the case of aur own experts of
grain te the Britishi market. 0ur preferential duty in favor of
Britain rose fromn 12è per cent. ln 1897 to 331 per cent. in
189D. la the summer of last year, at thc Celonial Confereuce,
Mr. Chamberlain spoke almost contcmptuously of this prefer-
ence. H~e said :-"I I have te say te you that while I cammet
but grateftilly acknowledge the intention of this proposaI, and
its sentimental value as a proof of gooé wilI and affetion, yct
its substantial results have been altogether disappointing ta
us, and I think they must have been equally disappointing to
its own promoters." Let us scew~bat were the resuits of this
preferential policy. In 1873 our importa frein Great Britain,
were Z68,522,000. ln 1893 aur imports frein Great l3ritain
bad gone down to $43,148,000, and in 1897 to ':P9,412,000.
The application of preferential duties arrestcd this decline,
and speedily produced a rnpid advnce in the volume of aur
importa frein Great Britain. In 1900 theso imports had gene
up te $44,789,000 , in 1902 to $49,250,000, and mn 1903 to $59,

00,l~',or an increase of more thr-n 100 per cent. in six
ycarq. Surely Mr. Chamberlain was flot warranted by the
facts in the presentation of bis views at the colonial con-
ference.

Apparently stili oblivious to the fact that Canada is now
giving the mother country7 a substantial and valuable prefer-
ence, Mr. Chamberlain, in bis speech nt Glasgow salad: "He
believed that the colonies arc prepared ta m<eot us in return
fer a moderate proference. They weuid reserve te us the
trade we already enjey, aise arrange their tariff in the future
in order net to start industries in competition with those
alrendy in existence in the mother country."

t'h»s declarition savors somewhat of tho good old Ixaperial
peiicy ofecarly colonial days, whon the colonies wcre reserved
ns a preserve for the manufacturiing interests af Britain, and
were net permitted to engage in the business of producing
geods for their own consumption. If it is the dreain cf the
lmperialist that Canada will surrender co iota cf bier
autonomy, or will refrain frein deveioping her enormous re-
sources, and extending hier industrial sy&,em, and will impose
effective restrictions upon ber own progresa, then, beyond
question, a inist.ake bas been made. Ilr. Chamberlain proposes
ta impose a duty cf net more than two shillings per quarter
(cighit busheis) upon wheat, ana upon other grains, perbaps,
except maize ; a corresponding duty upQn foeur, and 5 'par
zent. upon eggs aud dairy produtes Plreferential duties
would aise bo imposed upon fruits and wines, but not impon
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