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the United States? The Fordney Bill now
Meore the Congress of the United States
reflects the policy of that country on this
question. Where is the Canadian agri-
culturist to find his market for his pro-
ducts? It is manifest he cannot get into
the United States; the tearing down of our
tariff walls would destroy the home market
in Canada, because it is manifest that in-
dustrial life in Canada would cease ta
function immediately our tariff walls were
removed, and the home market which he
ha-, to-day would disappear. His access ta
the European markets is handicapped by
the inferiority of his position here in cam-
peting with 120 million% ta the south of
aur boundary, and the like access which
that 120 millions have ta the markets of
Europe. The Canadian farmer must neces-
sarily, therefore, become a mere cipher as
a producer in thus getting access to the
markets of the world.

What about the manufacturer? If aur
tariff walls are practically removed, in
accordance with the representatione of
these gentlemen, we are at once aver-
'whelmed by the products of the 120 nil-
lions ta the sauth af us. It cannot for a
moment be seriously thought that aur
manufactures could be built up in the
face of this competition whereby the
United States would have access ta aur
muarkets while we are precluded from
having access ta theire.

Canada is comparatively a new country.
We are only on the threshold of aur de-
velopuient; the natural resources of this
country have scarcely been scratched; and
yet I unhesitatingly say we have natural
resources which, if developed, are capable
of sustaining and will eventually build
up one of the greatest of Anglo-Saxon
races. Will anyane seriously contend that
this development could take place in the
face of such a policy as that which is
advocated by those who are in opposition
ta the Government of ta-day? This Gov-
ernment is committed ta, the policy of
protection. It is the fundamental plank
in its platform. It in no way equivocates
or evades the issue. It knows and avaws
that through this policy alone can the
National life of Canada be successfully
developed.

Instead of manufacturing our own raw
products, we are daily reducing aur na-
tional wealth by the ehipment of aur raw
products to the United states. We are
purchasing from that country $1,000,000
a day of products more thain we are selling
to, thenu. The balance of trade is against
US. Our money, by reasan thereof, le

deflated in their markets to the extent of
from twelve to fifteen per cent. To gain
access to their markets we are to-day pay-
ing them. a higher duty than we impose.
We are their best customer on this con-
tinent and notwithstanding the advantages
with which they are thus deriving fromn
Canada they are to-day seriausly. discuss-
ing in their Congress the erection against
us of hostile tariff walls so much higher
as ta be practically insurmountable. To-
day we are seriously facing the effeets of
those adverse conditions, and which dail>
must become intensified.

The constant avowal by political par-
ties in Canada of free trade or the
lowering of the Canadian tariff be-
tween the United States and our-ý
selves has left the impression in that coun-
try that by the adoption of hostile tariff
legisiation they can secure the control of
our markets in Canada. They have in-
terpreted the declarations of our opponents
to our disadvantage to the extent that they
believe they can cripple our industries,
absorb ourtrade, and ultimately have at
their conmmand this northern half of the
American continent. If, instead of this
insidious policy of bringing about the
ruination of Canada's trade, these gentle-
men opeinly avowed annexation to the
United States one could better understand
it and better fight it. The logical regult
of the adoption of such a policy as that
whith is now openly advocated by the
Liberal party and the United Farmers'
organization, and particularly in view of
the present avowed policy of the United
States in increasing its tariff, can only
have one outcome, namely, the reduction of
Canada to be a mere dependent upon the
trade policy of the republic to the south of
us., When this point is reached, as it ul-
timately would be if our oppanents had
their way in tariff matters, there would be
a graduai absorption of this country by the
United States. It seemns ta me, therefore,
that there are only two courses to pursue,
one of which is ta make this eountry
dependent entirely upon the producing and
manufacturing interests of the United
States-the resuit of which would be the
losing o! our national identity; or the
building up of our tariff walls to meet
whatever hostile conditions the United
States may impose against us, and thus
preserve our identity and build up a
national life woxthy of a great Anglo-
Saxon people.

I am not at ail apprenhensive of these
free trade theories becoming crystallized
into legisiation in Canada. 1 believe the


