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These, if seems f0 me, are the main pria-
cipies of the trade agreement. 1 do not know
whetber the opposition believe in them or
not, but I think they wili bave f0 make up
their minds. They bave flot foid the house.
The main fcature of their attitude is one of
raf bar gloomily pradicting fbat fiîne alone
can teail. They do, however. say somiething
cise about flic trade agreement. They say
thaf if is an axcbange of a certain muarket
for an uncertain ona. They say that we arc
iosing a certain market in Great Britain and
acquiring in lieu thereof an uncertain mnarket
in the United Stateas. Neifbaer one off base state-
ments is correct. WVe are not iosing, in any
sense of tbe word, tbe Britisbi market, cither
partiy or wholiy; and ive arc not acquîiring
a market in the United States whicb undcr
the cirîrnstances is ]ik-eiy fa ha uncertain.
It is said tbaf if flîcre is a change of govern-
ment in the United St ates this agreement îîîay
be tarniinated and ive nîay find ouir produefs
once more exciuded fromt that country. One
of tbe suirc4, safeguiards ngainsf the cancel-
lafion of tue Canada-United States trade
agreement is flic cifference befwcen ftle leveis
of our- intermiediate and generai tarifis, wbicb.
is a veîy gîcat difference, and I aini sure tbat
no United States governiment ivili iightly
consider the canceliation of an agremenit
with Canada wbich wiii sîîbjecf thecir goods
once more fa tbe iîeavy disabilities of entr *
into this cauntry uîîder flic genr rai tariff. If
is flot reasonabie fliaf tbis wouid ho flie
case. If niay ha that if tiîair whoie trading
poiicy receives a iicw orientation at some
future dlai e. al] their frade agreenrients ili
be canceiiad; but 1 xvoîîd poinît ouf thaf if
thaf is flic case, and if aur trade agreemienît
continues vwiflî Great Britain as we havea
es cry reasan fa expeet that if i i, tbe caîi-
ceilatian cf flic trade agrcîannt as a whoie
ivili irîmai flic resfarafioîî of oîîr preferences
in the Britisli narkaet-wlîich iili be a furtiier
deferrent f0o the canceliatian of flie tracle
agreements. So iîaf I tiiîîk wa mav cxpect
a reasonalîle degrec of eertainty and sfability
f0 tue arraiîgeîiîenfs that have been niade
under this frade agreement.

Tue ncxf position taken bv flic opposition
is that, wletiîcr tbis agreement is good in
principie or nof, ive have paid f00 higli a
price for it. As tue lion. mambar for Yalc
(Mr. Stirling) said on Friday night, the ques-
tion becomes wiîoliv, one of price. What is
the price that w-a are said f0 have paid for
the agraement? It is said that wa have
lowered soîne of our dut jas f00 far, and un-
doiîhtediy thîit wiii ha argîiad hy a graf
many of the opposition speakers. On that
point I can only say that, for an agreement
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whicb extends f0 and affects so many
thousands of products imported into thîs
country, the volume of complaint whicb the
goverrnment lias received is very small indeed.
Some industries aie afraid that they will lose
more than they ivili gaini by the agreemient.
But that is flot true of more than a very feu-.
Canadian indusfry as a whoie is flot displeastcl
with, but is rather in favour of, this ag-ree-
ment, as is evident by the expressions of
opinion wlîîch une lias heard and read since
the agreement was nnnounced in November.
The interests of Canadian industries have
been carefully safeguarded, and for the most
part thcy are flot injuriously affect ed in the
snîailest degree.

The position taken seems to be that tarif f
concessions by Canada are necessariiy sac-
rifices by this country. That is flot the case.
Tariff concessions arc flot nccssarily sacrifices.
It does not foilow that because the other
country is lelped, this country is hurt. The
concessions mnay hcelp this country aven maie
than the country f0 which the concessions
aie made. 1 have in mind, for examiple, Indian
eorn. The duty is rcduced by this agreemient
froin lw'enty cents to fen cents a bushel oni
thc corni wbich is used tny persons fccding
stock on farmîs. But I do not tlîink theje
wouid be any opinion. certainly flot vî
nuicei, in this country that the reduction of
the farmer's costs fromn fwenfy cents f0 ten
cents a bushel on the corn hae buvs wouild be
an injury t0 tliis country; on the contrarvý
if would be a benefif.

The hon. member for Yale, speaking- on
Friday ni-lit, referred f0 fruits and -%egetables.
HIe said that tbis is the third blowv wbich this
governiment lias struck tbe fruit and vegefable
industry. I woîiid point out that the interests
of the fruit and vegefable growers have been
van' carefuiiy safeguarded in this agreement.
I have before me a list of the twentv-seven
fruits and ve.getabies which are affected by
the agemnand I have here also a list of
thieir 1ssîmied, invoice v alnes wben inîportzed-
I a111 confidenit that they are entirely fair, ani
they have been uised in this bouse hefore.
I have a computation of the protection thaf
will stili ba cxtended f0 these fruits and
vegetables during the scasons and in flic
region8 where the protection accorded by fixed
valuations applies, and I find that the average
of ad valorem equivaients is stili 65 per cent,
whiie a great many of the ad valorem
equivalents run f0 much higher figures, two of
themn going to over 100 per cent. These
reductions in the valuations wcre not lightly
agreed to. Everything was taken into account.
The tariff rate was reduced from 15 to 10
per cent, but that benefits the consumer in


