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compelled to take possibly in five or six
montbs from 110W because the price of our
crop is regulated by Vhe immense crop which
they may possibly have in the United States.

Now, as I stated a moment ago, 1 propose
to direct the attention of the House to the
wool question. I consider, Mr. Speaker,
that this is a very serious question. This
is a question which this government have
neglected with the resuit that tliey are re-
sponsible for 'having practically wiped out
of existence the wool and sheep industry
which means millions of dollars to this
Dominion. 1 am going to go fully into the
wool question because I know whereof 1
speak upon that subject. Even the late
]amented Sir John Macdonald did not grasp
the wool situation ns it should have been
grasped. The Americans, durinig bis terni
of governinent, imposed against our Canadian
wool going iLto the United States a duty
of 8 cents ai pound. I give the late *Sir
John Thompson, who was Prime Minister
of this country, credit for being the only
man in Canada who grasped the wool situa-
tion as It should have been grasped. He
said to the American government : if yen
do not remove that duty of 8 cents a pound
that you have imposed upon our Canadian
woel we will apply the samie duty of 8
cents a Pound to wool coming from the
United States. Wliat was the resuit ? The
resuit was that the United States duty was
wiped out and we diad between the United
States and Canada for a short time free
trade In wool. Woel is practically the only
one of our farm l)roducts In regard to
which we sheuld have free trade between
Canada and the United States.

Mr. CAL*DWELL. Would the hon, gen-
tleman tell me how tle smiall quantity of
woel that we shipped to the United States
conld have any effect upon the American im-
port tariff ?

Mr. CLEMENTS. -If the bon. gentleman
will listen to my argument upon this point
after I get through I shahl be very glad to
answer any question hie may desire to ask
me. We had free trade in weel between
the United States and Canada for a short
time. The result was that New York and
B~oston buyers came here and bought our
wool from our farmers at first hand and
our farmers were getting from 23 to 30
cents a pound for their wool. That was only
a short time ago. But, when the McICinley
BihI was pnssed it lmposed practlcally a
fifty per cent duty against ail our Canadian
products and why I say our goverament
are to blame ls because they had not back
bone enougli to stand up and say : We will
apply the samne duty to the products of the
United States. The McKinley BihI Imposed
on Canadian wool duties ranging from 10
te 35 cents a Pound according to the grade.
Neither Canada nor the United States can
expert their wool beicause wc know that
England is the raw wool market of the
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world and the resuit is that we manufacture
Our owa wool.

Mr. CAjLD.WELL. Does the hon. gentle-
man mean that ne Canadian weol is being
exported at present to the United States?

Mr. CLEMENTS. If the hon, gentleman
will come down to the front I will get his
question. I cannet hear hlm.

Mr. CALDWELL. The hon. gentlemani
says that Canadian wool is not being ex-
ported te the UJnited States now owing to
the duty. There is a duty of 12 cents a
Po>und on Canadian wool going Inte the
United States and there is wool being ex-
ported every day or every week te the
United States even with that 12 cents a
pound duty.

Mr. CLEMENTS. If the hon. gentleman
had listened to the return 1 read te this
Hlouse hie would have known that I gave
to the House the amount of wool that was
imported from the United States and the
amnount of wool that was exported. The hon.
gentleman says that there Is 12 cents a
pound duty on woel. I make the statement
that there is a duty of from 12 to 38 cents
a pound on wool going into the United
States and that there is practically no duty
at ail upon American wool coming into
Canada.

Mr. CALDWELL. The duty is based on
the grade of the wool.

Mr. CLEMENTS. I arn sorry to say,
while I do not want to be offensive at ail,
that the hon, gentleman must be very dense
or -lie would have been able to have got at
the question that I amn tryîng to put before
the House, and whicli I arn trying te state
as plainly and correctly as possible. Now,
as I stated before, tliree-fourths ef the
wool they produce in the Uinited States
is termed a olothing wool that is a wool
having a short libre. wlille three-fourths, of
the wooi we produce is termed a combing
wool, because, this being a colder climate,
we produce that grade ef wool liere. The
American manufa cturers want every soit-
tary pound of our Canadian woel ; they
must have every pound they can get. Why
did the United States goverament, know-
ing that the manufacturers wanted every
pound of that cembing wool they could get
from us, impose that duty of from 12 te
35 cents per ponnd on our woel ? Was It
to help the manufacturer ? No, it was to
protect the farmer and I have a statement
here showiag that the Michigan farmer,
not 45 miles away from the district in
which I live, has been getting from 35 te
39 cents a pound for the very same wool
that the ýCanadian farmer lias been selling
at from 12 te 15 cents a Pound. Our Cana-
dia farmer lias been compelled te seil bis
unwaslied wool in this country at 7 cents
a Pound and the resuit is that in my dis-
trict where there were 100 farmers fitteen
years age who were raising ail the way from
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