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UNANSWERABLE ARGUMENTS ADVANCED

(Continued)
WILL INCREASE TWENTY FOLD.

Mr. Carvell—We can raise in the
‘Anpnapolis valley strawderries, rasp-
berries, currants and small fruits to
twenty times the extent we gre rais-
ing them today if we had the Umted
States market, and the same is true
of the St. John valley. About a fort-
night ago a very prominent Conser-
vative lawyer in the city of St. John
perhaps one of the most prominent in
the province and who is intérested in
the steamboat business on the River
St. John told me in Ottawg that if
this arrgngement went into effect,
from the constituency of Queens and
Sunbury glome /n three years there
would be a special line of steamers
running on the St. John river direct
to Boston in the summer time in or-
der to carry this fruit, and this man
knows what he is speaking about. He
has been for years interested in
syeamboating on the St. John river,
and <during the last three or four
years they have been Sending these
small fruits to some extent by these
steamers which tranship them to the
International Steamship line at St.
John for Boston, and I give his
statement for what I know it is
worth and the honu. members from
York and St. John know the gentle-
man to whom I refer. What is true
of Kings and Sunbury is true of York
the county of St. John, and every
other county on the western side of
the province of New Brunswick as
well as many constituencies in Nova
Scotia; and where we produce today
one dollar’s worth of fruit we shall
produce in a few years ten, fifteey or
twenty dollars worth. That is what
it means to the people of the mari-
time provinces.

WILL INCREASE OUTPUT.

Now, I want very briefly to discuss
this matter along the general line
which the debate has taken. Our hop
friends opposite would try to make
the country believe, and try to con-
vince themselves—for 1 think they
are hollering to keep their own cou-
rage up—that this is a great big
measure of free trade. Well, Sir, it
is not half so big as I personally
would like to see it. We are told
that the Liberal party when they
came into power borrowed protection
fromy the Conservatives; but remem-
ber that we oame into power pledged
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IN FAVOR OF RECIPROCITY AGREEMENT" |

they knew that if they accepted that
proposition they would be flying in
the face of the manufacturers, and
that is one thing none of them will
dare to do, from the leader down to
the hon. member for York.

Mr. Crocket.—Would you suggest
that the government should do it
now?

TORIES ADMIT PROSPERITY.

Mr. Carvell—I do most assuredly,
and I believe I am voicing the sen-
timent of a great number of the mem-
bers on this side of the House, and
I know that I am voicing the senti-
ment of g majority of the electors of
this country. We have been told in
this debate to let well enough alone.
We have been told that this country
has progressed for thirteen years
past as it has never done before- We
have been telling hon. gentlemen op-
Dosite that all alonmg, but they would
not admit it. Now they say this
country has mever bezn so prosperous
as it is today. The hon. member for
Welland, the hon. member for Bran-
hon and the hon. member for North
Toronto. have all said that it is
prosperous because we have had a
protective tariffi, and they say that
the tariffi that we have had since
1896 is practically the same as the
tariff we had from 1879 down to 1896.
If the tarifi which we have had from
1896 down to the present time has
made this country prosperous, I ask
why it did not make the country
prosperous before 1896 if it was the
same tarifi? I tell you it is not the
tariff that has made Canada prosper-
ous. It is the tariffi that has kept
Canada from being as prosperous as
it milght otherwise have been. I can
tell you what has made Canada pros-
perous. When the Liberal party
came into power in 1896, the hon.
member for Brandon introduced an
immigration policy which will stand
to his credit even if he should pass
over to the opposition side of the
House, and under that policy we
brought immigrants into the coun-
try, at first to the number of over
50,600 yearly, and latterly in still
langer numbers. The result is that

to obtain reciprocity from the Unit-
ed States, if we could get it on fair
terms, just as the Conservative par-
ty were pledged to obtain reciproci-
ty, and would have been glad to
have it down to 1896.
putation to Washington to endeavor
to get reciprocity, and we would
have been delighted to have got the
arrangement which we have today.
We could not get it. I presume we
could have obtained reciprocity if we
had conceded a large enough list of
manufactured articles on our side, but
we would not do it. Our delegation
returned home, and we introduced
the British preference. Our hon.
friends opposite may say that we
introduced it in order to cater to the
feeling prevailing at that time that
we should do somrathing to help out
the British people and to prove our
loyalty. I do not believe that was
the object at all. I believe the Bri-
tisn preference was meant by the
government who introduced it, and
I am sure it was accepted by the
Liberal party and by the country
generally, as intended to ameliorate
to some extent the sufferings of the
consumers and producers of Canada
from the National Policy under
which we had been suffering so long.
The government first reduced by one-
fourth the duties levied on articles
from Great Britain, and a year or
two afterwards they increased the
preference to 33 1-3 per cent., so that
now we only pay on articles coming
from Great Britain only two.thirds
of the duty that we pay on articles
coming from the United States or
from any other part of the world.
Is that not a benefit to the consum-
ers of Canada? That was the object,
as I understood it, of introducingi the '
British preference, and that was the
reason my hon. friends opposite op-
posed it. There are members sitting
in this Chamber tonight who have
opposed the British preference from
the day it was'born down to the
present tinwe, and who would oppose
tonight as strongly as before any
proposal to increase it—why? Not
because it helps the farmers, the lum-
bermen, the fishermen and the con-
suming mysses of the Canadian peo-
ple, but because they are afraid that
it will interfere with the dividends
of their friends the manufgocturers.
But I can assure the government that
there is no way in which they can
more ingratiate themselves with the
people of Canada or do more good
to the people of Canada than to
bring down before this parliament
adjourns @ measure increasing the
‘British preference to at least 40 per
cent. Why did not my hon. friends
. opposite cheer the hon. member for
Welland this afternoon when he said |
that he wanted reciprocity within
the empire? They were as dumb as

We sent a de- |

content to pay the same duties
we have been paying in the past on
everything we are

it amounts to.

we have in the Northwest today a
population which is using the mranu-
factured articles of Ontario,and it is
their consumption of these articles
that is making Ontario prosperout.
We in the Maritime Provinces cannot
'send our products to the Northwest
| or to Ontario becauses traosportation
[is against us. We have sent practi-
cally nothing to Ontario but a little
coal, and in the last few years a few
potatoes.

Mr. Sproule—You have becn send-
ing fish for the last forty years.

Mr. Carvell-Not to any great ex-
tent. I wich we were sending ten
times as rwich as we are. We are
not sending to Ontario anything like
the quantity we are sending to the
United States in the face of an al-
miost prohibitive duty.

Mr. Crocket—Is the hon. gentleman
aware that two factories in Frader-
icton are selling goods in British
Columbia?

PRAISE FOR MARITIME PROV-
INCES.

Mr. Carvell—Yes, I am, and I am
aware that they sold boots to British
Columiia before the National Policy
was ever thought of. We have not in
the Maritime Provinces reaped the
benefit of this increased population
from a manufacturing point of view,
though we have as good artisans as
they have in Ontario, the same pro-

tective policy, as good brains, the
bower and everything necessary to
make a successful manufacturing

country. We have failed, while Onta-
rio has succeeded—why? Because On-
tario has a great consuming popula-
tion at its doors, and we have not.
That is what has made Canada pros-
Derous in the last ten or filteen years
and not the tariff policy which this
government has continued from its
predecessors.

I would like to take 5 few moments
to anmalyse this agreement in its re-
sults. My hon. friend froms Welling-
ton (Mr. Guthrie) did that admirap-
ly, much better than I can hope to
do it. but I ‘want to analyze it to
somsz extent, in a rather different
way, for the benefit of my friends
from the Maritime Provinces. Our
hon. friends opposite complained
that we have abandoned the British
preference, that we hgve thrown over
the mother country, that we are
leading this country into annexation
that we are disloyal, that we are
everything but good Canadians and
British subjects. And why? Because,
forsootli. we are asking for the right
to sell our ngtural products in the
best markets we can find, and are
as

manufacturing.
Analyse that agraement and see what
I have taken a left

oysters when he said that, because

from the book of the hon. member

for North Toronto (Mr. Foster) and
rounted the number of items in the
different schedules. On the free list
there are 70 items, and of those there
are 40 which we do not bring from
Great Britain at all. Of the other 30
there are g number of which we im-
port from Britain less than $10,000
worth, and of the whole 70 there are
only two of which we import more
than $100,000 per year from Britain.
Those two are salt and grapes. 1
find, also, that the total imports
irom Great Britain of the articles on
that free list last year only amount-
sd to $4,190,000. If you deduct from
that amount sheets of rolled steel,of
which our imports amounted to
$3,490,000, you have got the beggar-
'ly sum of $699,000 imported from
Great Britain out of the hundreds of
millions of our total imports from
that country. Out of those hundreds
of millions only the beggarly sum of
$699,000 was the amount which we
imported from the mother country
of those articles on the free list,leav-
ing out the item of steel. Yet we are
told that this thing is not only in-
juring, but ruining the British pre-
ference. Then, I counted the number
1of items on which the duty will be
'higher under the British preference
jthan under the proposed agreement,
and I find that these are only three,
(and that the imports of these three

MR. F. B. CARVELL, M. P.

many instances they are twenty years
behind the times. Their factories are
not properly organized, they are not
pursuing business methods, they are

few of them.

duty down, give

Mr. Carvell—That there are only a

Mr, Barker—Ask the farmers.

Mr. Carvell—They will say: Cut the
us the machinery
cheaper.

Mr. Henderson—Why not put it in
the treaty?

SAVED THE MANUFACTURERS

Mr. Carvell—That is the trouble.
My friend the Minister of Finance was
too good to the manufacturers, he
saved them and look at the thanks
he is getting for it. Another illus-
tration. No industry in Canada has
made the strides, has given u the
results and has made as much money
as the manufacturers of agricultural
implements. Our agricultural imple-
ment manufactories should be a mat-
ter of pride to every Canadian. Mas-
sey-Harris and Frost & Wood, are
two of the finest examples of energy,
honesty and upright dealings in the
history of Canada. They have de-
veloped and developed and made
money. Under what? A 20 per cent.
duty, 22} per cent. I think until 1907,
then reduced to 173 per cent. and
now proposed to be reduced to 151.
If you want any evidence of what the
farm machinery manufacturers have
done, I find that in the last fiscal
year these people exported from Can-
ada farm machinery, mowing ma-

I give credit for being perfectly frank,
says: You have attacked the out-
works of protection and before long
the citadel would fall. Fall? Because
under this agreement we are going
to allow in from Enpgland $69,000
worth more goods than last year, it
you bar out rolled steel, gnd g few
millions of dollars from the United
States.

Mr. Ames—Please do not put words
into my speech which I did not utter
If you read the part where I said the
outworks were arttacked you will
see that is not the reason.

Mr. Carvell—I fail to sce what the
regson can be. I listened attentively
to the hon. gentleman’s speech and
read it, and that is the mesm'ng )
took from it. :

Mr. Ames—Do not entirely misin-
terpret myy speech. If you read the
portion referring to the ogutworks
you will see it is entirely different.

Mr. Carvell—I hope my hon. friend
is recanting.

Mr. Ames—Not a bit.

Mr. Carvell-I thought mnot, 1t
comes back to that, that the pro-
tectionist manufgcturer will not al-
low my hon. friends opposite to ac-
cept this proposal. The hop. member
{s a manpufacturer, and every man
who buys cheap shoes for his family
knows the member for St. Antoine is
a manufacturer, gnd he is as good gs

only amount to a few thousand dol-
lars altogether. So that, even with-|
out increasing the British preference, |
‘th-e rates of ‘duty on British imports
will be still lower in every instance
than the duties which the United
| States will pay should this arrange-
ment go through. If there be any
|fault to find with this proposed agree
| ment it is that under it the consumer
'is not getting his goods cheap enough
{But if we should increase the British
| preference we would then put the con-
sumer in the same relative position
'as he has enjoyed in the past.

using the antiquated machinery of 25
years ago. i

chines, reapers, binders, seeders, &c., |any of them.

Mr. Ames—Name some of them.

Mr. Carvell—I might offer some of
my own - experiences, becausz I have
had a little experience myself in
manufacturing, and I can tell you
that we lost money because we did
not have the proper machinery. Tgake
the woollen manufacturers; will any
one tell me that you could not make
wool cheaper than it is made in our
own factories today if they were prop
erlyfitted with up-to-date machinery?
Take any of our industries that are

to the magnificent amount of $4,300,-
; 000, and yet tell me that a manufac-
It:uring industry cannot get along in
, OCanada without 30 per cent. protec-
,tion. My hon. friend from St. Anto-
‘in‘e division (Mr. Ames) gave the
, Whole thing away. He says you are
attacking the outworks of protection
and very soon the citadel will fall.

Mr. Meighen—W/¥ll the hon. gentle-
man say he has nyt himself recanted
when he is so jealous of the citadel
of protection.

CITADEL OF PROTECTION

Mr. Carveli—I am not; I gm saying
that the commissioners were jealous

The only men who are hit, practical- | of .the- citedel of‘protection. g i
| made myself plain. It was the com-

ly, are the farm machinery men and R i B i tu
they are saying nothing about it. I}ﬁr'ussmners who v.ve're Jeda oush fo} ; d
would like to know where you can Stiarioh ¥ Dpotechive. ki i, e

get a better example of what can be |EVETY Way in the world to protect

making money, and you will find that
they have modern machinery and im-
I now come to the dutiable list, proved methods. If you would re-
and I find that there are in it 101 duce the tariff you would compel our
’items. Of those 29 are not imported mranufacturers to adopt these meth-
jfrom Great Britain at all and never ods.
|have been. Of the items, the imports| Mr. Barker—Why do you not
jof which from Great Britain are. un-}to the
ider $10,000 per year there are 44, and | yourself?
{there are only seven items of which| Mr. Carvell—I do not want to refer
{we import over $100,000 from the wu my own experience, but I have had
mother country. That is the dutiable | a little experience in the woollen
list. And I find that altogether on |business, too, and I will tell you.the
!that dutiable list we imported last results. There was & woollen mill
Iyezva.r from Great Britaiu only $2,196- in our town established some fifteen
000. a mere hoth-in-g, whereas we im—!years.ago under the protective tariff.
ported from the United States, of the It had old machinery and poor man-
articles on this same list, to the ex- ’ agement, and was run into debt until
tent of §32,359,000. And all we are it owed the bank some $6,000 or $7,.-
asked to do is to take the duty oﬂiDOO, Finally the bank took it over.
these goods to some extent—mnot to!put in alittle new machinery, and
any great extent. Why, thz reduction jran it until the debt was wiped out.
|is a mere bagatelle. We are only re- | Then the bank said: We do not want
ducing the duties from 32} per cent.|to run that business any longer, and
to 30 per cent. and 274 per cent. but ‘ they stopped it.
still even that is some little relief to| Me. Barker—Why did you not con-
the consumers. Take item gafter item |tinue it?
and you will find a duty of 15 per| Mr. Carvell—The bank stopped it
cent., .25. per cent., 30 per cent. and |because it was not the business of a
3% per cent. still left on articles ! bank to run a factory.
brought from the United States un-| Mr. Barker—You know how it can

THE DUTIABLE LIST

go in-
woollen business and try it

done in Camada under a revenue tariff
than the case of the agricultural ma-
chinery. We know that wa revenue
tariff . produces revenue, because
iwhen the duty was reduced one-third
;’mder the British preference, our
‘revenue was quite doubled, not on-
ly our-imports increased but our re-
venues. We know that such a tarift
stimulates {mportation. People buy
things cheaper, buy more of them,the
home manufacture goes on just the
"s’ame, the farmer gets more for his
| money and every one works more and
|we have a better condition of socie-
ty. What happened when this ar-
rangement was sought to be brought
into effect? The Minister of Finance
and theMinister of Customs went to
Washington with the idea that it
they could not get a reciprocity treg-
ty practically in natural products
they would not treat at all. They
were carrying out the prin:iple for
Wh/icﬂl wehave contended ever
I was a boy and for which the Con-
servatives contended when they were
in power. I did not believe they
would gat it; nobody did, they did
not believe it themelves, and they

since |

these people. And what is the result?
| All .ver Canada all the financial in-
| terests, all the bankers, some of the
railroads —not all of them— the
| boards of trade, the manufacturers.
have started g campaign against this
'arrangement. You would think that
{the whole o tadel of protection was
1storm{d and captured by reason of
| the paltry few millions of dollars in-
| volved in this arranzement. Now they
!Say that the transportation interests
{are going to he ruined, that gll the
millions of dollars we have spent yn
{opening up lines of transportation
|east and west sre going to be wasted
| because trade will now go north amd
{SOuth. I can only refer to the state-
‘ments I read earlier in my remarks
| regarding farm products. In face of
i‘w-hgt would almost be ccmsidered a
| prolybitory tariif, three-fourths of all
‘the farm products of the maritime
| provi ces, yes, five-sixths, go tothe
| United States now. But free trade in
these natural products will hurt the
railrpads, we are told. I have shown
what would happen to wheat. It can-
not hurt wheat, it cannot hurt cat-
| tle, it cannot hurt hogs, and it is
only trying to draw a herring gcross

der the proposed agreement. Take
automobiles; last year we brought
abiout $150,000 worth from the United
States in spite of the duty of 35 per
cent. I admit that if there be any-
thingon which a revenue ought to be
collected it is automobiles, because
they are a luxury. But the duty is
simply prohibitive. Under that duty
it is almost impossible to bring = in
an automobile from the other side of
the line. In my opinion it would be
better both for the consumer and the
manufacturer if that duty were re-|
duced.

Mr. Barker—Why?

{drags along.

be done with profit?

THE MANUFACTURERS BENEFIT

Mr. Carvell—Yes, by better meth-
ods and better machinery. But what
does this system of protection do? In
nins cases out of ten it simply takes
money out of the pockets of the con-

sumers and puts it into the pockets'

of the manufacturers. If a factory is
up to date and properly run, :v gives
enormous - profits. If not it only
Let me réfer to some-
thing with which I am perfectly fami-
liar, and that is electrical machinery.
[ do not want to refer to my own
business, but I was challenged by the

;illustration. I myself applied to the
i Minister of

were so careful of the manufacturers
that they did not do for us what
they should lave done. Let me give
an illustration. The Minister of Fin-
ance, on account of the protest put
up by the coal barons of Montreal
was only able to reduce the duty 8
cents in order to bring it on a par
with the American duty. Another

to hurt the transportation interésts.
THE LOYALTY CRY

Then the bankers say: You must
not put this thing through because
vou are ‘breaking down the bulwarks

—you gre unsettling all the condi-
tions of trade. They say it is dis-
loyal for g man to sell his horse, or
his gheep or his fish to the, Upited
States, although hz can getg better

Finance to reduce the
duty on an article which could...be
manufactured in St. John in enor-
mous quantities, right on the shores price for them The gentleman who
of deep water, whence it could be |was the leader of that fgmous six-
shipped to theé United States, an ar- [teen in the city of Toronto did mnot

Mr. Carvell—Because we would get
3 Dbetter article, because then the|DOn. member and I will give an illus- !
manufacturer would not dare put on | tration. There are practically today
the market the thing he puts on to- | Machinery in Canada, the Westinh- |
day and call it an automobile. |house and the Canadian General Elec- 1

|tric, and these people are charging us |
2 ker— i s 1
Mr. Barker—QOur own people would for everything we buy, and I |

make more, no doubt o
d i {have bought thousands and thousands |
Mr. Carvell--I know

: what I am |of gollars worth in the last few years |
talking about. I do not want to|the cost in the United States plus the 1
knock the manufacturers, but mY | quty almost entirely. These neople |
hon. friend lrad' better not ask me gare putting out a splendid article,f
too BIELY, questm:.ls. ‘If he wants in- they have modern up-to-date machin- |
formation I can give it to him. {ery, well organized methods and they |

Mr. Henderson—Are you a manufac- “ are making money, and if you cut‘
turer? | their duty down to 20 per cent or ev- [
en to 15 per cent. they will still con- |
|tinue to do business in Canada be- |
. Mr. Carvell-I am a consumer. And |:ause 15 per cent. is enough to force
what is true of automobiles is true|them to come here, they will come
practically of other manufactured ar- and do business in Canada, and ev-
ticles. I admit that we cannot have!ery man buying a piece of electrical
free trade in Canada, because we re-imachmery would get the benefit of
quire a revenue, and, perhaps, the | the reduction in price. It means g
only way we can raise g revenue at ‘ lot to our people, morg to the small
present, is by a customs tariff; but | consumer than to the larger one, but
I do submit that it would ba better f that is a concrete illustration of
both for the manufacturers and the|what protection is doing in Canada.
consumers if our customs tariff were | I tell the hon. member for Hamilton
reduced to such a point as WouldE(MI‘. Barker) who is interested in one
give us revenue and give ths manu- | of these companies as it is in his con-
facturers whatever protection they |stituency, that it would be better for
can obtain incidentally from 5 rev- ; the people of Canada if they pension-
enue tarifi. That question, however, fed off the 5,000 employees employed
has been threshed out during many in this industry than to comtinue
years, and I do not propose to go in- | them and have to pay the present in-
to it now. But my opinion a reduc- |creased price owing to the duty.
tion of our tariff would be a good| Mr. Barker—What will the farmers

THE TARIFF FOR REVENUE

thing even for our manufacturers. Ip say?

ticle of which millions and millions
are sold every year. The minister

lcould not do it because an industry

In the province of Ontario might be
affected and he did not do it. I do
not know whether he was offered it
by the American commissioners or
not, as he has a faculty of holding
his peace. I know he did not take
off the duty and that ths city of St.
John cannot  have that industry
which would employ hundreds, I be-
lieve thousands of r.n in the next
five years and would become one of
the greatest industries in New Bruns-
wick, simply because soms protection-
ist gentleman in Ontario felt that
they would be affected.

REDUCED COST OF FOOD.

Another illustration. The papers
yesterday contained a statement of
Senator Carter in the United States
Senate to the effe:t that the United
States commissioners wanted to
make mweats and flour free of duty
and to put them on the reciprocal
list, but that our commissioners

would not consent to this because’

they were afraid it might interfere

| farmers of

| think it was disloyal when he fin-
|anced the cotton crop of the United
jStar,es with the money of the Can-
{ adian people and other banking in
| stitutions have taken Canadian mon-
Jay by the million out of this country
:anﬂd invested it in the United States.
I tell my hon. friends that in many
places our banks are mothing but
sa\¥ngs bapks gnd if the farmer or
jany one else wants $100 or $200 he
has got to get g number of his re-
latives to endorse & note before he
can get that sum of money out of
the banks.

Still the bankers will take this mon-
ey by the million to the United Stat-
es or anywhere else they can. I re-
member that in 1907-8—I am saying
|something that I know—the banks in
|the maritime provinces increased the
| interest rate up to seven per cent.and
imade that payable every three
1xnon‘t,hs, and when I remonstra-sd
|with them they frankly admitted that
!‘they could take their money to new
;York and put it out on call loans
|and make more than seven per cent.
out of it. And still they got that
money for three per cent. from the
the County of Carleton.

with manufacturers of the Dominion iTh‘is is perhaps a little aside from
of Canada. I give thezse two illuStra- |the question under discussion, but T

tions of the way in which the manu-
facturers have been protected,
which all the interests of Canada

‘have in my hand something which
in |was sent out by the banks or
least by the ‘Monetary Times’

&

of

kave been protected, and yet men like iOan&da, closely associated with the
the member for St. Antoine, to whom banks, and they have an impudence

F. B. Carvell, M. P. Deals Ably With the Case From the Standpoint of New Brunswick---Tariff Agreement®
Will Be a Great Boon to the Farmers and Lumbermen of New Brunswick---Enlarged Markets
and a Reduced Tariff Will Add to the Prosperity of the Country.

!which excels eanything I have

ever
seen. I find in an article called 'the
Parliamentary Bank Act, on page 18,
they say the government will hear
the arguments, and then it goes on:
It is not to be expected that mi
isters will lend countenance to the
extreme or revolutionary proposals
that emanate from individual mem-
bers of parliament.

I want to know if you ever heard
such impudence as that addressed to
members of parliament. I want to
tell these gentlemen that if I am
alive I will be in the Banking and
Commerce Committee when the Bank
Act comes up, and perhaps I will be
guilty of some of the revolutionary
proposals which this article refers ta.

Mr. Ames—I rise to a point of or-
der. The hon. gentleman is discus-
sing the Bank Act instead of this
trade arrangement.

Mr. Carvell—It evidently hurts my
hon. friend from St. Antoine (Mr.
Ames). Now I come back to the sub-
ject. I want to tell my hon. friends
however, that while they may stand
by the banks, and while they may
stand by the manufacturers, and
while they mray stand by their inter-
ests, the farmers of this country,the
lumbermen of this country, the fish-
ermen, the laborers, all the toilers of
this country, will stand by the gov-
ernment in the course they have
mapped out for this country today.
I have pointed out what it means to
the agriculturists of the Maritime
Provinces, I have pointed out what
it méans to the lumbermen of the
Maritime Provinces, and I have tried
to point out what it means to the

the track when they say it is going |

oif trade—they do not say protection |

'when they

tagriculturists of the rest of Canada.
[ have pointed out what it means to
{the fishermen of the Maritime Pro-
| vinces, and while as I have said, I do
not feel capable of discussing the
| fishery industry in its details, 1 want
to read to this House and to place
upon the ‘Hansard’ a statement
made at a banquet in Halifax not
long ago by the Hon. Mr. Murray,
than whom no abler, no more pat-
riotic, no more loyal, no more sin-
'cere politician is in public life in
| Canada today, a man who knows the
needs of the farmers, the needs of the
fishermen gnd of the lumrbermen in
| Nova Scotia better than gny banker,
Tany manulacturer, or any other gen-
tleman I believe who occupies a seat
on the floor of this House. Here is
what what Mr. Murray says:

GREAT FREE MARKET.

For a quarter of a century this
-great porticn of our population long-
Ied for a frez market with the nation
;to the south. Now that great wish
has been satisfied gnd hope is filling
the heart of every man who follows
the sea for a livelihood. We have
seen the tremendous desvelopment
that Liberal legislation has wrought
in our coal industry. I do not wish
to be over emphatic here tonight, but
1 will say this. I believe no man to-
day can foresee what a free market
for fish will bring to ths Population
of our seaboard. I see no reason to-
day why the fishing fleet of Nova
|Scotia should not increase three-
[fold. I see no reason why we should
|not become the principal fish food
producers of this continent. (Cheers.)
And yet, there are men in this pro-
vince who would expect the honest
toiler of the deep to listen to some
befuddled arguments about endanger-
ing the British flag, or injuring the
railroads that run east gnd west.
| They would even ask him to besmirch
his ‘sacred ballot by condemning g
policy that means so much to him
and to the generations to follow
him. Does anybody say that because
che Nova Scotia fisherman gells his
:{ﬁsh to an American at better prices,
that his loyalty is being impugned?
T# this is the case the electors of
Yarmouth and Shelburne would bhe
open ta the gravest suspicion.

FOR THE GENERAL GOOD

I commend that to my hon. friends
]opposite, and I commend it to every
j thinking elector in the Dominiog of
| Canada. I accept this trade agree-
ment without any reservation what-
ever. As I have said before, it is
something which the people of my
province and of my constituency have
been praying for ever siyce I was a
boy. It {s something the people of
the maritime provinces have been
praying for, that the people of Que-
bec have been praying for, that the
people of the Northwest asked for
came down here a few
weeks ggo. It is someth'nz that will
build up this country, gnd will bring
immigration into this country in a
greater flood than we have ever yet
seen. Inseead of our people leaving
the maritime provinces by thousands
for the United States, their will come
back by tens of thousamds. If in my
humble capacity I can be of any -
sistance in helping to bring arbzi
this great bogn to the pegple, then
I will feel that my advent in‘o pub-
lic life has not bLeen in vain: and if
I retired tomorrow I would feel that
I m well repaid for gll the trouble
all the energy I have expenied, and
all the time that I have lost in my

ten or twelve years of public life.



