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so unfortunate ln the expression of thelr turns. Let me take the English returns
policy, to say the least, that they led the first. I find by the English returns that the
British people to believe they gave one exports of Great Britain to British North
thing when in fact they were giving an-i America for the nine months ending 30th
other and a very different thing. September, 1896, were of the value of $12,-

But what has been the effect of th's 800,000. For the same period of 1897 it was
course? Hon. gentlemen opposite have $11,765,543, or a decrease of 8 per cent in
béen shown to be all wrong ln their action; English trade so far as England's exports
duties collected have had to be repaid, with to this country are concerned, assuming
the attendant costs,; the scope of the clause that the Imports to Newfoundland were
was larger than they had Intended, and if equal in both periods.
one says in excuse: Well, when notice was The MINISTER OF TRADE AND COM-given by Great Britain that the treaties MERCE (Sir Richard Cartwright.I1didwould be denounced, it was found by the de- roE (hat Rychrd arigh(. Fosercision of the Law Officers of the Crown that catch what my hon. friend (Mr.rFoster>
until the denunciation became effective the s quoting.
most-favoured nations' goods had to be ad- Mr. FOSTER. The nine months ending
mitted under that clause. if any one as an 30th September.
apologist of the Ministry makes that argu- The MINISTER 0F TRADE AND COM.
ment now, I cite him the other fact. and MERCE. How are you making your com-
that is, that under that clause the Minis- .arison, for 1895 or 1896?9
ters themselves have opened up the benefits
of it to nations and countries which have Mr. FOSTER. 1896 and 1897 are the
no nost-favoured-nation treaties with us at two years.
all, and are entirely outside the pale. Hon. The MINISTER OF TRADE AND COM-
gentlemen opposite first denied that the 'MERCE. I thoiight you said 1895*?
effect of th elause would go furtier than Mr. FOSTER. There was a decrease ofEngland. They were wrong. They then Si per cent in English trade with us. Inderied that it would go further than Bel- cotton goods there was a decrease from
glgm and Holland at all events. They were $1.729.353 to $1,450,241 in linens fromwrong. They next denied that it would go $573,347 to $446,579; in laces silks and thatfurtier than the most-favoured treaty na- like, the reduction was from $33,823 in onetions. They were wrong. Japan and the case toi ,911, and in the other fro in$114Netherlands cme and demaided etntry for 936 to $77,9.I and ter gom de-
their goods under this clause, and they 93r to $77f,739. Iron and steel goods de-
were «ee(,rded entrance. To-hy, asM creased from $2309,000 to $l,669,900, and
Kendrick Murray states, there is not a greati apparel decrenaed from $1,395,642 to $1,-
country in the world whose commerce 152.314, and so on through the list that is
worth much, outside the inited States given. Now, I am free to admit that this
wbich is not having the advantage of the takes in bat five months of the actual work-
same clause ; and yet hon. gentlemen were mng of the preferential tariff, but at all
Jubilee heroes and took Jubilee honours events that is the state of things as de-
which largely came to them on the faith veloped by the Trade Returns from Great
they inculcated that Canada had In the BrItam.
Jubilee year made a magnificent and ex- How is it then wth reference to the im-
elusive gift to Great Britain out of good ports from the United States; because one
heart and good will alone. great glory of this new legislation wvas, that

What have been the results of this ac- it was to increase British trade with us and
tion ? It was stated thatit would make a to decrease United States trade with us;
great chainge in the commercial trend, and at least to change the relative proportions
that Great Britaln's trade with this coun- of the two. From the United States, dur-
try would increase under this preferential ing the eight months up to the 31st of
advantage of one-eighth first. and later of August of these two periods, the import of
two-eighths or one-fourth. Has it ? The corn in the last period increased to $2,267,901
facts have a righit to speak, the facts must as against $1,761,230 in the preceding
be heard ; and as the facts were against period. The imports from the United
hont gentlemen in those 'other particulars I Sta tes of manufactures of iron and build-
have mnentloned, the facts are eq ually ers' hardware, increased from $379,546
against them ln this respect. The truth Is worth to $389,015 worth, and so on through
that the imports from Great Britain a considerable list. I cannot avoid upon
to this country have suddenly fallen this point, calling the attention of my hon.
under the one-elghth advantage which friend the Minister of Trade and Commerce
those hon. gentlemen claimed they had to an argument that he once made ; seri-
given to Great Britain. We have, un- ously made I have no doubt. I want to
fortunately not received the last quarterly present it to hlm and to ask, If lie will
report of the MInister of Trade and Com- serIously make it again. I know his stub-
mer'e, which should have been due on lst born adhesion to a thing he has once said,
January, I think; and so there is noting to i even thoughi it be wrongly said, but I bave
go on in the way of public record but the|yet hope that in this case, the thing Ia so
first quarterly report and the English re- ipatent and so clear, that my hon. friend


