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PUCSLETS CONVINCING SPEECH ON RECIPROCITY; I

OPPOSITION ARGUMENTS SHATTERED BY FACTS |
fa

concerned. If hon. gentlemen opposite 
would allow this question to come to a 

instead of, by taking a possibly legi­
timate course—though I ‘do not think the 
country will so regard it—preventing a 
vote being taken, no doribt the hon. mem­
ber for Argentepil would vote against the 
reciprocal arrangement. But if that ar­
rangement comes into 'effect, I am told 
it will mean $90,000 a/.year of a profit to 
the company of which j he is vice-president.

finance is about to enter into negotiations 
at Washington. The hon. member for 
York receives this communication from one 
of his constituents, 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 hon. the finance minister 
will bear this communication in mind dur- 

Mr Pugsley-It has been stilted m this jng the course of the negotiations. This 
house over and over again that it would the hon. finance minister did. 1 ha That speaks well .for his patriotism, you
be a dangerous thing for us to encotirage doubt in the world that .the hon. memb« wU1 8ay perhnps it does; perhaps the 

United States government to take off for York was absolutely (sincere whe e bon gentieinan (Mr. Perley) may feel that 
the duty on natural products, because it said that it would be in the interest (he arrangement will go into effect just
would enable the United States manufac- manufacturers of this country that tne the 8anM and hi» company will getthebene- 
turera to draw from Canada ita nature duty should be reduced, nnd as a matter rednction of duty, whüe he will be
resources and take them into the United of fact the duty was reduced from 50 cents ^ ^ my ^ ’fae waa patriotic 
States and there manufacture the!1 goods to 30 cents. enough to sink personal considerations at
which ought to be manufactured in Can- Mr. Reid (GranviUe)—You misrepresent- thg dictateg of hi„ conscience and that he 
ada forgetting of course, that the United ed him before. . voted against the arrangement.
States could do that tomorrow without any Mr. Pugsley.—I will not contradict my Edward»—That is pretty small,
arrangement if it wanted to. All that the hon. friend further ^an to say that In. ^ pugaley_i do not think so. Her. 
minister of finance and the minister of memory does not serve him correctly as .g s great Canadian manufacturing indus- 
customs have done by this arrangement -to what was Bald;., ht r aik a try the product of which goes largely to 
has been to sit down quietly with repre- Mr. Gordon (Nipisraag) ifaght I alk a £ American I£ the re,ult of this
sentatives of the United State, government question? I would toe to ask tim bom arrg ent * in to to to add to the 
and say: Let us talk over What would he minister d m to profits of that comply this very large
to the mutual interest of Canada and the would be true reciprocity. .Supposing^ as , that is any important argu-
United States to do,in the way of reduc- a manufacturer of sh,ngl« at the Can«bto ment „ ^ to otherflike industries.

aaSMSMSsjE

««S tasrÆü-t. ■s&xxtcountry shallinbeitB,,btariffeôn the Hems af- rangement, m^ competitors from the Am- trace he abuses him for/it. That is pretty

3 ;X“1eL,3'rtr«.£.b. Jb. - Jg*

- °l Y* ^delaMe time they brth ar^ngemrat which would prevent Canada it cornea. Now, Sir having reference to

3SÎÏ iSferf *SZX themuS8Stotee.dUty jU6t the 8811,6 “ “ 2S3tf
they do notundertake totem* ^ ^ ^.^^^why don’t you do enee to the lumber^manufacturing mto-

congress of the United ©t* tries, while the result of this arrangement
ha»d °Vnw PtakèThe mattraof* lumber. Mr. Pugsley.-Because it was never would add largely to the profits of those 
Other Now take the ™ inter- thought to be in the interest of the people various-harnesses, I do not ratiapate that

*• ,“nd“ Because*when the ton. gen- of Canada to have a duty on Shingles. So these profits- will all go into the pockets
esting fnend to^use jn the far „ j know we have nothad a duty on of the manufacturers. I anticipate that as
tleman gete towards the rea v çmpty ghingleg for yearg and yea™, if we ever the profits-of the business increase, the 
chamber, d where he can move had. So it is with regard to sawn lumber thousands of men who are engaged m the
seats at times, full vent to his —we have no duty oh that article. The forests cutting , the lumber, who «re en-
haefc and f°*h“ainîy does become ex- United States had a duty of $1.25 a thou- gaged in the streams brmgingtbe logs down J 
eloquence, to wrtauUy a ^riend told 8and md they have thrown off that duty to the mills, who are engaged m the mills 
ceedingly etoquenti Jly ]mnbermen who entirely; the concession is wholly on the Working and todmg to convert the raw a 
the people he wae talk- part of % United States, for Canada in material into the manufactured prodtot,
knew very nardon the word—he told that respect makes no concession. I praiume they will shue a portion of the

u D.irtOl CV 1“g_,î hL1TUthat under this reciprocity Mr. Goodeve.-I desire to ask the ton. profits which will be derived as a remit
HON. WILLIAM PUGSLEY -. these.people that under ^genüemin g quegtion. The.United States of this arrangement. I assume that the

T.v , . , T„ hnnomHe centlemen will manufactured there, took off the duty of $1.25 on lumber and workingmen as well as the employers of
language of a supporter of the Liberal ly poncerned. 8 jnto the U ’canada to compete made it free, because they have a surplus, labor will receive benefit from the in-
nartv His soeech will he found at p. 8 look at the papers whichare on fife,.they and sent hack ™ ”ufacturers of But we can supply them with shingles and creased profits which will come to thq
p ty',, . P , 1891 and in wlU fifid letters Irom gentlemen large y here with the 1 friend forgot they put on a duty of 30 cents. Why do business, and therefore to that extent
and following 1891,rad m engaged jn the lumbering business, » New Brnusvack^ My tonjrmnd^ egos w ^ thousands of the workingmen of this conn- !
it he expressed pleasure a ctPj0hn which they urge that,, m addition to try that for many year® - d ty j|r pugsiey—AB that the shingle manu» try will benefit as a result of this arrange-
tative of the «tyandcounty ofSt-John, .ng ^ ^ th United Stâtes to take the atoitted into Craada^frre of duty ^ 3^'atoed was mint.
and “ a member of the Lon duty off lumber, they ktoifid also tiy to Mr Mldd!*?'°‘ ,av I waa pree«it and that the duty be reduced to * cents, it Mr. Rhodes-Wlen this arrangement
party, at t^.“"°'““^ta^tto enter induce them'to reduce the duty on sW pomt I *ouldfor Vancouver having been raised from 30 cents to 50 comes into effect, tow will it affect the , 
government that they were ab t les, which is novy 50 cents a thousand, heard the ton. mem _ ^ t b the payne-Aldrich tariff. consumers of lumber in this country?
into negotiations for a ««P1® y t0 down to 30 cents. And these represents- (Mr. Cowan) when dealing . onl « Cowan—I desire to correct the ton. Mr. Pugsley—So far as the province of

SiA .ïïtiÇZd sts .-ss- ssuk?“Vsjts sr* è±k s:

SS.à,“>44 «'£»« k> “ xà£- "m” w4a»",.î 4twSfSEï SX wssgssa--
imMæ W£Êmm eveh—sb mWSM \servatiyes were e ^ -1lA now bec, that it^ would. eçriousiy cr yp interests in this country do not require any wick especially to the people of St. John, duct, I would not object if the lumber

industry in that sert,to otCraada^ltor the United States. We have had in force in the UnitedStato. manufacturer got more tor hm product,

dtv”htonra9ghtonhîetto°centto™i toHc For reasons which have appealed to the gt. John to the city of St. John manu- fit of this eountry tf the wage, of tto lA- 
f ir^PPI .mhcr manufacturing industry, government lumber has been free. There factured there in American nulls by Am- onng men are increaed, aiui if the Uhra 
îod to nltotrf ouTto In Susness that have been euggeetions made at diffère# erican citisens and shipped into the United of the farm», the fisherman, the maer 

'S i this tociprocity arrange- times in regard to putting a duty upon it, statee free of duty. I think I can eafely and the lumberman shdl to better rwomr 
re"uît, ‘nuM he sent from New but these suggestions have been very sen- that that has been of enormous bene- pensed than it is today. I do not think 

Brnnswifvinto^the states of Maine, manu- ously opposed by consumers in Canada, fit to the port of St. John. These mills that m this coimtry, iabor rereives, «has 
Brunswick into the states ot ^ back and,more particularly by those who hve have pven employment to many hundreds received, its fair proportion of the benefit 
“‘-1 ’r” ewick where they would on the prafries, to whom cheap lumber is { mea. They have given employment, also of the wonderful development and propes* 

i mn eh, IhtoT market My honorable » most desirable thing. Lumber is made coasting vessels in taking the W which have taken place in Canada torn*
swamp the shingle market my^ free under this arrangement, hut the whole ber fro^ the port oj St. John to the ports the ast fifteen years. As a result o£ thm
shin” 1 been adtotted i™to Canada concession is on the part of the United ^ the United States. Under the P.yne- development we have seen many of tim
shingles had been d*“ dhig agreement States, and when you bear in mind the Aldrich tariff that law was repealed and people grow m wealt‘,^0“

d made by the fact that the lumbering industry is a very Qn the fifth of next month that repeal able to becoming millionaires. And white
important interest in the maritime prov- comeg into effect. t . , the wages of the labonng men. have m-
inces, you will agree with me that this Therefore, this privilege will to denied creased, I do not think they have increased 
is a very important concession, not only t the American citizens who are living in to the proportion I would like to see teem 
for the maritime provinces, but for all ^ city o£ gt. John and are manufactur- increase. I trust that as a result ot this 
sections of Canada. It is of great import- . their lumber there. The result wiU be arrangement, and as a result of the m- 
ance to the province of Ontario-it is of th win have to pay on lumber going creased profits which will come to the far- 
great importance to the Ottawa valley, . , the United States $156 a thousand. I mer, the lumberman and the fisherman, 
and it certainly is of great importance to t ld tbat jn view ofHhe.. very large the laboring men who are employed in 
British Columbia, because manufacturers they have to pay to the land helping to make those profits will receive
of lumber in these provinces find a large in northern Maine and the large ex- their fair share of the increased benefit, as
market in the United States for their pro- • floating the logs down to the.port I think they ought to do. ■
ducts. If ton. gentlemen will look at the [7 gt John this duty of $155 will be pro- Now, a few words more, and I wiH not
blue-book, they will find the exports of hihiti‘ and ;n all human probability these detain the house further. My ton. friend
lumber and its products from Canada to in have to close. If, however the the leader of the opposition, when he-was
the United States for the year ending Doged arrangement comes into effect, in the west, said I want it understood that
March 31, 1909, amounted to $22,000,000. P mber manufactured in Canada will go in- I am unalterably opposed to this arrrag^

An ton. member.—What were the im- . Tj-ited States free of duty and these ment, and I am opposed to it, I think he 
ports? -, industries will be continued. So far as said, principally because it will tend to

Mr. Pugsley.—I do not know what the branch of the lumber business is con- draw Canada away from her allegiance to
At the moment I am only 1 , .. ■ £ e„v, -reat importance to the British crown, and draw her gradually

ntrnle of the city of St. John. I think into commercial, if not political umon „•
the remarkC applies to a leeser ex- with the United State, I think that was
t . tue gt Croix river which is also about what he said, judging from what I 
wZtnd hv the'Pike law. saw in the newspapers. Now my hon.
ffxTnwd with regard to this question of friend the prime mimster said, That is 

lovaltv: I cannot understand how the loyal- all nonsense. I think there should be an 
nrr neoDle can in any way he af- adjective put before the word nonsense, 

fected by this Arrangement except in the It does seem to me difficult to understand 
effect it will have upon people who will he how men can put forward such an absurd 
benefitted by the reciprocal arrangement, proposition as that—to say that because 
Th“ lumber manufacturers are going to be the people of this country can be 8*v™ * 
honefitted Are they going to become less wider market, because they can be given 
tevrt to the tmpire by realon of this? The greater facilities for trade with the United 
hon member for Nipissing (Mr. Gordon) States, their lovtilty will to weakened, that

3rÆ-K & 3,5M S3 fSS.TS.'S.W
ships almost his entire output to that coun-

“k ISfeifSX as a «
to Am hA able to Ship a larger quantity $150,000,000 or $200,000,000 at the outodsu 
th.r it nresent. That is not going to af- What is it today? According to the trade 
feet his loyalty? I venture to say that if and navigation returns for the year w ic 1 
l - lumber output wexe increased tenfold closed on the 31st of March as , our 
he would be Xval T citizen of Canada with the United State. amounted to th. 
oa pvpr and would fight for the old flag enormous sum of $404,000.000.
“d trach his children to love the empire An hon. member-Mostly imports, 
just as much as he does today. It is not 
going to affect the loyalty of the people 
simply because they ship more lumber to 
the United States.

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

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-

where

jg In the house of commons on July 24 important to bear in mind that they were j 
-when the question of the trade agreement not to to limited in.their instructions, t e> jj 
i was under* discussion an important and were to, if poeeible, obtain a treaty for j
convincing speech was made by Hon. WÜ- reciprocity not in natural products alone, I

j Ham Pugsley. minister of public works. He it was to be based upon the old reciprocity I
•is reported in Hansard as follows: treaty of .1884. But so anxious was the I,
; Mr. Pugsley—I have not spoken at all government of that day to obtain better j
-during the discussion of this question, trade relations with the United States, so 
therefore I may to permitted to make a much did they believe that it would be in I
few remarks in answer to some of the oh- the interests of the whole country that I
servations of my ton. friend who has just thig arrangement should be made, that they |
taken his seat (Mr. Goodeve), and also to placed no limitation upon the authority I
refer to the quotations which my hon. whjch was to be given to the. commission- 
friend from Westmorland (Mr. Emmereon) erg^ tkey were given authority to. deal with’ 
has made as to the attitude of the leaders these matters without limitation and per- 
of the Conservative party in the past. I hap8 there are some ton. gentlemen here j
understand my hon. friend from Kootenay wko can remember seeing in the frees of 
(Mr. Goodeve) to admit that it was true tkat day 80me remarks that were made as 
that the Conservative party was at one to wha"t Was the difference between the 
.time in favor of reciprocity, but that was Liberal policy of that .time of unrestricted 
! before the promulgation of the National recjprocity and the policy of the- Cdnser- , * 
l Polio* of 1879. Did I understand my hon. vative party ln making an unrestricted of- . 
-friend correctly? £er 0f reciprocity to the United States. Sir
I Mr. Goodeve—Yes. • Charles TupRer's . attention was called to
f Mr. Pugsley—Then my ton. friend must tbe £act that theee commissioners were to ■
'have forgotten that upon the very last oc- go without limitation to negotiate a reci- 
,casjon when the Conservative party sue- procjty treaty. Sir Charles Tupper said 
cesafully appealed to the country they de- tkat was an unrestricted offer of recipro- 

: dared themselves unequivocally in favbr of c;ty> whereas, the liberal party was in 
reciprocity with the United States. That £avor o£ unrestricted reciprocity, and Sir 

.was twelve, years after the National Policy Charles said that he pitied the man who 
had been,put into force. Now, my ton. cou]d n0( understand the difference he- 

- friend from Westmorland quoted from an £ween an' unrestricted offer of reciprocity 
! election card which was issued by Sir John and ^ 0ger o£ unrestricted reciprocity. To 
Thompson in February, 1*91, when he was £be ordjnary. mind there is not much dif- 

! appealing to the electors of the couilty of fereuce.
I Antigonish, in the province of Nova Scotia. hfr. Blain—Was the policy of the two 
Sir John Thompson was not an ordinary par(;88 the same in 1891?
.member of the house, he was minister of pugsley—In 1891 the policy
! justice in the government led by Sir John Liberal party was broader, it was to in- 
A. Macdonald, and he was recognized as c]ude manufactured articles, 
the second in command next to the great Mr Meighen—Which was right? 
Conservative leader. Sir John Thompson 
was s man in whose judgment the people 
of Canada had very great confidence. He 
had occupied a position on the bench of 
the supreme court of Nova Scotia, and was 
recognized, as one of the ablest lawyers in 
Canada. After the death of Sip John A.
Macdonald, he was called upon to assume 
the leadership of the Conservative party, 
which he did with credit to the party and 
with credit 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 
reciprocity the only ' question upon, which 
he appealed to the people of Nova Scotia, 
lit is the only great «refect 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 

1 government at W ashingeon for the purpose 
'of bringing about a treaty of reciprocity 
which he believes would be of advantage 
'to the people of both countries. Now, 
sorely the ton. member for Kootenay must 
'have forgotten this fart when he says that 
the Conservative party was never in favor 
'of reciprocity subsequent to the adoption 
of the National Policy. He has forgotten 

! the election of 1891, when the government 
went to the country upon the policy of reel- 
pregty. My hon. friend has called atten­
tion" to a portion of the language of the 

i ton. member for North Toronto (Mr. Fos­
ter), which will to found on page 60 and 

'following of Hansard, and in which that 
Xhra.. gentlemen ttoer«**«nber *= Con-
..screative government, stated that this gov­

ernment had done everything possible to 
extend Interprovincial trade. He referred to 
the fart that the Canadian Pacific Railway 
had bee» carried out by the Conservative 
party, and it had then been comp eted 
some six years because it was completed 

i from the Atlantic th the Pacific in 1885.
He referred, to the enormous development 

! which had taken place in this country, and 
said that notwithstanding the development 
of internal trade, notwithstanding the won­
derful strides Canada had made as a re- 
eult of the construction of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway and the inauguration of 
the National Policy, yet the government 
had 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 

i'tfce 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 writh Secretary Blaine and the 
president of the United States, to bung 
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 circuit" itances might show to to to 
the mutual advantage of the two countries.

Surely in the face of this evidence it can­
not to 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 tlieir 
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
land (Mr. Emmerson). He said at page

vote

modity going into that country, or 
we have ever raised any objection to their 
managing their own affairs in their own

wa?y

the i
I

;
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of the

jLike Sir John’s Policy.
Mr. Pugsley—It is not necessary to say 

which was right because the arrangement 
which has been made today is absolutely 
in accordance with the limited reciprocity 
treaty of which1 the Conservative party 
was in favor. If my hon. friend will read 
the speeches which Sir John Macdonald 
made in discussing this question, he will 
rind that Sir John, while stating that the 
old reciprocity treaty Had been a great 
Denefit to Canada, while stating that no 
argument need to 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 

î United States then and seek a reciprocity 
, treaty. He also intimated that he would 
Î he prepared to go even beyond reciprocity 

in natural products and to give consider­
able reciprocity in manufactured articles, 

of obtaining reciprocal

-i

I

for the purpose 
trade arrangements so far as natural pro­
ducts were concerned.

I would quote from another hon. gentle­
man whose loyalty I think will not be im­
pugned in this house because, although
ton. gentlemen who A" the..hoU®!r^" 
day, members of the Conservative party, 
seem, so far as reciprocity is co°ce™ed>

i

HÜB
this parliament, and who, for euch a long 
period occupied such a promment por­
tion among the people of Canada. I and

quibbling or cavffling, that this govern 
ment has arranged for a conference with 
the United States government to Oçtotor 
next, without any confession such as. ton. 

: _____ineinnntp that we are

interests of Canada than those who now 
lead the party; no one 
they would negotiate for 
treaty which they thought 
tendency to draw Canada away
allegiance to -—--------- ....
these gentlemen opposite say to us: tne 
times have changed, and what might oe 
good for .Canada in 1891 is not good for 
Canada todpy. Surely that argument does 
not apply to the contention that reci­
procity is apt to lead to dismemberment 
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- 

while Canada ÿad then entered upon 
a stage of development, Canada was not 
so prosperous 
people
reliance then. as they are now. 

to brought then, the population of Canada J'as in­
creased, her resources ’ 1 *
ed, her trade has extended, and today 

who is in favor of recipro- people are far more pow 
some- able than they then

what they believe to be the true interests 
of Canada and the empire. A few words 

the benefit which I believe will ac- 
„„ the maritime provinces from this 

arrangement. We in the. lower provinces 
are very greatly interested m the lumber­
ing, the agricultural, and the fishing in­
dustries. We have a great many fertile 
valleys where vast quantities of hay are 
produced, and to many farmers it would 
be a great advantage to sell at least a 
part of their hay product .where they 
find a good market. They have looked m 
the past to the United States but the> 
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 bay in 
New Brunswick and Quebec urging the 
Minister of Finance and the Minister of 
Customs then negotiating for thU arrange- 
ment to secure a 
dollars per
was pointed out that many----- -
these provinces would 
from such a 
getting
Canadian representatives 
getting hay 
duty to
St. John river counties there is a very 
considerable production of potatoes, and 

the duty removed the farmers ot 
counties would find in the United

will suggest that 
a reciprocity 

would have a
______ from her

the mother country.' But,

I

as a 
ment

tiemen opposite insinuate, that we 
in' any sense more 
satisfactory 
the people

dependent upon the 
arrangements than are weaken our 

of the United States them-
rerver We go there, relatively, in as
strong a position as they meet us, we go
^Willing to negotiate a reciprocity treaty, 
does he say? No, he says:

“We go there anxious to see 
an arrangement, consistent with the inter­
est of both countries, can
at>And yet today honorable gentlemen

that the man . .
city with the United States is doing
thing which will imperil the position of
Canada as 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 art 
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 na­
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 untit the end of time.
And yet, because this government has ton on 
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.

There was not only the order to coun­
cil providing for the appointment of com­
missioners, but after the general election 
in 1891, the speech from the throne at the 
opening of parliament contained the fol- were

‘ ’"“MV Advisers, availing themselves of States an excellent /“Ahat'during
opportunities which were presented in the toes. It is a fac‘ I. ^elUV® haVe onlv 
closing months of last year, caused the the present generation there have only 
administration of the United States to he j been two occasions and because ot
reminded of the willingness of the gov-1 crop failures * CWda ^enthe price 
ernment of Canada to join in making ef- j of potatoes in the United States lias no 
forts for the extension and development l been higher than the price in 
of the trade between the Republic and the wick. We have very striking ev.dence o 
Dominion as well a. for tto friendly ad- that in the fact that across the border 
iustment of those matters of an interna- opposite the counties of Carleton and 
tionaTcharacter which remain unsettled. I toria, in the county of Aroostook in 

nleased to say that these représente- Maine, farms are today worth on the 
tions have resulted in an assurance that, in average about twice as much as 
October'next, the government of the Unit- equal fertility on the New Brunswick 
ed States'will be prepared to enter on a side. A short time ago I made special ,n- 
confcrence to consider the best means of qniry in the county of Victoria and the 
arriving at a practical solution of these statements in this respect mad 
important questions. The papers relat- weeks ago in this house by the honoiaUe 
n, to this subject will be laid before member for Carleton were verified by 

ing to tills suoj statements made to me by a number of
i °The renlv to the speech from the throne farmers. And so it is with other farm 
wes moved by the then member for St. products. Make farm products of every 
Tnhn (Mr Hazen) who is now the leader kind Absolutely free of duty, and there 
of the ConseAative ^vernment in New will be a large and profitable market for 
Brunswick and Mr. Hazen then used lan- our farmers in the large cities of the New 
guAge'which—if wc did not know it was England states and this they say, would 
usedT by one of these younger Conserva- add very greatly to the prosperity of our 
tives who have departed from the paths farmers. ...
trodden bv their leader's not very many Then, there is another very important 
years ' ago"—one wirirtn thtokrv was the interest i* which our nennl» ar. deem

gen

free of duty,
the only concession made, is 
United States, which is' reducing the duty 
from 50 cents to 30 cents a thousand. 
Before the duty was raised 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 he found a letter 
from the honorable member for York (Mr. 
Crocket), who, I believe, has been going 
from platform to platform warning tne 
people of that loyal.cçnlnty against agree­
ing to this arrangement, because it will 
tend to sap the loyalty of the Pe°Ple “ 
Canada. That letter is' addressed to the 
honorable Mr. Fielding, and m H the 
honorable member for York says that h 
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 50 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 
succeed in having the duty reduced.

Mr. Meighen-Expressing whose hope.
Mr. Pugsley—The tope of the honorable 

member for York. f
Mr. Meighen—Read the letter.
Mr. Pugsley—If I had the file here** 1 

would be glad to do it.
Mr. Blain—I understood thfct the honor­

able member for York, in this house, de­
nied that statement.

<Mr. Pugsley—What did 
member for York eay?

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

cause , Canada was not 
_ as "she is today, and her 
qot in such a position of eelf- 
„ tVi/sv nrp now. ‘ Since

whether were

have been develop-
, --------our
erful ànd more 

to stand for

say

were

as to 
crue to

imports were, 
dealing with tbe exports because this ar­
rangement will not affect the imports for 
the simple reason that lumber comes into 
Canada free today. ....

An hon. member.—What kind of lum­
ber?

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

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

can

___ reduction of at least two.
‘ton in the duty on hav. It 

farmers in
00: A Great Difference.“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 be 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 relation* existing between this 
country and the United States, with a 
view to their better and final settlement. 
This statement which I mike will be borne 
out by the papers, and I cannot see where 
we have been inconsistent or where we 
have prejudiced the interests of Canada.”

And will hon. gentlemen mark theee 
words:

... „ reduction. Well, instead of 
the duty reduced to $2 a ton thq

________ succeeded m
admitted absolutely free of 

the American market. In the

Mr. Fielding.—None at all, but it makes 
Canadian lumber go-a great difference on 

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:

the honorable

was

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

“Honorable W. S. Fielding,
Minister of Finance,

. Ottawa-
Dear Mr. Fielding,—I have a communi­

cation from the Scott .Lumber Company,
Ltd., who operate two or three mills in 
my (ohstitiieriey, requesting merto lay be- 

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 American duty upon shingles 
has seriously affected the business of Can­
adian mills, particularly in the maritime
provinces. They claim that *ke rate of 50 p l I, that the argument that

HFEBEEm
1 trust that if the question of revision wants at a cheaper rate.

âSasiïM—“Y'otirs truly, believe, the hon. member for Argenteuil
“OSWALD S. CROCKET.” (Mr. Perley) is vice-president. The genera 

Mr Pugsley.—What does that mean? manager of that company urged very 
What the' hon. membra for York (Mr strongly ttot there should to a "ciprocd 

ton. minister Crocket) does is this-the tori, minister of arrangement so far as jwto and paper are

Poor Mr. CrocKct
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, 
so "that these lumbermen will he 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 veu 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 anything 
of the kind.

Mr. Hughes.—Will the

The Greater Market.
fore

Mr. Pugsley—What does that show? It 
shows that our people are trading with the i 
United States to a vastly larger extent | 
than they were fifteen years ago; I 5 
do not 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 

Now are we less loyal today than 
then? I think not. I think 

was a time in the history of

have done aught which any govern­
ment in favor of reciprocity ought not to 
have done.”

There is the declaration ot the non. 
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 

i what the government had previously done 
because we find that prior to the election 

1891 and as early as December of 1890 
the government passed an order in council 
in which it was provided that commission- 

I ers should go to Washington. And what 
! were to be their instructions? They were 
1 to go to Washington with authority, with­
out limitation, to mjtke proposals towards 
Abe agreement for a treaty based upon the 

i gecLorocity treaty of 1854. I think it is

That Paper Concern. :

1
ago
we were 
there never 
Canada when the people were more loyal 
to the empire than they^re 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).
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