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PUGSLEY'S CONVINCING SPEECH ON RECIPROCITY;
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[gr In the house of commons on July 24
3 ,w’hen_t.he question of the trade agreement
| was underVdiscussion an important dnd
~"convincing speech wes made by Hon. Wil-
|liam Pugsley, minister of public works. He
. 1is reported in Hansard as follows:
M. Pugsley—I have not spoken at all
/during the discussion of this question,
{therefore I may be permitted to make &
{few remarks in answer to some of the ob-
|eervations of my hon. friend who has just
taken his seat (Mr. Goodeve), and also to
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re_fer to the quotations which my hon.
friend from Westmorland (Mr. Emmerson)
has made as to the attitude of the leaders
of the Conservative party in the past.
understand my hon. friend from Kootenay
“(Mr. Goodeve) to admit that.it was true
‘:ﬂ_n.t_the Conseryative party- was at one
time'in favor of reciprocity, but that was
[berqro;thg, promulgation’ of the National
‘PQ -'of 1879. Did I uuderstand my hon.
frien ly?®
L “Mr. Goodeve—Yes. -
¥ “Mr. Pugsley—Then my hon, friend must
'bave forgotten that upon the very last oc-
| casjon when the Conservative party suc-
cessfully appealed to the country they de:
;clu_-ed themselves unequivocally in favor of
:reclproeitijith the United States. That
|was twelve, years after the National Policy
|had been,put into force. Now, my hon.
'fncng. from Westmorland quoted from an
J{election card which was issued by Sir John
i|Thompson in February, 1891, when he was
jappealing to the electors of the courty of
‘{Antigonish, in the province of Nova Scotia.
{|Sir John Thompson was not an ordinary
./ member of the house, he was minister of
f(:mtloe in the government led by Sir ‘John
|A. Macdonald, end he was recognized as
“the second in command mext to the great
/Constervative leader. Sir John Thompson
,\was ‘s man in whose ‘judgment the people
l'of Canada had very great confidence. XHe
“|had occupied a position on the bench of
the eupreme court of Nova Scotia, and was
recognized as one of the ablest lawyers in
Canada. After the death of Siy John A.
. Maodonald, he was called upon to assume
“Ithe leadership of the Conservative party,
{which he did with credit to the party and
with eredit to the country. Every Cana-
dian, whether ‘Liberal or Conservative, de-
plored his sudden demise at so early an age.
Sir John Thompson, in his manifesto,made
Lrecj_prod the only‘question upon which
‘he appealed to the people of Nova Bcotia,
it is the only great swiject to which he
. \refers.. He tells the people of Canada that
_‘the government of which he is a member
{have entered into negotiations with the
‘| government at Washingvon for the purpose
lof bringing about & treaty of reciprocity,
lwhich he believes would be of advantage
ito the people of both countries. - Now,
{surely the hon. member for Kootenay must
pia.ve forgotten this fact when he says that
"the Conservative party was mever in favor
; lof reciprocity subsequent to the adoption
jof the National Policy. He has forgotten
the election of 1891, when the government
went to the country upon the policy of reci-
progity. My hon. friend has called atten-
(tion’ to a portion of the language of the
%on. member for North Toronto (Mr. Fos-
, |ter), which will be foitnd on page 60 and
Ifollowing of Hansard, and in which that
~then #agember of the Con-

*«bﬁm gentlemeni ~then s
.Aservative government, stated ‘that this gov-

ernment, had done everything possibls to
extend interprovincial trade. He referred to
the fact that the Canadian Pacific Railway
. had beep carried out by the Conservative
: party, and it had then been. completed
Jsoms six years because it ‘was completed
¥ from the Atlantic to the Pacific in 1885.
j He referred, to the emormous development
! Which had taken place in this ¢ountry, and
said ‘that notwithstanding the development
of internal $rade, notwithstanding.the won-
derful strides' Canada had mede a8 a re-
cult! of ‘the construetion of ‘the Canadian
Pacific Railway and the inauguration of
'the National Policy, yef the government
Fad sought to widen and extend the bounds
of commerce in every ‘direction. Then he
asked this question: With the United
States? Yes, he says, we are desirous, not
only of extending our commerce with all
ithe other countries. of the world, but with
the United States as well, "He’ refers with
'pride to the fact that for many years the
'Conservative party had been taught to
watch and to wait until a favorable op-
portunity should occur, and he referred
gladly to the fact that at last the moment
had come when the government had been
invited to visit Washington and to open
negotiations with Becretary Blaine and the
president. of the United States, to bring
about what? To.bring about a treaty of
reciprocity, based upon what? Based. upon
the old reciprocity treaty of 1854, with
such additions and extensions, as the al-
tered circur jtances might show to be to
the mutual advantage of the two countries.
Surely in the face of this evidence it can-
not be said that the Conservative party
had abandoned the policy of reciprocity
after the enactment of the National Policy.
This shows that upon the very last occa-
sion when the Conservative party success-
fully appealed to the country they made
" reciprocity the principal plank in their
platform, and it was upon that that they
hoped to win and did the approval of the
people.
The hon. member for North Toronto
(Mr. Foster) said more than has been

quoted by the hon. member for Westmor-|

gaand (Mr. Emmerson).

“The government showed itself consist-
ent, in the first place, by declaring that
there was a door open for negotiations,and
that a delegation would he sent to Wash-
ington after the 4th March, and, further-
more, by sending a delegation and being
'prepared to go again on the 12th October
to do what no Canadian government has
been asked to do from 1866 to the present
time, that is, to talk over the trade mat-
ters and relations existing between this

He said at page
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important to bear in mind that they were
not to be limited in.their instructions, they
were to, if ‘possible, .obtain a treaty for
reciproeity mot .in natural products alone;
it was to be based-upon the old reciprocity
treaty of 1854 But so anxious was the
government of ‘that ;day to obtain better

trade relations*with the Wnited States, so
much did they believe that it would be in
the interests of the whole country that
this arrangement should be made, that they
placed no limitation upon the authority
which was to be given to the.commission

these matters without limitation .and’ per-

I haps there are some hon. gentlemen here

who can remember seeing in' the press of
‘that day some remarks that were made as
to what: was the difference ‘between, the
Liberal policy of that .time of s uprestricfed
reciprocity and the_pélicy of the: Conser-

fer of reciprocity to the United States. Sir
Charles Tupper's,. attention - was called to

go without limitation to negotiate a reci-
procity . treaty.. Bir Charles Tupper . said
that was an untestricted offer of recipro-
city, whereas, the Liberal party was in
favor of unrestvicted reciprocity, and  Sir
Charles said that he pitied the man who
could not understand . the difference be-
tween an' unrestricted offer of reciprocity
and an offer of unrestricted reciprocity. To
the ordinary mind there is not rhuch dif-
ference. B

parties the same in 18017

Mr. Pugsley—In 1891 the policy of the
Liberal party was broader, it was to in-
clude manufactured articles.

Mr. Meighen—Which was right?

Like Sir John’s Policy.

Mr. Pugsley—It is not necessary to say
which was right b the arrang t
which has been made today is absolutely
in accordance with the limited retiprocity
treaty of which® the Conservative party
was in favor. If my hon..friend will read
the speeches which Sir John Macdonald
mede in discussing this question, he will
tind thet Sir John, while stating that the
old . reciprocity ‘ tfeaty hiad been a great
penefit to Canada, while wtating that mno
argument need be presented to show that
and at the same time saying it was unfor-
tunately discontinued by the United States
government owing to a not unnatural. ir-
ritation against England, he said that he
felt it would be but little use to go to the
United States then and seek a reeiprocity
treaty. He also intim: that he would
be prepared to go.even yond reciprocity
in natural products and to give consider-
able reciprocity in manufactured articles,
for the purpose’ of obtaining reciprocal
trade arrangements so far as natural pro-
ducts were concerned.

I would quote from another hon. gentle-
man whose loyalty 1 think will not be im-
pugned in this house because, although
hon. gentlemen who are in the house to-
day, members of the Conservative party,
seem, so far as reciprocity is concerned,
to have departed from the views- of their
old and their great leaders of the past, ] et
I hatdly think they would ifipeach e
loyalty of the hon. gentleman from whom
1 am now going to quote. 1 refer to the
Honorable Sir Charles Tupper, who 'was
for so many years a prominent member 0!
this parliament, and who, for.such a long
period occupied such a prominent posi-
tion among the people of - Canada. I find
that Sir Charles Tupper, after the election
of 1891, on the 4th of August, as reportéd
at page 3346 of Hansard, said:. ;

“The. chief point now is, without - any
quibbling er cavilling, that thig govern:
ment has arranged for a conference wit
the United States government in - October
next, without any confession ‘such as, hon.
gentlemen .opposite insinuate, that we are
in' any sense more dependenf upon - the
eatisfactory .arrangements. then  are
the people of the Uni States them-
selves. We go there, relatively, in as
strong a position as they meet us; we go
there—"

Willing to negotiate a reciprocity treaty,
does he say? 'No, he says:

“We go there: anxious to see whether
_an arrangement, consistent with the inter-
est of both countries, can be .brought
about.” i j i

And yet today. honorable gentlemen say
that the man who is in favor of recipro-
city with the United States is doing some-
thing ‘which will imperil the position of
Canadaas a portion of the British Em-
pire, They say that the man who is will-
ing to improve the trade relations between
this country and the .great republic to
the south is doing what in fact is an act
of disloyalty to the empire because it will
tend to draw this country away from the
great empire to which we are proud to
belong, from that great federation of mna-
tions which all of us hope and which all
the .people of Canada believe and hope
will forever remain united and be for-
ever in the van of progress and develop-
ment and will last untib the end of time.
And yet, because this government has
simply done what Sir Charles Tupper tried
to do, what all the eminent statesmen of
the past upon both sides of politics tried
to do, honorable gentlemen insinuate that
they are willing to do something which
will weaken the ties that bind Canada
to the mother land.

I wish to quote something further, and
this perhaps will be of more interest than
the remarks which I have quoted, to the
people of my own province. i

"There was not only the order in cotin-
‘cil providing for the appointment of com-
missioners, but after the general election
in 1801, the speech from the throne at the
opening of parliament contained the fol-
lowing clause:

“My advisers, availing themselves of

ers, they were given authority to, deal'with’

vative party in making an unrestricted of|*

the fact that these commissieners were tof'

Mr, Blain—Was ' the ‘policy of the two|-

et | Nobody will chirges Copserva:
-Nobody will ¢ t cthese » Conserva:
m“tﬁ'g‘ were anyg%}‘g‘&n the men
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language of a supporter of the Liberal
party.” His speech will be found at p. 8
and following of “‘Hansard” 1891, and in
it he expressed pleasure as the represen-
tative of the city and county of St. John,
and ‘as a member ‘of ‘the- Conservative
party, at the announcement made by the
government thatthey were about to enter
into negotiations. for a Teciprocity treaty
with the United States. 'He went on to
speak of the business and social relations
existing betweefi .the people’ of. Canada
and of the neighboring republic; he ex-
pressed the opinion that it “would be
an advantage to. both countries if a reci-
procity treaty went into effect, and he
concluded by eaying that he. felt sure it
would be gratifying to the people of Can-
ada irrespective ;of party that steps were
about to be taken 'fo secure reciprocity.

who now lead the Comservative party; 1o
one will venture to suggest that these Con-
servatives were less mindful of the best
interests of Canada than those who now
lead the party; mo one will suggest that
they would negotiate for a reciprocity
treaty which they thought would have a
‘tendency to draw Canada away from her
allegiance to the mother .country.: But,
‘these  gentlemen opposite say to us: the
times have changed, and what might be
good for Canada in 1891 is mot good for
Canada today. Surely thai argument does
not apply to the contention that reci-
procity is apt to lead to dismembérment
of the empire; surely, if to increase our
trade -with the United States is likely to
weaken our:attachment to the mother
country today, it must have had the same
effect: 20 years ago. Nay, Sir, there was
greater danger of that 20 years ago be-
cause while Canada fad then entered upon
a stage of developmient,’ Canada was not
so prosperous as she is today, and her
people were not in such a position of self-
reliange. then. as they are now. 'Since
then, the population of Canada has in-
creased, her resources have been develop-
ed, her trade has ektended, and today our
people are far more powerful and, more
able than they then were to stand for
what they believe to be the true interests
of Capada and the empire. A few words
as to the benefit which I-believe will ac-
crue to the maritime provinces from this
arrangement. . We in the. lower provinces
dre very greatly interested in the lumber-
ing, the agricultural, and the fishing in-
dustries. We have a great many fertile
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valleys where vast quantities of hay are
produced, and to many farmers it would
be a great advantage to gell at least a
part of their hay product .where they can
find a good market. They have looked in|
the past to the United States but they‘l
have been met with a duty of $4.00 per|
ton on their hay, and there ‘will, be found |
on file, letters from producers of hay in|
New Brunswick and Quebec urging the!
Minister of Finance and the Minister of |
Customs then negotiating for this arrange-
ment to secure a reduction of at least two,
dollars per ‘ton in the duty on hay. It
was pointed out that many farmers in
these provinces would derive great benefit
from such a reduction. Well, instead of
. getting the duty reduced to $2 a ton the
Canadian representatives succeeded in|
getting hay admitted absolutely free of
duty to the American market. In the|
St. John river counties there is a very
| considerable production ef potatoes, and
| were the duty removed the farmers of
| these counties would find in the United
| States an excellent market for their pota-
It is a fact I believe that during

ly pnceyned. If honorable gentlemen will
look at the papers which are on file, they
will find letters from. Zentiemen largely
engaged in the lumbering business, in
which they urge thaf, in addition to.try-
ing to get the United States to take the
duty off lumber, they ‘should also try %o
induce them> to reduce the duty on shing-
les, which is now 50 cents a thousand,
down to 30 cents. . And these representa:
tives are mnot confined to lumber manu-
facturers of the province of New Brune:
wick, they also come from lumber manu-
facturers of the. province of Quebec and
the province of British"Columbia. They
report that the duty, -which was raised
by the Payne-Aldrich ‘tériff from 30 cents
a thousand to 50'cents,is very dearly pro-
hibitive. I call to miffd ‘& letter from &
large manufactlrer of' 'the-province of
British Columbia,’ Wiig stated that, as a
result of this change, qfitts a numiber: of
shingle mills in_that province were idle;
and 1 think repiesentations’ were made
from Nova Scotia as well as' from Que-
bec, that it would seriously cripple the
‘industry in that ‘sectiofi of Canada. There
is no duty on shingles. ¢oming into Can-
ada. I remember  that  my honorable
friend from_ the city of Vancouver (Mr.
Cowan) went down to the city of Freder-
icton to enlighten the people there. Ti;st
city hmppens to be' the centre of quite
a 'large. Jlumber manufacturing industry,
.and he pointed out in &ll-serioustess that
as a result of this réciprocity arrange:
ment cedar logs would be sent from New
Brunswick into the states of Maine, many-
factured into shingles 'and brought back
to New Brunswick, ihere they would
swamp the shingle market, My honorable
friend did not know that for many years
shingles had been admitted into Canada
frec of duty, and under this agreement
the only concession made, is made by the
United States, which is' reducing the daty
from 50 cents to 30 cemts a thousand.
Before the duty was raiséd to 50 cents the
shipment of shingles” to the United
States was a considerable factor in the
prosperity of that section of Canada; and
on the file there will be found a letter
from the honorable member for York (Mr.
Crocket), who, I believe, has been going
from platform to platform warning the
people of that loyal.county against agree-
ing to this arrangement, because it will
tend to sap the loyalty of the people of
Canada. That letter is’ addressed to the
honorable Mr. Fielding, and in it the
honorable member for York says that he
has received a communication from a very
large lumber manufacturing company
which does business in'his constituency,
and which carries on operations in some
three lumber mills, calling attention to
the increase which has ‘been made by the
United States in the duty on shingles from
30 cents to 30 cents a‘thousand, and ex-
pressing the hope that in any negotiations
for the reduction of thé tariff between the
two countries the Finance Minister will
succced in having the duty reduced.

Mr. Meighen—Expressing whose hope?

Mr. Pugsley—The hopé of the honorable
member for York. 7

Mr. Meighen—Read the letter.

Mr. Pugsley—If I had the file here; 1
would be glad to do it.

Mr. Blain—I understood ‘that the honor-
able member for York, in this house, de-
nied that statement.

\Mr. Pugsley—What did the
member for York say?

Mr. Meighen—He denied that he was
giving “expression to his own opinion. He
was simply communicating to the finance
minister a letter from one of his constitu-

,h/onorable

.| has been to sit

*] other.

 are free,

be good enough to point out where anyone
on this side of the house has eyer objected
to the United States reducing the duty on
wheat or shingles, or on any other com-
modity going into that country, or where
we have ever raised any objection to their
managing their own affairs in their own

Mr. Pugsley—It has been stated in this
house over and over again that it would
be a dangerous thing for us to encotirage
the United States government to take off
the duty on natural products, because it
would enable the United States manufac-
turers to draw from Canade its natx.zrnl
resources and take them into the United
States. and there manufacture the* goods

which ought to be manufactured in Can-|.

ada, forgetting of course, that the United
States could do that
arrangement if it wanted to: All that the
minister of finance and the minister of
customs have done by this arrangement
down quietly with repre-
sentatives of the United States government
and say: Let us talk oven\ what would be
to the mutual interest of (anada and the

| United States to dodn the way of - reduc-

tions of duty. They have made no agree-
ment' which binds the people of this cour
try for a single day after this arrangement
goes into _effect. They declare that this
country ‘shall’ be absolutely free to make
any changes in its tariff ‘on’ the items af-
fected by this arrangement at any time;
and when they express the hope that jit
will be found so advantageous to the peo-
ple of both countries that it will be con-
tinued -for a considerable time, they both
take pains to make it absolutely: clear that
they do not undertake to bind either the
congress of the United. States -on the one
hand or the parliament of Canada on the
Now, take the matter of Jumber.
Shall T say my eloquent friend—my inter-
esting friend? Because when the hon. gen-
tleman gets towards the rear part of the
chamber, where there are many empty
seats at times, and where he can move
back and forth and give full vent- to his
cloquence, he certainly does become  €x-
ceedingly eloguent. My hon. friend told
the people at Fredericton: Jumbermen’ who
knew yery well the nonsense he was talk-
ing—if he will pardon the word—he tqld
.these _people that under this reciprocity
arrangement /our lumber would be taken
into the United States, manufactured there,
and sent back into Canada to compete
here with the lumber manufacturers of
New Brunswick:. My hon. friend forgot
that for many years.sawn Jumber has been
admitted nto Canada free of duty.

Mr. Middleboro.—Before leaving that
point I would like to say I was present. and
heard the hon. member. for Vancouver
(Mr. Cowan) when dealing with the ques-
tion of shingles say that their tariff is only
reduced back to the old figures whereas

arrangemint. Shingles

free 5
and we are malk-

have been free for years,
ing reduction. \

- Mr. . Middleboro.—This is what we ob-
ject to. They Jold ~them. at 30 cents.
Whereas shingles coming into this country

Mr. Pugsley—That is becaiise we Dre-
fer it that.way. It has been so for several
years, and it has been admitted. in” the
interest of Canada that shingles should be
free. 1 presume it is because the shingle
interests in this country do not require any
protection as against the United States.
At all events I have never heard any sug-
gestion that there should be a duty placed
upon shingles, so far as Canada is cofi-
cerned. : :

Tor reasons which have appealed to the
government lumber has been free. There
bave . been suggestions made. at. different
times in regard to putting a duty upon ik,
But these suggestions have been very seri-
ously opposed by consumers in Canadé,
and more particularly by those who live
on the prairies, to whom cheap lumber is
a most desirable thing.’ Lumber is made
free under this arrangement, but the whole
concession is on the part of the United
States, and when you bear in mind the
fact that the lumbering industry is a very
important interest in the maritime prov-
inces, you will agree with me that this
is a very important concession, not only
for the maritime provinces, but for. all
sections of Canada. It is of great import-
ance to the province of Ontario—it is of
great importance to the Ottawa valley,
and it certainly is of great importance to
British Columbia, because manufacturers
of lumber in these provinces find a large
market in the United States for their pré-
ducts.- ‘If hon. gentlemen will look at the
blue-book, they will find the exports of
lumber and its products from Canada to
the United States for the year ending
March 31, 1909, amounted to $22,000,000.

An hon. member.—What were the im-
ports? :

Mr. Pugsley.—I do not know what the
imports were. At the moment I am only
‘dealing with the exports because this ar-
rangement will not affect the imports for
the simple reason that lumber comes into
Canada free today. .
bA:\ hon. member.—What kind of lum-

er?

Mr. Pugsley.—Sawn lumber. And sawn
lumber forfns a very important part of the
lumber exports.

An hon. member.—This treaty makes
absolutely no difference in lumber coming
into-Canada? .

A Great Difference.

Mr. Fielding.—None at all, but it makes
a great difference on Canadian lumber go-
ing into the United States.

Mr. Reid (Greenville).—Might I ask the
hon. Minister of Public Works if he would
allow me to read this letter of Mr.
Crocket’s:

“House of Commons,
Ottawa, March 11, 1910.

tomorrow without any |*

finance is about. to enter into negotiations
at’ Washington.- The - hon. member for
York receives this comm tion from one
of his iconstituents, . calling his attention
to the fact that the increase of duty has
made importation into the United States
prohibitive, and Mr. Crocket expresses the
hope that the honm. the finance minister
will bear this communication in mind dur-
ing the course of the negotiations. This
the hon. finance minister did. I have no

for York was absolutelyisincere when he
said that it would be in the interest of the
manufacturers of this country ‘that the
duty should be reduced, and, as a matter
of fact the duty was reduced from 50 cents
to 30 cents. . -

Mr. Reid (Granville)—You misrepresent-
ed him before. ; !
Mr. Pugsley.—I will not contradict my
hon. friend further than to say that his
‘memory does mot serve him correctly as
to what was- gaid. .
~ Mr. Gordon (Nipissing)—Might I ask a
question? I would like to ask the hon.
minister if in his opinion. the following
would be true reciprocity? | Supposing I, as
a manufacturer of shingles at the Canadian
Boo send a carload. of shingles over to the
American Soo, and 1 am met at the border
with. a.duty of 30 ¢ents per 1,000, aecording
to the new arrangement, or, a duty of 50
cents per .1,000 according o' the “old ar-
rangement, my competitors ffom the Am-
erican Soo wish to send a
shingles over to the Canadian Soo and
pays no duty—is that true reciprocity?

Mr. Pugsley.—There is nothing in the
arrangement which would prevent Canada
from making the duty just the same as in
the United States.

't§0me hon. members.—Why don’t you do
it?

Mr. Pugsley—Because it was never
thought to be in the interest of the people
of Canada to have a duty on khingles. So
far as I know, we have not had a duty on
shingles for years and years, if we ever
had. So it.is with regard to sawn lumber
—we have no duty on that article. The
United States had a duty of $1.25 a theu-
sand, and they have thrown off that duty
entirely; the concession is, wholly on the
part of the United.States, for Canada in
that respect makes no concession.

Mr. Goodeve.—I desire to ask the hom.
gentleman & question. The-United States
took off the duty of $3.25 on lumber and
made it free, because they have a surplus.
But we can supply them with shingles and
they put on a duty of 30 cents. Why do
they not make shingles free.

Mr. Pugsley—All that the shingle manw
facturers of British Columbia asked was
that the duty be reduced to cents, it
having been raised from 30 cents to 50
cents by the Payne-Aldrich tariff.

Mr, Cowan—I desire to correct the hon.
gentleman (Mr. Pugsley); 1 happen to
knaw that that is not correct. What the
shingle mill men want js an ezact eguality
of tariff. A :

Mr. Pugsley—I ¢an only say that I have
read the files showing the petitions from
the shingle manufacturers’ association in
British Columbia, and all they asked for
is that the duty shall be reduced from 50
cents under the. Payne-Aldrich tariff to 30
cents as it was previously, and that con-
cession was. obtained by the commissioners
on behalf of. Canada. The matter of re-
moving the duty on lumber is of great
importance to the people of New Bruns-
wiek, especially to the people of St. John.
We have had in force in the United States
for sixty years past what is known as the
Pike law. Under that law timber could
be cut in the forests of northern Maine by
American citizens, floated down the river
St. John to the city of St. John, manu-
factured there in American. mills by X
erican citizens and shipped .into the United:
States free of duty. I think I can safely
say that that has been of enormous bene-
fit .to the port of St. John, These mills
have given employment to many hundreds
of men. They have given employment, also
to many coasting vessels in taking the lum-
ber from the port of St. John to the ports
of the United States. Under the Payne-
Aldrich tariff that law was repealed and
on the fifth of next month that repeal
comes into effect.

Therefore, this privilege will be denied
%o the American citizeny who are living in
the city of St. John and are manufactur-
ing their lumber there. The result will be
that they will have to pay on lumber going
into the United States $1.25 a thousand. I
am told that, in view .0 "the_very large
stumpage they haye to pay to the land
owner in northern Maine and the Targe ex-
pense in floating: the logs down to the port
of St. John, this duty of $1.25 will be pro-
hibitive and in ‘all human probability these
mills will have to close. If, however, the
proposed arrangement comes into effect,

factured in Canada will go in-
to the United States free of duty and these
industries will be continued. So far as
that branch of the lumber business is con-
cerned, it is of very: great importance to
the people of the city of St. John. I think
the same remark applies to a lesser ex-
tent to the St. Croix river which is also,
affected by the Pike law. .

Vow, with regard to this question of
loyalty: I cannot understand how the loyal-
ty ‘of our people can in any way  be af-
fected by this arrangement except in the
effect it will have upon people who will be
benefitted by the reciprocal arrangement.
The lumber manufacturers are going to be
benefitted, Are they gomg to become Jess
loyal to the empife by reason of this? The
hon, ‘member for Nipissing (Mr. Gordon)
1 helieve, ships lumber to’ the United
States. Possibly he will fot deny that he
ships almost his entire output to that coun-
try. : i
Mr. Gordon—I do not. . . ; =

Mr. Pugsley—At any rate that is the
destination of & considerable part of his
output.  Under this reciprocal arrangement
he will be able to ship a larger quantity

doubt in the world that the hon. memberi

concerned. If hon. genklemen opposite
would  allow this question to come to &
vote instead of, by taking a possibly legi-
timate eom:se—-thongh I'do not think the
country will so regard it—preventing a_

ber forArgentepil woultl ‘vote agamst the *
reciprocal arr ment.. But if that ar-
rangement comes into feffect, I am told
it will mean $90,000 ajyear of a profit to
the company of whichihe is vice-president. -
That speaks: well for his patriotism, you
will say. Perhaps it does; perhaps the
hon. gentleman (Mr. Perley) may feel that
the arrangement will go into effect just
the same and his.company will get the bene-
fit of a reduction of duty, while he will be
able still to say that he was patriotic
enough to sink personal considerations ab
the dictates of his conscience and"that he
voted against the arrangement. i
Mr. Edwards—That is pretty small.
. Mr. Pugsley—I do not think so. Here
is a great Canadian manufacturing indus-
try the product of which’ goes largely to
the American market. If the result of this
arrangement is. going to be to add to the/
proﬁtl._s of that company this very large
sum of money, that is anjimportant argu-
ment as applying to other{like industries.
Mr,  Edwards—But the hon. gentleman'
(Mr. Pugsley) gives, the bon. member for
Argenteunil (Mr. Perley) credit, for being
ungelfish, but- before he, finishes ‘his sen-

Mr. Pugsley—~The: criticiem itself is ex-
ceedingly small but that is not to be won-
dered at considering the source from which
it comes. Now, Sir, having reference to
these large industries, having reference to
the pulp and mr dustries, having refer-
ence o the lumb manufacturing indus-
tries, while the result of this arri nt
would add largely to the profits of those
warions-businesses, I do not anticipate that

gf ‘the manufacturers: I anticipate that as
the ‘profits ;of the business increase, the
thousands of men who are-engaged in the
forests cutting .the lumber, who are en-
gaged in the streams bringing the logs down
‘to the mills, who are engaged:-in the mills
working aud toiling to convert the raw
ateria into- the - manufuctured produiet,
{[pr-ume_theywill-hm a portion of the
profits which will be derived as a result
of this arrangement. I assume that the
workingmen as well as the employers of
labor will receive benefit from the in-
creased profits which will come to the
business, and therefore to that extent,
thousands of the workingmen of this coun-f
try will benefit as a t of this arrange-
ment. e
Mr. Rhodes—When this arrangement
comes into effect, how will it affect’ the '
consumers of lumber in this country? g
Mr. Pugsley—So far as the province of -
New Brunswick is: eoncerned, and I believe
the same remark applies to other sections -
of Canada, there is .plenty of lumber for
the consumers of Canada, and plenty of
lumber to send abroad; and if the lumber
is properly taken care of, that will be the
case for generations to come. :
Mr. Rhodes—I was not concerned sbout
the quantity of lumber, I was concerne
wbout the price the consamer will have to

pay. :

Mr. Pugsley—Well, Mr. Speaker, I would
not object at all if the price of the natural
product should be increased. I would nof
object if the farmer got more for his pro-
duct, T would not object if the Tumber
manufacturer .got . more for . his - product,
provided he shared it with the laboring
man who, helps to make his profit. . For
myself, I would not care if I had to'pay
more for it. I think it will be to the bene-

m?h men are incressed, and if the labor
of the farmer, the fisherman; the miner
and the lumberman shall be hetter recom- .
pensed than it is today, I do not think '
that in this country, lJabor receives, or has
received, its fair proportion of the benefit
of the wonderful development and progress
which have taken place in Canada during
the last fifteen years. As a result of this
development we have seen many of: the
people grow in wealth from being comfort-
able to becoming millionaires. And while
the wages of the laboring men. havé in--
ereased, I do not think they have incredsed
to the proportion I would like to see them
increase. I trust that as a result of this
arrangement, and as a result of the in-
creased profits which will come to the: far-
mer, the lumberman and the.fisherman, '
the laboring men who are employed in
helping to make those profits will receive
their fair share of the increased benefit, as
1 think they ought to do. _
Now, a few words more, and I will not
detain the house further. My hon. friend
the leader of the opposition, when he*was
in the west, said I want it understood :that
I am unalterably opposed to this arrange-
ment, and I am opposed to it, I think he
said, principally because it will tend to
draw Canada away from her allegiance to
the British crown, and draw her gradually

with the United States. I think that, was
about what he said, judging from what I
saw in the newspapers. Now, my hon.
friend the prime minister said, That is
all nonsense. I think there should be an
adjective put before the word “nonsense.”
1t does seem to me difficult to understand
how men can put forward such an absurd
proposition as that—to say that because
the people of this country can.be given &
wider market, because they can be given
greater facilities for trade with the United
States, their loyalty will be weakened, that
they will be drawn away from the British
empire. ' I say that does seem to me a
proposition too absurd to consider serious-
ly. Why, Sir, if that were so, would Can-
ada not be less loyal today than she was
fifteen years ago? Fifteen years ago what
was -the trade between Canada and the
United States? It certainly was not over
$150,000,000 or $200,000,000, at the outside.

tence he abuses him:forfit." That is pretty
of | #mall tactics. ey

vote being taken, no dodbt the hon. mem- -
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these profits' will all go into the pockets |

fit of this country if the wages of the lab-

into commercial, if not political wnion _ |
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country and the United Btates, with a
view to their better and final settlement.
This statement which I make will be borne

opportunities which were presented in the‘ toes.
closing months of last year, caused thc‘the present generati
administration of the United States to be | been two occasions,

ents.

Poor Mr. Crocket.

What is it today? According to the trade

than at present. That is mot going to af-
and navigation returns for the, year which

fect his loyalty? I venture to say that if

on there have only

“Honorable W. 8. Fielding,
and then because of g

Minister of Finance,

out by the papers, and I cannot see . where
we have been inconstsient or where we
bave prejudiced the interests of Canada.”
And will hon. gentlemen mark these

. words:
“__or have done aught which any govern-
ment in favor of reciprocity ought not to

have done.” -

There is the declaration of the . hon.
member for North Toronto (Mr. Foster)
in 1891, after the general elections of that
year, showing that the -government of
which he was a prominent member. was in
favor of reciprocity with the United States.
| That course is entirely consistent with
} what the government had previously “done
! because we find that prior to the eléction
{.of 1891 and as early as December of 1880
! the government passed an order in council
'§n which it was provided that commission-
{ ers should go to ‘Washington.
were to be their instructions? They were
! to go to Washington with authority,’ with-
| out limitation, to mpke proposals towards
‘the agreement for a treaty based upon the
| ge@iprocity treaty of 1854 I ‘think it is

reminded of the willingness of the gov-
ernment of Canada to join in making ef-
forts for the extension and development
of the trade between the Republic and the
Dominion, as well as for the friendly ad-
justment of those matters of an interna-
tional character which remain unsettled. I
am pleased to say that these representa-
tions have resulted in an assurance that, in
October next, the government of the Unit-
ed States will be prepared to enter on a
conference to comsider the best means of
rriving at a practical solution of these
important questions. The papers relat-
ing to this subject will be laid before
you.” ’

The reply to'the speech from the throne
was moved by the then member for St.
John (Mr. Hazen) who is now the leader

of the Conservative government in New

And what | Brunswick, and Mr. Hazen then uged lan-| our farmers in the large cities of the New
| guage which—if we
{used by one of
| tives who have

did not know it was
these younger Conserva-
departed from the paths
by their leadgfs nof very many
“think~ was the

trodden
“vears ' An.—one W

{ crop failures in Canada, when the price
i of potatoes in the United States has not
| been higher than the price in New Bruns-
;wiokA We have very striking evidence of
{ that in the fact that across the border
| opposite the counties of Carleton and Vic-
| toria, in the county of Aroostook in|
‘Maine, farms are today worth on the
| average about twice as much as farms of
| equal fertility on the . New Brunswick
‘sid.ﬂ, A short time ago I made apecial in-
| quiry in the county of Victoria, and the
| statements in this respect made some
| weeks ago in this house by the honorable|
| mémber for Carleton were verified by
| statements made to me by a number of
| farmers. And so it is with other farm
products. Make farm products of every
kind Gbsolutely free of duty, and there|
will be a large and profitable market for

| England states, and this they say, would |
i add very greatly to the prosperity of our|
| farmers. |
’ " Then, there is another very important!
| interest iy which our neanla are deev.

Mr. Pugsley—I have read the letter, and
anyone reading it would take it as an
assurance from the hon, member for York
that in forwarding it he was entirely in
accord with the sentiments expressed there-
in. If the hon. member for York
thought that the entering into such an
arrangement with the United States would
tend to sap the loyalty of the people of
(Canada, it is a wonder that he did not say
to the minister of finance: “While I forward
this plea on behalf of one of my constitu-
ents, yet I warn you, Mr. Fielding, that
if you get the duty on shingles removed,
go that these lumbermen will be able to
send their shingles freely into the United
States, it may tend to make them disloyal
citizens; .it is a very dangerous thing, and
you ought to consider it most carefully|
before you get the United States govern-
ment to reduce the duty on shingles from
50 cents to 30 cents a thousand.” The
hon. member for York did-not do anythicg

Ottawa. ‘ o

Dear Mr. Fielding,—I have.a communi-
cation from .the Scott:Lumber.Company,
Ltd.,, who operate two or three mills in
my constituency, requesting ‘meto lay be-
fore you, in connection with the recent
negotiations between the Canadian and the
United States governments upon the tariff
matter, the representation that the recent
increase in Ametrican duty upon shingles
has seriously affected the business of Can-
adian mills, particularly in the maritime
provinces. They claim that the rate of 50
cents per thousand is unreasonable and al-
most_ prohibitive, and that in the interest
of this trade, our government should at
least .endeavor. to have it reduced to the
old basis of 30 cents a thousand.

T trust that if the question of revision
of the two tariffs is taken up, you will bear
this communication in mind. .

: “Yours truly,
“OSWALD 8. CROCKET.”
Mr. Pugsley.—What does that mean?

of the kind. ; |
MrS Hughes.—Will - the hon. minister|

What the hon. member for York (Mr,
Crocket) does is this—the hon. minister of

his lumber output -wesg increased tenfold
he would be as loyal a citizen of Canada
as ever and would fight for the old flag
and teach his children to love the empire
just as much as he does today. It is not
going to’ affect the Joyalty of the: people
simply because they ship more lumber to
the United States.

Mr. Bradbury—Will that make it cheaper
in Canada?

That Paper Concern.

Mr. Pugsley—Is that the argument that
influences my hon. friend (Mr. Bradbury) ?
Does he want to prevent the manufacturer
from getting into the best market possible
in order that he himself may buy what he
wants at a cheaper rate?

You will also find on file a letter from
the Riordan Paper Company, of which, T
believe, the hon. member for Argenteuil
(Mr. Perley) is vice-president. The general
manager of that company urged very
strongly, that there should be a reciprocal
arrangemett so far as and paper are

closed on the 31st of March last, our trade
with the United States amounted to the
enormous sum of $404,000,000.

‘An hon. member—Mostly imports.

The Greater Market.

Mr. Pugsley—What does that show? It
shows that our people are trading with the
United States to a vastly larger extent
than they - were fifteen years ago; 1
do mno. care ‘whether the trade is in im-
ports or exports. Our commercial rela-
tions with them are becoming more inti-
mate, because a larger number of people
are trading with the people of the Unit-
ed States than there were fifteen years
ago. Now are we less loyal today than
we were then? I think mot. I think
there never was a time in the history of
Canada when the people were more loyal
to the empire than theygare today, when
the young men of Canada were so ready
to sacrifice their blood in defence of the
old flag as they, are today. But an hon-

(Continued on- page 10, first column). !




