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and arguments I make. But I come from a county that is
largely interested in the question of labor, a county, per-
haps, boasting of greater resources than British Columbia,
and, therefore, I may well say something when the labor
question comes before this louse. I am confident that any
question affecting the interests of British Columbia will
always engage the calm and dispassionate consideration of
this IHouse. We ought to consider this question altogether
aside frem sentiment, though I agree with the hon. gentle-
man who has just spoken that it does seem an extra-
ordinary proposition that we should prohibit any
member of the human family from coming into this country.
I believe, therefore, that opponents of.the resolution to-day
occupy a certain vantage ground in -this discussion, and at
the first blush, members who had not considered every
phase of this question carefully would bu induced to declare
that they would welcome with open. arms immigration fro m
any country in the world, no matter what the effect would
be, so long as it should reduce the price of labor. But,
perhaps, influenced a great deal by considerations that
prevail in the county which I have the hono- to represent,
Ilook upon labor in a different light altogether ; I value the
laborers and value their work, and feeling that I consider
any competition that is unfair ought to be and should be
retarded. I feel, moreover, that if half the members who
to-night are opposed to any resolution of this kind could
only experience what appears to be the uniform experience
of every member who comes from British Columbia, if they
could feel in the slightest degree the terrible effect of
this, what I might call horrible immigration, the expres-
sions of opinion would be far more pronounced in favor of
the resolution than against it. As I listenet to much of
the discussion to-night, I thought that although the repre.
sentation of the Province of British Columbia bas, to a
degree, changed, yet the views of that Province in regard
to this question have always remained the same; and I
tried to bring the argument home and place the circum-
stances stated in the county which I represent, anid I felt
that in such a case there would not only bu a strong
argument in favor ofbthis resolution, but I believe a reason-
able argument, for I believe that the tendency of such an
immigration must necessarily be to lheapen and degrade
labor, and to lower labor all through the coun try is entirely
a wrong and erroneous principle to prevail in the councils
of the nation. I believe that firmly, and believing that
firmuly, I favor a very careful and calm consideration
of the resolution which bas been moved by one
of the British Columbia representatives. I believe also
that there must be a great deal more than is contained in
that book, the contents of which remained sealed, even to-
night, though the book has been produced, and that the
more production from the desk of the hon. member of that
book had an unfair influence on the discussion of the ques-
tion. We have not considered it if Congress las considered
it. If an examination of the question is contained in that
book, it does not follow that Congress bas exhausted the
subject. The circumstances of the countries may be differ-
ent. Whether they are so or not, the principles adduced as
embodied in legislation in the colony of Austraia would far
outweigh the mere production of a volume. I think the
very fact that the hon. gentleman should have facetiously
alluded to a book so ponderous as that, as a small vol.
ume on the topie under discussion, should prove to the
louse that the uncontraieted stalements of representatives

from a region, that alone can understand the influence, and I
believe thoroughly, the baneful influence of such an immigra-
tion should lead mem bers of tbis House to give their support,
not perhaps to tho resolution b-fore tbe louse, but to give
a strong influence towards a very careful and dispassionate
consideration of the subjet, because we know this, that
notwithstanding the conclusion which may have been arrived
at in other countries, the very fact that every representative

from the only Province which has feit the influence of this
immigration has felt it to be bis duty to occupy the time of
the Bouse in asking that that b.uneful influence should be
retarded and stoppcd. Feeling great regard for capital and
knowing what would bu the opinion if the laborers in Pictou
had to meet the competition of labor which can be obtained
for twenty-fivo cents a day, I hold that Parliament should
forget for the moment that only a few members represent
the Pacifie Province, and should consider vory carefully the
principle involved in this dicussion. I disagree, therefore,
entirely with the hon. member who just preceded
me in taking such a strong ground as ho has doue
against this resolution-I admit at once he has done so
ably -and I hold that this is a matter which should not bu
lightly treated, but given great consideration.

Mr. RYKERT moved the adjournment of the debate.
Motion agreed to.

REPORT.

The following Report was laid on the Table:-
Report of the Department of the Interior for the year

ending 30th June last.-(Sir John A. Macdonald.)
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment of

the House.
Motion agreed to; and (at 10 o'clock p.m.) the fHouse

adjourned.

HOUSE OF COMMONS,
FRIDAY, 30th March, 1883.

The SPEAKER took tho Chair at Threo o'clock.

PRAYERS.

COURT OF RAILWAY COMNISSIONERS' BILL.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved:
1 bat 900 copies of the Statements made before the Select Standing

Committee on Railways, Canais and Telegraph Lines of tbis
House, for and against the Bill No. 3 for coastituting a Court of Rail-
way Commizsioners for Canada, and to amend the Consolidated
Railway Act, 1879, for the use of Members, and Rule 94 suspended in
relation thereto.

Motion agreed to.

QUESTION OF PROCEDURE-CRIMINAL LAW
A MENDMENTS.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). Mr. Speaker Yesterday, in
some mysterious manner, incomprehensible to the majority
of the members of this House, I think Bill No. 6 dis.
appeared from the Order Paper to-day, and is not on the
Orders of the Day. Its disappearance, I think, was un-
known to a large number of the members who were not in
the House yesterday, and I think that the causes of
disappearance wero not known to a great many members
who were in the flouse; and, in order that it may again
appear on the Orders of the Day, and in pursuance of
the practice in the Imperial Parliament, an in our own
H1ouse of Commons, I beg to move :

That the House do resolve itself into a Committee of the Whole on
ibnday next, to consider further of Bills (No. 6) to provide that peraons

charged with misdemeanor, shall be competent as witnesses; (No. 2) to
amend an A et respecting procedlure in Criminal Cases, and other
matters relating to Criminal Law; (No. 4) to animid the law ofêridence
in Criminal Cases, and (No. 30) to, amend the Criminal Law, and to
declare it a misdemeanor to leave unguardeo andI exposed holes, ut
in the ice on any navigable or freqnented water (ll consolidated into
one Bill) as amended by the Select Committee.
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Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker: Is not a notice

of motion required in this case?

Mr. BLAKE. No.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I sec, by Rule No. 31, that
"Two days' notice shahl be given of a motion for leave to pre-

sent a Bill, Resolution, or Adairess, for the appoiniment of any Commit-
tee, or for the putting of a question ; but this Rule shall not apply to
Bille after their introduction or to Private Bills."

Well, is it not the fact that, after the action of the Commit-
tee yesterday, these Bills disappeared altogether from the
Notice Paper; and therefore that there is no Bill before the
House ?

Mr. SPEAKER. This Bill has been introduced.
Mr. BLAKE. And read the second timo.
Mr. SPEAKER. And read the second time before the

Hlouse.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It was referred by the

House to the Committee of the Whole, and has not the
Committee, by its action, arrested the Bill aitogether?

Mr. SPEAKER. According to English practice, the
way to bring a Bill again before the House-as the Con-
mittee cannot kill a Bill which is before the House-in the
event of a Bill being dropped from the Order Paper, it is
competent, on a subsequent day, without notice, to move
to fix a day when the Bill shall again be considered,

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Of course I put the ques-
tion-as this is the first time that a motion of this kind
has been made, at ail events during this Parliamnent
because i thought it proper that we ought to have a ruling
about it, in order that we might govern ourselves in future
similar cases.

Mr. DESJARDINS. Mr. Speaker: Are we to understand
that the Committee having made no report to the House,
the House can take possession again of this Bill, and dis-
p ose of it as if it had not been sent to the Committee of the
Whole, and that Committee had made a report? If the
Committoo bas made no report, I think that it is yet
in possession of the Committee of the Whole.

Mr. BLAKE. No. Mr. Speaker, it is impossible to got it
back into Committee of the Whole, without this procedure;
but the hon. gentleman does not want to get it. back there,
and he thinks that it is there yet.

Motion (Mr Cameron, Huron) negatived on thc following
division

Messieurs
Allen, Forbes,
Allison Foster,
Armstrong Gillmor,
Auger, Gunn,
Bain, Harley,
Béchard, Hay,
Bernier, Hlolton,
Blake, Innis,
Bourassa, Irvine,
Brecken, Jackson,
Burnham Jamieson,
Burpee (Sunbury), Keefler,
Cameron (Huron), King
Campbell (Renfrew), Kinney
lasgrain, Kirk,

Catudal, Landerkin,
Charlton, Laurier,
Cockburn, Mackenzie,
Onthbert, iMlcMillan (Huron),
Davies, McGraney,
Dickinson, MeIntyre,
Dodd, Melsiac,
Fairbank, MMullen
Farrow, O'Brien
Fisher Paterson (3rant),
Fleming, Piekard,

ir. CaxMaoN (Huron).

Platt,
Ray,
Reid,
Richey
Rinfret,
Robertson (Hamilton),
Ross (Middlesex),
Rykert
Sciver,
Shake.speare
Somerville (Brant),
Somerville (Bruce),
Springer,
Sutherland (Selkirk)
Trow,
Vail,
Wallace (Albert),
Wallace (York),
Watson,
Weldon,
Wells,
Wheler,
White (Renfrew),
Wigle, and
Wilson7,-7.

Abbott,
Amyot,
Baker (Missisquoi)
Baker (Victoria),
Barnard,
Beatty,
Bell,
Benoit,
Benson,
Bergeron,
Bergin,
Billy,
Blanchet,
Blondeau,
Bolduc,
Bossé,
Bowell,
Burns,
Cameron (Inverness)
Cameron (Victoria),
Campbell (Victoria),
Carling,
Caron,
Cimon,
Cochrane,
Colby,
Costigan,
Coughl in,
Coursol,
Curran,
Daly,
Daoust,
Dawson,
De Beaujeu,

NAYs:

Messieurs
Desaulniers, McMillqn (Vaudreuil),
Desjardins, Mecallum,
Dugas (Dundas) McDougald,
Dupont, McGreevy,
Ferguson (Leeds&Gren)\fcLelan,
Fuguson (Welland), McNeil,
Fortin, Massue,
Fréchette, Mitchell,
Gagné, Moffat,
Gigault, Montplaisir,
Girouard (Kent), Orton,
Gordon, Ouimet,
Grandbois, Paint,
Guilbault, Patterson (Essex),
Guillet, Pope,
Hackett, Robertson (Hastings),
Haggart, Royal,
Hall, Scott.
Hawkins, Srahi
Hesson, Sntyth,
Homer, Sproule,
Hurteau, Tasse,
Ives, Taylor,
Kilvert, TiIley,
Kranz, Tupper (Cumberland),
La brosse, Tupper (Pictou),
Landry, Tyrwhitt,
Langevin, Valin,
Lesage, White (Cardwell),
Macdonald (Sir John),White (Bastings),
McDonald (C. Breton), Williarn,
Mackintosh, Wood (West'Id) and
Macnaster Wright.m-101

WAYS AND MEANS-THE BUDGET.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Mr. Speaker: I desire, Sir,
before yon leave the Chair, to mako the financial statement;
and, at the saine time, to call the attention of the Hlouse to
the resolutions the Government propose to move when in
Committee withi reference to the changes in the Tariff. At
the last Session of Parliament, on hlie sixteenth day after
the opering of the Se-sion, I was in a position to make the
financial statement of the Government. Circumstances bave
occurred to delay the statement on this occasion. and there
bas been some critieism in the House, and out of it, on ac-
count of this delay. I desire, in the first place, Sir, to make
a few remarks with referenee to the cireirnustaees that
have caused this deliy; and I believe, when they are stated
to the House, hon. members will fullyunderstand the neces-
sity for it, and approve of the courso ihe Government have
taken. It will be remembercd, Sir, that, at the hst Session
of Parliament, the Goveinment ake, l hi iiHoue to reduce
the taxation to the extent of$,0000000 or'$1,250,000 for the
thon current year. After looking carefully over the receipts,
and the probable expenditure for the current year, the Gov-
ernment thought they rnight salely ask Parliament, at this
Session, to reduce the taxation another $1,000,000 or
$1,250,000. That having been decided unon, it, OF course,
became a question as to the articles on which this redue-
tion should be made. We found the Congress oCf te
United States iii session, with various propositions bcfoie
them for the reduction of the Customs duties andi the
Inland 1evenue taxation, varying from 950,000,000 to
$120,000,00, according to the action of Congress on theso
resolutiions. One proposition alone was, that tobacco
should be redueed feron 16 cs. to 8 cis. a lb.; another
proposition was that it should be removeh enitirely.
If either of these propositions carried, it would becrne
necessary for the Parliaminent of Canada, fr the purpose of
preventing illicit trade, protecting the honest trader, and
protecting our own manufacturing industrie-, that our
auties should be reduced in proportion to the redacth n
made in the United States. Therefore, if tIh proposition to
reduce the duty 8 ets. pr lb. on tobacco were adopted,
it would necessitate a reduction in Canada which would
inovlve 8750,000; if it was removed altogether it would
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necessitate the reduction ofS1,250,000, or, Ferhaps,$1,500,000;
and, under these circumstances, it became necessary that we
should wait until we saw what the nature of the legislation
of the United States with referenco to the Customs and Ex-
cise Revenues had been before we were prepared to submit
to Parliament our proposition. It was not until the night of
the 3rd March that these questions were decided, and, though
we had asked for the earliet possible information as to the
nature of the changes that took place, it was the 16th March
before we received a certified copy; and then it became our
duty to examine it carefully, as it was quite apparent, with a
reduction of the duties on tobaccothatfrom that article alone,
we would lose a very large amount of revenue. This noces-
sitated a change of proposed reduction of duty on articles
impor ted thr ough the Customs. Well, Sir, under any circum-
stances, Tuesday would have been the earliest possible day
we could have submitted our propositions to the House, and
it having been decided that we should separate for the Easter
holidays on the following evening, it would have been most
inconven ient to present the financial statement,and then have
the discussion to stand over for a week or ten days. Under
these circumstances, the Government thought it best to
allow the financial statement to remain until the reas-
sembling of Parliament, and take the first Govornment day
to submit it to the House. With this explanation, Sir, I
believe the delay will be justified, and I trust that the
country will not suffer materially. -We are not in the
position we were last year. We thon proposed to take
the duty off one or two articles of importance, and it
would not have been fair to the trade of the country
had they not been decided at once. The propositions
which the Government bave to make now are not
to go into immediate effect, and therefore it is of less
importance. But, Sir, I now proceed to the discharge of
the important duties devolving upon me; and while 1 feel
that the Government have material of the most satisfactory
character to submit to the consideration of the House, I do
nut feel that I have that physical vigor that will enable
me to do justice to the subject as I would desire to do, and
as I am sure the House would expect me to do. In the
first place, I would call the attention of the House to a
declaration I made in the opening of my speech at the last
Session of Parliament. It was this: that at no period in
the history of Canada had Liovernment met Parliament
with its finances in a botter position than it was on that
day. Further, at no period in the history of Canada did the
credit of Canada stand as bigh as it did on that day, and at
no period in thehistory of the Dominion was it more prosper-
ous than on that day ; and [ am happy, Sir, in believing that
the House and the country will endorse me when I say that
the remarks made on that occasion may be repeated with al
truth to day. I do not desire, Sir, to occupy any more of
the time of the flouse than is absolutely necessary in pre-
senting our case, and in dealing with the income and
expenditure of the last year. My remarks will be brief, inas-
much as the Public Accounts have beon placed in the hands
of the mem bers who are familiar, not only with the figures,
but with the financial position of the Dominion, and which
was referred to in such cloquent terms by the
mover aind seconder of the Address in answer to
the Speech from the Tbrone. I may, Sir, however,
restate them bore in order that we may refresh our memo-
ries with reference to the position that we occupy. First,
Sir, let me sav that the Consolidated Revenue of last year
amounted to g33,383,<00, and the expenditure to $27,067,000,
leaving a surplus of $6 316,009> - the largest surplus
that has ever been declared in Canada. Add to
that $1,744,000 received as subsidies of land in the
North-West, making altogether a surplus of over
$8,000,000 for the last year. Well, Sir, during the
same period there was expended on Capi al Account, for
the Canadian Pacifie and Intercolonial Railways, for the

enlargement of the Canals, and on the Surveys in the North-
West, $7,400,000, leaving a handsome surplus over and
above all the expenses of Capital Account during the last
year; and when we take into consideration the Sinking
Fund, which forms a fund for the reduction of the debt, the
net debt for the Dominion, notwithstanding the expenditure
of $7,340,000 on Capital Account, was $1,750,000 less, and
the interest paid for the year, $15,000 less than it was the year
previous. Now, Sir, we not only spent $7,340,000 on Capital
Account, but we redeemed maturing liabilities, during that
period, of $4,000,000. We had paid in from the surplus earn-
ings of the people of the Dominion five millions nine
hundred and twenty odd thousand dollars, from which the
amount I hava stated was paid, leaving nearly $2,000,000 to.
wards the expenditure of the current year. Under these cir-
cumstances, our financial position was an easy one. We were
net forced into any market for a loan, but met a large expen-
diture and redemption of debt with the surplus, and the de-
posits of the people in the savings banks. I need not dwell
longer upon this general statement, with reference to the
financial operations of the year; but I desire to call the
attention of the Hou-e, for a few moments, to one point,
which may be referred to by hon. gentlemen opposite when
they deal with my statement. During the last year the
expenditure was $1,500,000 more than it was the year before

An hon. MEMBER. Hear, hear.
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. $25,500,000 was the expen-

diture the year before last; last year it was $27,000,00 J.
Now, Sir, I hear an hon. member opposite say "aher,
hear," and therefore I desire to go into details with refer-
once to the increased expenditure, te show . that, while it
amounted to $1,500,000 more last year than the year before,
it did not mean more than $500,000 of taxation to
the people ofthe country. I have here, Sir, a statement of
the increased expenditure during last year, and it will be
satisfactory to hon. members, I have no doubt, to have their
attention called to the different items of this increase, and to
the circumstances which caused them. The first item is
$146,650 increase of interest. Now, Sir, we did not have to
pay during the year $146,650 more for net interest than in
the previous year. That amount is simply tho difference
between the receipts on the interest account, and the pay-
monts on the same, as I explained at the outset. The net
interest paid was $15,000 less than the year before, but
owing to the increased deposits in the savings banks, the Ca-
nadian Pacifie Railway having also deposited with us under
their contract a largesum en which interest had to be paid,
the amount paid out in int erest was larger t-han it would
otherwise have been; but the Government did not allow the
money so deposited to lie idie. They deposited it in the
banks and1 obtained 4 per cent. interest upon it; and while
the payments were increased, the reeeipts were inereased in
like proportion. Therefore, that $146,000 of increased in.
terest was not a tax upon the people. We paid that
additional for the money deposited with us and received
it in return, leaving $15,090 less paid during the year
than in the year before. That, 1 trust, is satisfactory
so far as that item is concorned. The next item is Sinking
Fund, which was increased by $39,993. 'ihat item goes on
increasing year by year, and is applied to the reduction of
the debt. That is surely not a payment that eau be
complained of. It increases under the ai-rangement by
which our loins are obtained, and is paid in for the extinc-
tion of maturing liabilities. Then wTe have $75,481 increase
ofsubsidies paid to the Piovinces, which have not yet
reached a population of 400,000, and are entitled to 80 ets.
per head of the population, until tbey reach that point. The
Government, surely, cannot be blamed for paying that. The
next increase is $30,072 for Civil Service. ion. gentlemen
opposite may say that miglit have beoen avoided; but when
we consider the fact, that under our Civil Service Act, the
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civil servants are entitled to $50 a year increase, we
sec that that would consume half the amount; end as we
are increasing so rapidly in population, and in the
development of the resources of the North-West,
the enlargement of our staff is necessary, particu-
larly in connection with post officesand post office
savings banks, so this increase of expenditure cannot be
looked upon as unreasonable. On the Census there was an
expenditure of $125,637. That is a service the Government
had t-) perform; and I do not hesitate to say that the hon.
Minister who bas it in charge has performed it, during the
last year, upon terms much more economical than in 1871.
Then for the Militia there was an increase of $l[05,811.
Thore may be some questions among hon. members of this
House as to the expediency of increasing that expenditure;
but for several years pievious to 1879 it was reduced,
and it was dceided, last year, to increase it, and Parliament,
will probaLiy be asked for a still further increase for this
service. Though questions may be raised as to the expe-
diency of this stop, yet I believe that, considering the mag-
nitude of our country and the position we occupy as a Do-
minion, and considering the diminution of this expenditure
during four or five years previous to 1S79, Parlia-
ment and the country will justify the expenditure.
Thon Public Works shows an increase of $284,674. For
two or three years past we have not expended so much on
this branch as in 1874, 1875, and 1876. The expenditure for
public buildings, post offices, custom houses, &c., in various
parts of the Dominion has been considered by both parties
the duty of the Government, when the state of the public
funds would permit it. With reference Io Indians, on which
service there has been an increase of $378,317, I admit that
the expenditare bas been large.. But I would ask whether
any hon. member of this House would prefer the state of
affairs we now see in the neighboring Republic, or have
the Government deal honestly and liberally with the Indians,
in ordei that we may avoid these difficulties. Therefore,
Sir, though it may be regretted by every hon. member of
this. House on both sides, that it becomes necessary that in-
creased expenditure should take place, I am satisfied
not one will obiect as it is necessary to the develop-
ment of the North-West. In the Post Office Department
there bas been au increase of $103,909, to which is to be
added $30,000 or $40.000 for expenditure properly be-
longing to last year. This would increase it to $150,000,
against which we have an increase of revenue of $200,100;
-the difference between the receipts and the ex-
penditures for the last year in the Post Office Depart-
ment. Notwithstanding our expenditure in the North-
Westwhich I wili not call extravagant, but expensive, it was
less last year than it bas been in any year since 1874-75.
Thon, with reference to Public Works and Canals, the in-
creased expenditure was $189,847-; but I have the satisfac-
tion of being able to state that there was also increased
business on the road, and that that increased business gave
us inereased revenue, from which came that $189à,000. It,
thorefore, involves no taxation upon the people, and it shows
that our railways are doing more work, giving us greater
returns, and costing us nothing more than before. Ont of
$1,500,000 of increased expenditure, I have named
articles covering $1,484,000 ; and I am sure the House will
say, under these circumstances, that there is a very small
portion of that $1,500,000 of additional expenditure
to be added as taxation upon the people, and that the cir-
cumstances connected with it are of the most satisfactory
chai acter. Now, Sir, I pass to another consideration in
connection with this expenditure. It is a common thing
for our friends of the Opposition to point to this incroased'
expenditure withont giving the explanation regarding it.
But I want to emphasize my explanation by this declara-
tion: though the expenditure was $1,500,000 more.
last year thau it was the year previous, if we had simply1

Sir ImEUND TILEY.

collected what was necessary for the expenditure, and
nothing more, the sum that the people would have been
taxed, would have been 13 ets. a head less than would have
been taxed for the expenditure between 1874 and 1878 had
the late Government collected sufficient to pay the expendi-
ture. I want that to be distinctly understood, because it
is the measure of the taxation upon the people. As we
find our receipts from our railways and post offices and other
sources increase, so, of course, the expenditure must increase
in the same proportion.; but, unless that increase causes an
increase in taxation, the people will not object, but will
rather be satisfied to know that our country is prospering,
and that the public works are in such a satisfactory condi-
tion. Now, Sir, I come to the receipts and the-exponditure
of the current year as under the amended estimate. The
amended estiiate, based upon the data we have at present,
that is after eight months of the year have expired,
is that we will receive from Customs, 622,750,000;
from Excise, $5,900,000; from the Post Office, $1,600,000;
from Public Works, including Railways, $3,000,00; from In-
terest on investrments, $800,000; from other sources, $800,000
-making a total receipt for Consolidated Revenue for the
present year, of $34,850,000. The expenditure on Consoli-
dated Revenne will be $2 .850,000, leaving a surplus for the
current year of $6,000,000. .Now, Sir, we aIso estimate that
we will recoive from our lands in the North-West as large
a sumduring the fiscal year ai duringlastyear, $î,750,000,
making, altogether, a surplus during the current year of
$7,750,000. We wili probably receivo froni savings bank
deposits during the year, $5,250,000. Now, what have we
to meet ? We have a probable expenditure on the Paci-
fic Railway, on the Intercolonial Railway, on our Canals,
and on the Surveys in the North-West, of $12,500,000 1h i,
year. We have to redeem maturing liabilities-and at this
moment they are nearly ail redeemed-to the extent of
$7,000,000. With the surplus that is estimated, with
the proceeds of the lands, with the money that we
receive as deposits of the people in the savings banks, and
the balance in our hands, deposited in the banks on the lst
of July last, added to these sums, we will have ample to pay
ail. If, under any circumstances, anything should occur to
diminish the deposits in the savings banlk, which is very
doubiful, judging from the amount we have receiçved, a loan
of two or three million of dollars in Canada would be taken
up readily-because there are enquiries in every direction
for our securities. So that, under existing circum-
stances, we will not require to go abroad for one dollar, but
will be able to meet everything in the way we propose.
Sir, there is a very considerable increase for the
current year. The increase was $1,500,000 last year, and I
doubt not that by the time the Supplementary Estim-
ates are broight down, and somo important undertakings
provided for, that the expenditure this year will be
$1,800,000 more than last year. Now, let us sec Sir, what
the items are that compose that $1,800,000. I will state
the most of them to the House. There .is an increase of
$500,000 to the expenses of the railway during the cur-
rent year - $500,000 the hon. Minister asks over
and above the sum voted the last Session of Parlia-
ment That would be a very important item if we
had nothing on the other side; but it is quite clear that
the revenue will increase over and above the estimated
increased expenditure of $500,000 during the present year -
that is, the expense of working it will increase, owing to the
increased business, but the increased revenue will be ample
to m, et it. This is what we are able to state from the results
of the eight months that have already expired. Under
these circumstances, it will be readily seen that the $500,000,
though it adds to the gross expenditure, adds not $1 to
the taxation of the people. Then with reference to +ho
Indians, $200,000 is asked for in order to meet the
expenses I have referred to. We hope by-and-bye, with
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our large Indian reserves, with the instructions that are people require to be taxed to meet it, is but 1 et. per head
being given ou r Indians in agricultural pursuits, they may be in excess of the average from 1874 to 1873, and that not-
induced to settle down and cultivate.the lands, and cease to withstanding we have spent 830,000,000 on railways and
be, to a great extent, a charge upon the Dominion of Canada. other publie works since 1878. So much with reference to
But, as 1 stated with reference to the expenditure of the the increase and expenditure of last year and this
past year, it becomes a question whether we shall expose year. I desire now to corne, before I refer to the
ourselves to the difficulties to which I have referred or next financial year, to a few points that I thinki,
whether we shall humanely spend an additional sum after consideration, I will be justified in calling the
of money for this purpose, and avoid the difficulties attention of the House to. It has been the policy of the
which we might, without such expenditure, anticipate. Government, ever since 1879, to present, in the financial
Then there are $32,000 this year additional for the service statement to Parliament, the facts which, in their judgment,
of Immigration. I think probably that may amount, with justify the policy known as the National Policy. From
the Supplementary Estimates, which are to come down, to 1879 down to the last Session, and including last Session, we
$50,000; but, when we look at the prospects ahead, when laid before Parliament facts that, in our judgment, could not
we consider the indications that are already given, that be gainsaid, to show that the policy was a sound policy and
we are to have, during this spring, a very large immigra- a policy in the interests- of the country. To show, at the
tion indeed, and that the sum expended on immigration same time, that the fears that were expressed by hon. gen-
last year, as compared with the number of immigrants that tlemen opposite werO groundless with reference to its effect,
came into the country, was very small, and that the expen. I might on this occasion rest the cause of the Government
diture this year, as compared with the number of immi- upon the verdict of June last; but I think it is better to go
grants that arrived in the country, will be only one-third on year after year, not relying upon that verdict, but, as
of what it was in former years-there is not an hon. member the evidence accumulates, laying it before the Houso in
in this House on either side, who will object to an additional order that the public may have it and understand it, and in
expenditure of $50,000, if it results in bringing men and order thatthey may become even firmer, if need be, in their
women into the country to settle here and make it their faith in the policy than they showed themselves to be in
home. Thon, in reference to Canals and Telegraphs, we June last. Under these circumstances, I desire to submit a
shall have expended $50,000 extra this year. That has been few facts for the consideration of tbe House which, in my
found necessary with reference to the repairs of canals and judgment, justify that policy. Although I may be travelling
the extension of our telegraph system-telegraphs on the over to some extent the ground I have gone over on former
coast, telegraphs in the North-West, telegraphs in British Sessioni, still there is an accumulation of evidence. I may
Columbia; and as the means of communication by telegraph not occupy so much time as 1 i t Session, when, because I
becomes an absolute necessity in these days for the econonmi- made my speech a little longer than usual, hon. gentlemen
cal managment of our commerce, no hon. member, I am sure, said: "We are going to have an Election." I do not desire
will object to an increased expenditure in that direction. now to go into the details so minutely, but I desire to point
Thon we have, in the current year, $150,000 which was ap- out some of the leading facts, and, as the hon. leader
propriated by Parliament last Session, for a bounty to the suggests, get ready for another Election. I will take up a
fishermen. That, of course, was voted by the louse and few statements made by hon. gentlemen opposite in 1879
accepted, and it is considered, I am satisfied, against this policy. One of them was that it would make
a wise, a judicious, and a just contribution to the fishermen the rich man richer, and the poor man poorcr; that it
of the country. Then we have $130,000 spent for the really was a system of taxation that was to bear especially
Census, over and above the expenditure last year. The upon the poor man, but the rich were to be benefited by it.
expenditure last year was $100,000 and upwards, and the Mr. MACKENZIE. Hear, bear.expenditure this year is $130,000 in excess of that.
There can be no objection to that, knowing that it is Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Well, hon. gentlemen oppo-
being <onomically exponded. Then we have, for the site say "hear, hear." I will only state one or two facto.
North-West Mounted Police, an increase of $123,000. I have stated them before, but they are made stronger year
The right hon. the leader of the Government by year. What are they ? What is the evidence that is
stated in the House last Session, the reason why unmistakeable as to the position of the poor man, the work-
it became necessary to increase that force. Parliament ing man, taking the masses of the people who'have noces-
sustained it, and this increased expenditure is the result of sarily to work for their living? What is the resuit ?
the action of Parliament. Thon, with reference to the Post From 1874 to 1878 inclusive they only increased their
Office, $100,000 will be the increase during the present year, deposits in the savings banks by $2,300,000, in 1875
and we expect an equivalent in the shape of additional and 1876 they were absolutely less than the previous
income from it. Thon we have General Election expenses, years, and, in 1877, were increased, by the faet that a
$175,000. That might have been postponed, Mr. Speaker, disastrous fire took place in the city of St. John,
for another year, but I think the majority in this House and the parties who obtained their insurances could not
will say it was money judiciously expended. Thon there get 3 per cent.-no, nor 2 per cent.-in the banks
are the subsidies to Provinces. That is the result of the of New Brunswick, and so deposited them in the savings
action of Parliament, and became necossary under its action. banks as they could do then without limit. The large por-
There is $150,000 increased expenditure on Public Works. tion-I may say the whole-of the increase of 1877 was
I venture to say that there is scarcely an hon. member of due to policy holders, who had received their insurances
this House but will sustain the Government in that expendi- placing them there, not requiring them immediately. But
ture, unless, perhaps, ho thinks his locality is neglected in including the increased deposits of 1877 and 1878, the
its apportionment. When I made the statement that, when- increase in five years was only $2,300,000, or practically
ever the means of the country would justifyit,these buildings about the intorest that was added to the principal, whoreas
were to be ereûted, I observed that there was a very general during the last four years they have deposited, in excess
response. These items amount to $1,665,000of the8$,85,000 of the sumsa withdrawn, $13,00,000. And, what is more,
which it is supposed will be the increasod expenditure of the deposits in the banks, which were $66,406,516 in 1878,
the present year, and but a limited portion of that will be were $96,879,544, on the 31st December, 1882-an increase
in the shape of taxation on the people- Taking the expen- of $30,473,028 in four years. Now, here we have $43,000,000
diture of this year based upon the Estimates I have just increased deposits, and is not that a proof that the mAsses
stated, and taking the population as a basis, the sum the !of the people of this country are in a botter position than
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they were before, when, in five years, they could only lay
by, including intrrest, $2,300,000 in five years? I think it is
needless for me to say any more to establish that the
country is botter off now than it wae then ; that men are
earning better wages than they were then receiving, and
that they are employed wherever they require employment.
Thoir surplus earnings are shown by the returns of the
banks, and their purchasing power by the quantities of
goods they have used in this country, both imported
and manufactured; this should be a sufficient answer
to the fears expressed by the hon. gentlemen at that time.
Now, Sir, that was one fear they expressed; what were
some of the others ? Why? That trade with Great Britain,
under this policy, would diminish, and trade with the
United States would increase; and wo were charged
with being disloyal. because we introdnced a policy which
would inevitably produce that effect. That was stated here
distinctly on the floor of this bouse, and given as one rea-
son wby this policy should be rejected. WhIt are the facts ?
They are simply tbese: that last year the imports from Great
Biitain were $13,000,000 more than they were in 1878,
while the imports from the United States were between
$300,0î0 and $400,000 less than they were during the same
period. Now, Sir, there is another important feature
connected with this matter. I think my hon. friend
from Lambton undertook to represent, after the
first year's operation of our policy, that the
duties on English goods had increased in a greater ratio
than the duties imported from the United States. I have
the imports of last year bcfore me, and what do I find ? I
flnd that the duties on goods imported frorm Great Britain
have incroased 2ï per cent. as compared with the year 187S,
while the duties on goods imported from the United States
have increased 4 per cent., an<d it must be borne in mind
that of the goods imported by us from the United States, a
very considerable portion now consists of raw cotton-and
that there bas been a very large increase in that article-
200 per cent. or something of that kind-and that we in
1878 imported a large portion of our sugar from the United
States, which likewise tended toincrease the rate d uty. Now,
the nature of and limited value of these importations
from the United States clearly shows that, so far as
the present Taiiff is concerneJ, it is indircLtly in
the interets of ihe British manufacturers, as compared
with the manufacturing industry of the United States;
and, therefore, the fears of my hon. friends, upon this sub-
ject, may also be dispellod. Confident as we were that
this policy would, te a large extent, establish an
equilibrium between our imports and exports, fear was
expressed that our expectations would not be realized. And
the hon. leader of the Opposition, in the remarks
that ho made on the Address in reply to the Speech
from the Throne, drew attention to the absence3 of any refer-
ence to this subject in that Speech. Wedl, let me say for
his information-he may, however, in looking over the
papers, have ascertained it already-let me say to him, and
to this House, that the present Tariff bas bad, very largely,
the effect we anticipated. From the year 1867 to 1871-72,
being the first four years of the Union, the difference
between the exports and imports averaged $12,250,000 per
year ; during the second four years, it averaged $36,000,000
per year; in the third four years, it averaged $15,000,000 per
year, and during the last four years, that is from 1878 to
1882, the average was $8,33A,333. It wili, therefore, be seen
that our ! olicy bas had very considerable eff'ect in establish-
ing :n equilibrium betweer income and expenditure. Now,
Sir, there has been some anxiety manifested in the country,
and I think it was aho manifested by the lion. leader
of the Opposition, with reference to the effect that
must nec-ssarily be produced if our exports are not equal to
our imports. I think I gatbered from him that ho had grave
doubts as to the early future of our country if that state of.
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things continued. If I am correct in my recollection of the
views he expressed upon that occasion, he differs from some
of the lion. gentlemen who sit near him, because I
have heard them state in this Iuse that the greater the
difference between imports and exports, the greater evidenco
was there of the increased wealth of the country From the
discussion that has taken place upon this subject, it
will not be expected that the Government should entertain
that view. The opinion has been expressed through the
press that, owing to our increased imports, a commercial
crisis is not far off. I have thought it my duty, occupying
the position I do, to enquire into this matter, and to see
whether during the last four years there has been any
evidence of the approach of such a crisis, arising from

this cause-that is in the demand for exchange or in
the facilities or means of paying for these imports.
Now, Sir, we had te provide during the lut four ye 1rs, not
only $3 ,',000, but we had to provide forexchange to the
amount of $32,000,000, interest on debt and sinking fund-
these items amount to an average of about $8,000,000 a
year-and, of course, it is quite proper for us to consider
whether or not we are in a position, and have been in a
position, for the last four years, without creating embar-
rassment with reference to exchange in making payments
on the other side of the Atlantic. Are we in a position, and
have we been in a position to meet this amount without any
difficulty whatever ? I am satisfied, Mr. Speaker, that
we have been able te do it without embarra.sment or
difficulty. You add. the $32,010,000 transmitted during
the four years to the $33,000,000, the differenco between
the imports and exports, and you have $65,000,000. How
has that been mot ? There are certain data of a reliable
character that we have, and from it I am satisfied
that this amount has been met without any difficulty
whatever. In the first place, the Government of Canada
have floated loans to the extent of $8,0O0 000 in ex.cess of
payments that at the time had to be made on the other
side of the Atlantic. That f8,0O0,000, of course, was avail-
able for exchange, or was brought into the country in
gold; then, in addition to that, we bad $4,500,000 paid as
the Fishery Award: that is $12,500,000. We had, belonging
te the Dominion of Canada, about $30,000,000 worth of
shipping engaged in foreign trade. It is bat a low e Limato
to suppose that $30,000,000 yielded 10 p icent toth fown.
ers. Every man who is interested in sì ipping wi lsiy
that that is a ruinous return,,considering the dep. icim
in the value of the vessel; but taking that as the ba is, it
shows a return in the shape of exchange payments made for
freight earned abroad, of $.,000,00C a year. In four years
that amounts to $12,000,000. Then, during the four years,
we exported in lumber, grain, and other products of Canada,
$350,000,000 worth. There has been expended in the
disbursements, 5 per cent. on tho value of the cargo,
that amounts to $17,500.,000. Then, Sir, there bas been
about $_1,500,000 received on insurance-on vessels which
have been lost during. that period. Then we have sales
of Provincial Government bonds, and capital stock of the
Canadian Pacific Railway, that was paid hy persons
rosiding outside of the Dominion of Canada, making
altogether about $15,000,000. It was stated, either by
the mover or the seconder of the Address in reply
to the Speech, that the money brought into the country
by immigrants during tho last year anounted to
$10,OO0,000 ; but I take a low estimate, and I will fix
that item at $10,000,000 for the four years. Having
provided for the paymernt of interest and sinking fund, and
the exehange niecessary to pay -for the difference between
imports and exports-we have, on those items alone,
$3,000,000 or $4,000,000 in-excess of the sum necessary.
Under these circumstances, I think our fears as to the
future may also bo quieted, provided we can keep, 'as
we hope to keep, by this policy, the ratio between imports
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and exports nearer than they wero from 1871 to 1878, or lish market for $10,000,000 a year, and ask the
even from 1867 to 1871, or fr-om 1874-75 down to 1879. This, capitalists of that country to take our securities for
I say, will ho the case if we can keep the proportion where that amont-I ask where wonll our se3urities have
it is; and I do not hesitate to say that I, for one, do not stood in that case? We woukt have stood as to
lôok upon a very large increase of imports as an unmixed New South Wales, as we did before. Whereas, to-day, we
blessing. If the people are in a position to consume occupy the proud pr>sition of b0ing at the head of ail colonial
the goods which como into the country-if they have securities in the English market. We are likely te stand
the purchasing power, it is an evidence of their wealth. there, bcause, apart fromnou maturing liabilitis-
But my hon. friend the leader of the Opposition called the $25,OOOOOin J885,and$1OOOOOO whichwe bave taken up
attention of the House to a remark which I made to a and wil ho taking up, the next threc, or four, or five years-
personal friend-a merchant of St. John-and I suppose if we can have a surplus of three or four millions a year,
I repeated it in public afterwards-to the effect thut if I and saving deposits of a like sum, we will not from this day te
were his age, and engaged in business, I would put on the the finishing of the Canadian Pacifie Railway, require te go
whole of the canvas I could carry for ton years, and then to the English market, except te replace those liabilities
take in sail. I believe, from the fact that we are opening which mature; under these circumstances, hon. gentlemen
up and developing the great North-West country, from the can easily undorstand that eur securities will continue te
feet that the population coming into the country at the maintainagoodposition. Butifwe hadneta surplusifwe
present time are bringing in a large amount of money for bad net this money paid in by our people eut ef their
investment, from the fact that, last year, we had of the savings and had te go te England te ask for these
value of imports over $1,000,000 of settlers' effects-and Jeans we would seen See tho effect. Our credit has
which will be increasing, and which, of course, does not net bee injured; and cvery bon. gentleman knows that our
croate any difficulty financially-from the fact of the large position to-day-m the estimation ofour fellow ceuntrymen
expenditures in the North-West, I bold that the in the fatherland-stands higher than it ever stood before.
return of the pendulum-which always does come back Thon, Sir, there was aiiother fear expressed by hon.gcutle-
-will be deferred, and that we have seven years of monopposite. It wassaid that the imposition ofaduty upen
prosperity before the country. If, Sir, our business mon are agiicultural produets, necessitating their being bonded in
not carried away by this success and prosprity-if they do thoir passage threugh Canala, would inte-fere with oui
not import over and above what the requirements of the trade-that is. iL would diminish the vnlne ofthe forcigo cx-
country absolutely demand, if they do not, in their anxiety ports, andthis it was notdesirable to do. One hon. gentleman,
to do business, trust men who will fail and not pay them- who is net now in this leuse, pointed eut 1w largo a suin
thon, Sir, I say there will beno diffilulty whatever, in my of monywas paid te lerailways andfoîwarding companies
judgment, for the next "even years, with refèrencote the for the transmission f Amrican preduts t the ports of
commecial condition of the country. So c hold that the the Dominion of Canada for shipmont, and ho made ut ap-
fear which was entertained and declared that wo would parent i a strong case. Ilis arguments would have had a
not be able to establish the equilibrium between the experts great effeet if h conclusions bad been jutified by the acLs.
and imports must te a certain extent have beon dispelled, But it was found that moasures wee takon by fle lon.
becanse thore were $8,333,000 as comparod with $12,000,000 Mlinister of Custem, by whi very littie difficulty occurrel
for the firt four- years; $36,000,000 the second, and in the transmission of the producti of the Unite
$15,000,000 the thîrd, whih shows, that with the pros- States through Canada. 0t was fohind that there was
perous times of last year, and the largo importation which a large increase in 1878-19, and 1879- 8(), but in
took place, the balance was enly $8,333,000 against us. 1881 a falling off, as compared with 1879-0, and on. gen-
Thefore, thoir fears on this point ougtalso toibe dispelled. tfemen opposite callel the attention rf the liuse te that
Thon, Sir, it was stated, that this policy being at variance faet. sIunderstand that a very ,arego faiing ofr inthei daxy-
with the poicy of the Mother Country, it would creathe ports of the natural producta ef this continent, both i the
a bad feeling there, and the resuit wonld be that Uwnited States and in Canada, occurmd. But may statembre
Great Britain would bcanxieus to tbrow us off in that during the past year, there bas been an increa o of
ber indignation. Net only se, but it was said that it mwould nearly $1,aoo000 in the exports ofAmeican produts fri
affect our credit abroad. Well, Sir, bas it affected our credit ? the Port of Mentreai alone, and the quantity weuld havo
I cannot see that it bas. Year by year our position is becom- been much larger bad i nt been for the failure of the
ing btter. As 1 stated on a fermer occasion, in 1879, our coin crop, whic affected the experts frn the
socurities wero 4 or 5 per cent. below those of New South American ports as well. The fflling off in the experts
Wales, which stoed at the very top of the list. To-day, w from Canadian ports bas een in the samn e proportion as
are 2 per cent. above tiem. We are furtber in advance thefalling off at American portsa but hadi t been
than wu were twelve menths age. Hon, gentlemen may for the failure of the Indian cern cxrop, the expot-s
say that th is is caused by the chapness of the mmney, but would have been as lairge as they weroitin any yeur
that wouldDot account for the difference between tboatwo from 1879 te the presnt-except one. It is quite eledi-,
cases. Lot me give some ofthe reasons why oui- securities howover, that up to the present ime tbee bas fe been a
stand where tbey do to-day. This policy of the Govern- falling off', but an increase; but that increase bas net been
ment which is securing a tardsome Surplus f rom yoar to as lai-tg during the lat yr or two as il was for the two
year, has, in the fluet place, given confidence te thp inves- years provieus. The Goverament ave always been
toe, and what bas it done' besides? Where wwuld our excoedingly anxius to encourage this trade. Tey
Securities have been teoday, if, considering that during would have hositated a long time beforoaking any
the last foui'years we bave spent $36,000,000 on Capital stops that would diminish the volume of trade going
Account, and that during the same poriod we have from the ports of the Dominion. Our wholo policy,
rodeemod $20,000,000 cf debontures and other securities the policy cf both Goveraments since 1867, has been
alling cdue-if,tinsteadeo having the surpluss we te do overything that the means of the country wouldjustify
fave had-if, insteadrtf having increased the earnings of te afford incrased facilities te the sippingcoring te and
the people placed t the disposai of the Govrn ent-it, in- going from Canadian port. Since Cenfderation $1,200,000
ftead of having $f1,50,00 paid in yearly feoni th pro- have been exponded in establishing lighthuses, fogwhistles,
ceeds of our land-il, instead ofthis state of thingo wo had &c., in orde-te give additionai security tOur shipping;
had deflcits, and our savng bank depositors nearly ista- and the expenditure for th maintenance of these bas in-
tionary, we wold have' bste t tompedoI gote the Engia- creanedga250,000 a year sinc Confederation. These figures
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show that every Government, and every Parliament, have
been fully alivo to the importance of this matter; and it is pro.
bable that before Parliament rises there will be an appli-
cation to the House for further aid in this direction, in
order that we may secure a larger proportion of the export
trade of the United States, if it is possible to secure it.
There can be no doubt as to the policy of the Government
on this question, when it is renembered that it bas been the
policy of the Government, in legislating for the Canadian
Pacific Railway, to direct tho trade of the great West,
during the summer, through Montreal and Quebec, and
during the winter, through the open ports of the Dominion.
The House may rest assured that no step will be taken by the
Government that will in any way diminish the extent of the
exports of theUnited States, or of our own country, from our
own ports. Then, again, Sir, it was said that this Tariff would
not prove to be a Protective Tariff; and that if it did prove to
be a Protective Tariff, it would not be a Revenue Tariff ; that
we were on the horns of a dilemma, and muast fail one way or
the other. Io it necessary for me, Sir, to produce any data
Io show that it bas been a Protective Tariff? Well, I think
I will, because before this discussion closes, I have no doubt
that, becausa the increased purchasing power of the people
of Canada has been such that they have gone on largely
increasing the consumption of imported and Canadian man-
ufactured goods, some hon. gentleman opposite may argue
that this is an evidence that this Tarif lias failed to be
a Protective Tariff. I have a few figures which I
think it is important to give, in addition to the
evidence that must have come to the attention of
overy hon. gentleman, no inatter where he bas gone
throughout the length and breadth of the Dominion.
If his oyes were open, ho must have seen new indus-
tries arising, large extensions being made to existing in-
dustries, and a largely increased population engaged in them.
In 1877-78, the quantity of wool imported into Canada for
manufacturing purposes, was 6,230,081 lbs., against
9,646,681 Ibs., in 1881-82, air increase of 50 par cent.,
besidos an increased consumption of our own wool. The
raw cotton imported, in 1877-78, amounted te 7,243,413Ibs.,
against 19,342,059 ibs., or an increase of over 175 per
cent. Nothing can show more accurately the increased
manufacture of cotton goods, than the extent of the
imports of raw material, because we produce no raw
cotton in the country. With reference to bides. In
1877-78, the value of the imports was $1,207,300, while,
in 1881-82, the value was $2,200,000, an increase of
noarly 100 per cent. Thon the consumption of coal
is a very good test of the extension of machinery driven by
steam. In 1877-78, the consumption of coal, not inclpding
British Columbia, was 1,665,401 tons, and, in 1881-82,
2,525,291 tons, an increase of 859,896 tons. That shows the
extentof the demand for the article that is necessary to create
the power to drive the machinery of our various industries
in Canada. Then we have another test. Go where you will,
my experience has been that the manufacturers of machinery
are fulr of orders-so full, in fact, that they are unable to sup-
ply their customers, who are, therefore, obliged to order from
the United States in some cases. Wherever we go, we
find the manufacturers smiling, and looking perfectly
satisfied with what they have to do. In 1877-78, the
value of the machinery imported into Canada was $283,633,
while, in 1881-82, it was increased to $2,194,446, an
increase of nearly 700 per cent., besides the greatly
increased quantity of machinery manufactured in the
country-which gives unmistakable evidence as to the
increase of our manufacturing industries. As to
our friends fears about the progress of our manu-
facturing industries, I think that fact ought to be
sufmcient to quiet them. It was also alleged that
the Tariff would increase the price of coal, and would
not promote the development of the coal beds of
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Canada. In 1819, I stated that the opinion of the
Government was that in four or five years the quantity of
the coal raised in Canada would increase 400,000 tons.
Within four years it has increased between 500,000
and 600,000 tons. It is, therefore, evident that this policy
is developing the coA beds of the Dominion. I may etate
that the indicationis are, in Nova Seotia alone, at two
points within a short distance of the coal mines, the
consumption of coal this year by two manufactories will be
70,000 tons in excess of that of last year. I think this is
pretty good evidence that, as far as the devolopment
of this particular industry is concerned, the policy
bas been a succesq. Thon, again, there was another
industry the Governiment stated it was their policy to
encourage -the reestablishment of the refining of sugar
bore, and ihe restoration of our sugar trade with the
countries of produce. We bad lost our direct trade with
the sugar producing countries to such an extent that,
in 1877-78, but 6 per cent. of the sugar consumed in
the Dominion came direct from those countries. That
bas been changed. Last year 87 per cent. of the
quantity consumed came direct from the sugar producing
countries. That shows pretty clearly, I think, that we have
reestablished our trade with the West Indies. It was said,
howcver, that this policy would put millions into the pockets
of a few rich men, the sugar refinors, and give employment
to a limited number, but would cost the people in the in-
creased prico of sugar so much money that it would be better
for them to pay the board of the men who were to be on-
gaged in those refinerics räther than depart from the old
system. Now, I have in my possession a carefully propared
statement of the value of refined sugar in New York and the
Dominion, at stated periods in every month during the last
year ; and, according to that statement the consumers of
Canada had their refined sugar-this table applies par-
ticularily to granulated sugar, but it is still stronger with
reference to the other sugar-at a saving to them of 67 cts.
per 100 lbs. during the last year. If that be the case, and if
but 100,000,000 lbs. of rofined sugar were consumed in the
Dominion, that would represent a saving of $670,000. It may
be quite true there was some deficit in the revenue as the
result of this; but take a-half off the amount and put it
into the revenue, and you have still a very large and
handsome sum saved by the people of Canada. In addition to
the building up of this important industry, and the re-
establishment of our trade with the sugar producing
countries, we give employment directly and indirectly to
thousands of people besides fostering an industry which the
Government and Parliament thought it was bighly desirable
should be restored. The results, in my opinion, are so satis-
factory that hon. gentlemen opposite who opposed this
policy will have now to abandon their objectione.

Mr. PATE RSON (Brant). Will the hon. gentleman give
the figures in New York and Montreal ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I shall be very happy to d
so. I was not in this House in 1874, but I read the
Budget Debate. The thon Finance Minister expressed
regret that there was no ex-Finance Minister to reply
to his Budget Speech. Considering the reply he obtained
from a gentleman who was not an ex-Finance Minister, I
will not ventuie to say anything of .the kind on this occa-
sion, because I may find that I may meet a. more formidable
opponent than I did formerly. 1 am sure I will meet a
much more courteous one, as I understand the bon. gentle-
man who has just put me this question is to reply. I will
give the hon. gentleman the figures he bas asked for. It
was said that our Tariff, if it was successful as a Protetive.
Tariff, would not give a revenue. Well, the trouble is now,
that, in their estimation, it.produces too much revenue.
I bave a few facts to give to the House which are very
remarkable and important, ae far as the prodacing power of
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the Tarif is concerned. I bave jotted down here a few
of the articles, some fifteen or eighteen items, on which we
received, during the last year, an increaso revenue of
$6,689,000, as compared with 1877-78. They aro worth
giving to the House. On wines we received, last year, as
compared with 1877-78, an ' incrcased revenue of
$195,977; on spirits, Customs and Excise, $1,237,635.
I am happy to say that this is not altogether an in-
crease in the consumption, but an increased duty tended
to produce this result; otherwise we might view it with
more regret. On tobacco and cigars, Customs and Excise,
the increase has been $364,000; on silks, satins and fancy
goods, $731,000; machinery, $498,000; on products of the
farm, the increased revenue, as the resuIt of this policy, on
agricultural products brought from the United States, is
$532,000; fruit, green, 857,000; dried fruit, $91,000; from
linen, on which the increase of duty was but 2ý per cent., we
have received an increase, revenue of $152,000 over 1878,
showing, in a marked manner, the increased purchasing
power on the part of the people; fars of manufactured,
863,000 : jewellery, $68,000; watches, 874,000; manufactures
gold and silver, $53,000 ; glass, plate and plated manufac-
tures, 8143,000. ere is the astounding fact that, notwith-
standing the increased manufactures of cotton in the Domin-
ion, and that the quantity of raw cotton thus consumed here
was increased by 200 per cent., imports were greater last
year than in 1878, of the description of cotton not made in
the country; and the amount of duty collected was $1,230,-
000 over that collected in 1877-78, notwithstanding the
vast increase in our cotton mills. On the finer descriptions of
woollen goods, the increased revenue is $1,189,000, making
an aggregate increase of $6,6S9,000. Of this a large portion
has been on articles which are certainly not the necessities,
but the luxuries of life, which people consume when they
have the means to do so. We, therefore, -see how it is that
this Tarif, which bas given increased employment to an
increased number of men and women in the country, has
really produced a Iargely increased revenue, owing, to a
very great extent, to the present prosperous and happy con-
dition of the people. May I say that there bas never been a
period in the history of this country, when taxation was
paid more cheerfully by the people, than the present. We
do not bear any grumbling about the rate of taxation; on
the contrary, as long as men are prospering, as long as they
have money in their pockets, as long as they have plenty of
employment-and it is the duty of every Government and
the representatives of the people to see that the masses, as
far as possible, have these-they are iq a contented condi-
tion. Sir, this, to my judgment, establishes pretty clearly
that the Tarif bas proved itself net only protective, but be-
yond doubt, a revenue-producing Tarif. Our friends on the
opposite side say: a Tarif producing more than is absolutely
necessary. I think I have answered the several objections
raised by hon. gentlemen opposite in 1878. A great many
more objections were made, and a great many more
miight be answered, but I will satisfy myself with these for the
present. Now, Sir, I desire to call the attention of the House,
before I take up the expenditure of 1883-84, to the changes
that are proposed in the Tariff to be submitted in Commit-
tee. I may say that these propositions are submitted
with the view, in the first place, of relieving the coun-
try of $ 1,000,000 or $1,250,000 of taxation ; and, in the
second place, they are submitted seo as to give, wberever we
can, what we felt we could not safely givo in 1879, because
the Tarif was then to some extent an experiment.
Articles that were raw material to a manufacturer, in
some cases, was subjected to a duty of 10 per cent.,
though it was not produced in the country. We did so
because we were not quite sure that the operation ofthe
Tariff would give us all the revenue we desired. But
finding ihat it gave us more than wc wanted, we proposed,
laet seesion, and now we continue that policy, to take off

the 10 per cent. duty-or duties analogous to that-and
on goods that are not manufactured in the country, and
we give the raw material to the manufacturer free, in order
that he way have the benefits and advantages of this.
We would have taken that course in 1879, had we felt
quite certain as to the effect to be produced. But more
than that, we find that our entorprising neighbors to the
south of us have made up their minds that, if such a thing
is possible, they will have for their manufactures the
market of Canada at any price. Circulais are being
distributed with reference to certain articles, and we
find by them that if they could choose certain manufactures
and obtain our market for a year or two they could
have the market for themselves, and they are making
an effort to get it. Therefore, it is that wherever
we find from past experience that the competition is
sufficient among our own manufacturers to give us an
article as cheap or cheaper than it was before, we propose
to ask Parliament that the market shall be largely retained to
these manufacturers. We have taken some time toe con-
sider certain cases, and we eau afford to wait a year in
order to asecrtain resuits with reference to some of the in-
dustries, and in regard to these we are not prepared to
ask the House to make a change at present; but in others,
where we are satisficd that we have produced articles in
the past at a lower price, or at as low a price, as they
were produced before this Tariff came into operation, wo
propose to ask Parliament to protect these mea from the
sharp competition from outside. I take up the Free
List in the first place. We propose to add to tl.,
Free List, agatos, rubies, pearls, sapphires, emeralds,
garnets, opals, not polished. Aniline dyes are now on the
Free List, but we propose to make a change, and it is this:
That all aniline dyes in packages over 5 lbs. shall be free.
A large quantity of this article is imported into Canada
in small packages, and we are adopting precisely the same
principle with reference to this article that we did with
reference to garden seeds put up in small packages. Under
this arrangement the paper comes in free, and the labor
also is untaxed ; we propose that all packages of lWs
than 5 lbs. shall be subjected to 10 per cent. duty.
Celluloid in sheets, lumps or blocks, dry colors, metallio
oxides, cobalt, zinc and tin, are also added to the Fro
List. Diamond drills for prospecting for minerais :
these are frequently brought into the country and have
been subjected to a duty. They were brought in by men
who were prospecting for minerals, and, therefore, for the
purpose of developing the mineral resources of the country,
and we ask Parliament to declare that they shall
hereafter be free. Dye, jet b!ack, feathers, plush of silk or
cotton, that formerly paid 10 per cent., are put on the Free
List. Kainite or Gorman potash saits for fertilizing: these
are used in our manufactures, and have been paying 20
per cent., and it is proposed to admit them free.
To lumber or timnber-add gumwood ; this description of
wood is now imported from the United States by our sew.
ing machine manufacturers, and as it cannot be had in the
Dominion, we propose to put it on the Free
List. Then, as this is a paternal Government, and a
Government that looks after the snallest interest of the
country, we propose that sawdust shacl be free-sawdust
of certain wood, of walnut and various other woods, because
sawdust now pays 20 per cent. duty as unenumerated
article. It is used in the manufacture of various article,
being mixed with some other material, and is to some of our
manufacturers an article of importance, and, therefore, wo
propose to make it free. Hickory sawn, in shape for pokes
for wheels, but not further manufactured, and natural min-
eral waters, to be froc. Then, in regard to settlers'
effects. Formerly a settler eorning into the country
paid duty on musical instruments, sewing machines,
live stock, carta and other vehicles. It la now proposed that
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all these articles when brought in by a settler and having
been in use one year shall be free. Asphaltum, which paid
10 per cent., to be free. Now I com to a proposai that
bas elicited as much attention outside of Parliament as
almost any Fubject that bas been referred to in the last
four years-that is the question of duty on books. A
very strong pressure bas been brought to bear on the
Government to admit books for scientifie institutions, for
frce libraries, and for educational institutions, free. The
proposition was, that ail books not made in Canada,
ior likely to be made bore, should be admitted frec. The
Government found it was not possible to adopt that proposi-
tion, because it could not be expected that the thousands of
collectors ail throtigh the country, should know whother
the books imported were made in the country, or likely
to be made bore, and it was impossible, therofore, to
impose upon them this duty, intelligent and capable men as
they undoubtedly arc. We could not say that ail books
should be admitted froc, because the manufacture of books
and the printing induistry of the country are important
interests. We stated distinctly when we imposed a duty of
15 per cent., as against 5 per cent., that it was for the pur-
pose of encouraging those industries in the Dominion, and,
after giving the matter a good deal of consideration, we did
not see that we could agrec to the proposals made ;
but it was a question with the Governmcnt how far
we cou!d deal with the subject practically, in order that
their wishes might b met in part, if not in whole. Under
these circumstances, we decided to submit the proposition
which I shall bave the bonor to present to the House.
Frce libraries asked to have their books free, this granted,
individuals, who did not live in the neighborhood of froc
libraries, would, of course, fcel it a great injustice to be com-
pelled to pay 15 per cent. duty. We felt that we
could not ask exceptional legislation, otherwise there
would be a grievance. And, therefore, we pro-
pose-and it will involve the loss of 650,000-that books
bound, printed over seven years, or printed by any Gov-
ernment or scientific association and not for trade, shall
be free. This will cover, perhaps, half the import of books,
the déty collected last yoar being about $100,000. It will
cover books in the dead languages, ieference books for
libraries, a large portion of the books required for educa
tional institutions; but when people wish to obtain the
novels of the present day they will be required te pay 15
per cent.; and this w-ill retain in the hands of the book
pubiihars of Canada the publication of such books as they
have been publishing. A gentleman said to me the other
day: "If you lay down the principle that books not published
in Canada shall bo admitted free, what would J, an author,
do ? I would go to the United States and have my books
published there, and bring them in duty free. I
would thereby have both markets, and there would be no
inducement for me to have my books published in Canada,
but, on the contrary, there would be an inducement to go to
the United States and publish them there."

Mr. MACKENZIE. Did I understand the hon. gentleman
to say that all educational books would be admitted free.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. No. Books of every descrip-
tion printed over seven years.

Mr. MACKENZIE. I understood the hon. gentleman to
say that books used in educational institutions would be
admitted froc.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. No; that was objected to.
Chronometers and compasses for ships, free. Copper
in sheets, formerly 10 per cent., fre. A good many
manufacturers use it very largcly; we imposed a
duty of 10 per cent. in 1879, but it is now proposed to
admit it free. Iron and steol, old and scrap, free. Iron
beams, sheets or plates, and knees for iron or composite
ships, free. We are now building in Canada, and we will
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probably build more extensively in the future, com;posite
ships with iron frames, iron beams, and sheathed with wood,
and the iron that is imported for the purpose-because
vessels so brought into the country would, if British vesels,
under the Morchant Shipping Act, come in free-will be
admitted fi ce of duty. This is intended as an encourage-
ment to the ship-building industry, and it is proposed ta
extend the time over which such articles will be admitted
free for a period of three years, because we believe the
time is coming when we will have sufflciently developed
our iron industries so as to produce our own beams,
sheots, and knees for iron vessels. I may say, while speak-
ing on the article of iron, that iL bas been one of the most
difficult questions with which lithe Government had had to
grapplo, because iron used in the larger portion of the manu-
factures of the Dominion, to-day, is a raw material; but
the Government consider it so important an industry to
develop that they are resolved to devolop it if this can pos-
sibly be offected by any legislation or moderate encourage-
ment, inasmuch as the value of iron when manufactured is
mainly in labor, the labor of the country. From the time
of mining the ore, excavating the coal, converting the coal
into coke, until the operations are completed, its value, to
a very lai-go extent, lies in the labor employed, and itl is
therefore an industry of the greatest importance.
The Government will submit a resolution to the Com-
mittee, that on and after the first of July next,
and for thrce years, 81.50 per ton will be paid on all pig
iron produced in Canada during three years, and i
per ton during the next three years, as a bounty for
the encouragement and development. of this industry.
Iodine, crude, is to b free. Marble in blocks, fifteen cubie
feet and over, now paying 10 per cent., will be free; and
sawn slabs, now paying 15 per cent., will be 10 per cent.:
sawn slabs in the ordinary form, that is, sawn on both aides.
Otto of roses will be free. Platinum wire will be free.
Seeds, anise, coriander, fennel and fennugreek, will be free.
Spurs and stilts for earthenware makers; sausage skins or
casings not cleaned; valorian root; wire of brass or cop-
per, round or flat, will be free. Wire of iron or steel,
galvanized or tinned, fifteen gauge, and smaller, will be fiee.
There are industries in Canada at the present timo engaged
in the manufacture of iron cordage and rope. Cordage
for ship purposes at present is free. The result is
that while a duty cf 15 per cent. is exacted on that descrip-
tion of wire, manufacturers were handicapped; and it ispro-
posed, inasmuch as we are not likely to produce the finer
wire of fifteen gauge and smaller, to admit wire used for
the manufacture of sieves, and other work of that kind, duty
free. Steel railway bars or rails, fish-plates and shoots for the
manufacture of saws are all admitted free until the close of
this Session ; but as I have a proposition on this subject to
submit further on I need simply say now that it is intended
that from the close of the Session and afterwards that steel
railway bars or rails, fish plates and steel for the manufacture
of saws, shall be froc. I now corne to the articles, the duty on
whih we propose to docroase. The first is buckram, which
enters largely into certain manufactures, and now paying a
duty of 20 per cent., we propose te reduce th duty to 10 per
cent. Button covers 10 per cent. This will aid indus-
tries of the kind which are established bore, the cover for
the buttons being made 10 instead of 20 per cent. Coal dust to
be 20 per cent. ad valorern, instead of specifie. This article has
been brought into Western Canada and used by manufacturera.
Under the present Tariff, 50 ets. and 63 ets. a ton have been
collected; if hard ceai, the duty was 50 ets. ; and if
bituminous, it was 60 ets. This was a very large ad
valorem duty on this article, which is used in certain
industries in that section; and, therefore, it is proposed to
change this dufy tu 20 per cent. ad valorem. Dfiçd
fruit, now 25 per cent.,to be o2 per cent Lamp black
and ivory black, now 20 per cent., to be 10 per oent,
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Lead, nitrate and acetate, now 20 per cent., to be 5 per cent.,
the sarne as dried white and dried red lead. Leather:
lamb, sheep, buck, deer, elk, and antelope, dressed and
colored or not, reduced from 15 percent. to 10 per cent.
This description of leather is used by glove makers. Kid,
tanned, dressed and colored or not is now 15 per cent. This is
also used in the same manufacture. Liquorice paste, now 20
per cent., to be 15 per cent. Marble in blocks, fifteen cubie feet
and over, free, and under fifteen cubie feet, 10 per cent.
Slabs, sawn on two sides, now 15 per cent., to be 10 per cent.
Oil and enamelled cloth for trunk and valise makers, now 30
per cent., to be 15 per cent. Paper, union collar, cloth, now 10
per cent., to be 5 per cent. Precious stones: opates, emeralds
garnets and opale, polished, to be 10 per cent. Spices, ex-
cept nutmegs and mace unground, now 20 per cent., to be 10
per cent.; ground spices remain as at present. Tobacco
and snuff, specific duty, reduced from 25 ets. to 20
ets. per lb. I may state here, that owing to the
fact that the United States have reduced the Excise
duty on tobacco and snuff, from 16 ets. to 8 ets. per lb., the
Government found it an absolute necessity, for many rea.
sons-though there are other articles on which they would
rather relieve the people from taxation-to reduce our
duty on tobacco made from foreigo leaf, from 20 ets. to 12
ets., and from Canadian leaf, from 8 ets. to 2 ets. And
as the amount obtained from Canadian tobacco is small, we
propose to make the rules and regulations such as will
be acceptable to those who are tobacco growers.
Spirits of turpentine, now 20 per cent. to pay 10 per cent.
It is proposed to make the duty on bells-except on
bells imrorted for church purposes, whic.h are free-30 per
cent. Sometimes they are made of brass, and at other
times of other material, and the rate of duty was
fixed according to the material of which they were made;
and, therefore, in order to obviate the difficulties which have
arisen in the past, it is proposed that all bells. except church
bells, shall pay a uniform duty of 40 per cent. Cloth of
other materials than cotten or woollen, made uniform, 30
per cent. For the same reason, we find it necessary
to deal with these articles to which I have just referred.
Sometimes a difficulty arose with reference to the material
of which a cloth was made. If part cotton and part wool,
and in some cases, part rubber, a great deal of difficulty has
arisen in the Department; and, in order to obviate this, a
specific duty of 30 per cent. is imposed. Either sulphuric
or nitric, 20 per cent. The question has arisen, whether
these articles are subject to spirit duty, or non-enumerated;
and in order to set this question at rest, it is proposed to
make the duty 20 per cent. Clothing made waterproof,
now, according to material ofcloth-now 35 per cent. Jellies
and jams, now as confectionery, 6 ets. per lb., specific. A
difficulty has occurred in past as to the value of these articles,
and it is proposed after a careful examiration, to fix the duty
at 6 cts. per lb., specific. Magie lanterne and optical instru-
ments, now according to material, to b 25 per cent. The
same difficulty has arisen, as to the material of which
these articles were made, and it is, therefore, proposed to
make the rate of duty clear, no matter what material is used
in their manufacture. Nickel anodes to be 10 per cent., same
as now charged. This is to settle a.question which has arisen
as to their class. Lubricating oils, the wording of the Tariff
is changed. To avoid difficulties, the wording of the Tariff
e now so made as to settle the rate of duty; but there is no
change as to the rate which has been collected by the De-
partment in the past. Vasseline and similar preparations of
petroleum, in bulk 5 cts., and in bottle, &c., 6 ut@. per lb.
This isa case of the same kind,

Mr. BLAKE. What is the proposition about lubricating
oils ?

Sir LEONARD TILLY. It is simply to settle the ques-
tion which has been raised ; but the same rate of duty is now
to beo ollecte4,

Mr. BLAKE. What duty do you fix?
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. It remainsjast as it was.
Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman does not state what

he proposes to do ?
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. It là 25 percent. Then pocket.

books and pu'rses. There has been a question whether or not
they are under the heading: trunks and valises made of
leather; and tosettle this, they are added to that list, in order
that the duty may be definitely fixed. I now submit an im-
portant proposition in reference to woollen cloth, which is to
becharged as woollen clothing; dress and costume cloths,
under 25 inches wide, and not weighing more than three
ounces per square yard, to be 20 per cent. I call the attention
of the louse to this matter, because I think it is important.
A great deal of difficulty has occurred all over the country in
establishing a uniform rate of duty on certain classes Of goods.
In one locality, li ets. per lb. and 20 per cent. would be col-
lected, and, in another, 20 per cent., and this rate is fixed for
the purpose of defining clearly the duties which are imposed
upon these articles ; and therefore the Department have
fixed it in this way: that the article being 25 inches in width
or less, and not weighing over 3 oz. per square yard, shall
pay 20 per cent., while that which is wider-the class of
goode manufactured in the Dominion of Canada to-day, and
heavier-shall pay a higher rate of duty. This is a definite
discription by which our officers everywhere will be able to
collecta uniform rate of duty. This is a matter of considera-
ble importance, as hon. mombers who are in business will
readily understand, and I am sure that the hon. Minister of
Customs bas experienced a great Jal of difficulty in connee.
tion with this subject.

Mr. BLAKE. Does the hon. gentleman mean to say that
the present rate of duty is maintained with reference ta
wider and heavier goods ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes; wider and heavier goods
pay the present rate of duty; only narrow goods, under
25 inches wide, and light goods, pay 20 per cent.
Recently the Government have had deputations wait-
ing upon them, asking their co-operation in the protection
of the game of the country, and the Government will ask
Parliament to prohibit, for r rcasons which will be stated, the
export of deer, wild turkey, and quail. In Ontario, so far as
deer are concerned, and that is the Province most interested,
Americans go in there and slaughter deer right and
left, and if not checked will soon exterminate them. The
Ontario Legislature have prohibited their export, but, at all
events, it is more properly within the authority of the
Dominion Parliament to deal with the prohibition of
exporte, and so it is proposed for the time being at least, to
prohibit the exportation of deer, teal and wild turkey, and
to impose a penalty in case of violation. Now, Mr. Speaker,
I come to the items 'in which we propose an increase of
duty. Acetic acid is a material which varies very
much in strength, and in the United States a
duty is imposed in accordance with the strength; but it is
not imported in sufficient quantities to justify the Govern-
ment in applying that expensive test. It is proposed to in-
crease the duty from 12cets, to 15 cts. The manufacturersof
vinegar assert that this article, imported in strong condition,
being reduced, enables the parties importing it to undersell
them. As to other acide, the importers sometimes mix them,
and in the same way they are in the habit ofmixing sulphuric
acid with others, which are admitted at 20 per cent., in order
to evade the higher rate of duty imposed on sulphuric. Mixed
acide are to pay 25 per cent. instead of 20 per cent. Ab' inthe
is another article which is imported into Canada; I sup-
pose it is to be found in the list of unenumerated spirits,
but it is an article deleterious in its effects, and it is propos-
ed to impose upon it a duty of 82 per gallon. Aniline dyes,
of les than 6 lb. packages, are to pay a duty of 10 per cent.;
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agricultural implements and machines to pay a specific and
ad valorem duty equal to 35 per cent., and upon portable
machines, spades, hoes, and forks the same duty will be im
posed. A careful examination has been made of the value of
these goods, and we came to the conclusion thataspecific and
ad valorem duty equivalent to 35 per cent. should be imposed.
This is one of the articles to which I referred in my remarks
with reference to the policy of the Government in chaug-
ing the Tariff. If you take u p the list of the American houses
in Winnipeg, you will find that they offer their agricultural
implements at precisely the same prices as our manufactur-
ers have been selling them for, and in some cases mcn who
were agents for our manufacturers in the North-West, have
become agents for American manufacturers, and a fair
inference is that they allow them a larger margin than our
own people allow them. The result is, that unless some
steps are taken., the Americans will drive our people out of
that market, and they will then increase the price of
the implement to the consumer. Our people show that
their prices are as low as those of the United States imple-
ments, and we ask Parl jament to say-inasmuch as the people
of Canada, who manufacture these implements, can produce
thnem as cheaply and sell them at from 10 to 15 per cent.
less than in 1878, and are prepared to supply them as cheap
as the Ainericans-that theyshall not bodeprived of our own
market, and therefore we ask for this increase in the Tariff.

Mr. BLAKE. Wbat are tho proportions between the
specifie and ad? valorem duties ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. We propose to make it 35 per
cent. It is now :5 per cent.

Mr. BLAKïE. HIow- much is specifc ?
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. About one-half, I think.
Mr. BLAKE. What are the proportions of specific and

ad valorein duties ?
Sir LEONAIRD TILLEY. About half each, I think.

The same principl cof specifie and ad valorem duties is
applied, as the House will sec as I proceed, to carriages.
In many cases inferir goods are sent into Canada, their de-
fects being coveredwith putty and varnish, and under-valued
and inferior; and ie Governmant has decided that ths only
way to reaci suh is to impose a speci tie and ad valcremn
duty. Bcd comforters .nd quilts, now paying 20 por cent., ir
is proposed shall pay 27- per cent.; boot and shoe laces are
to pay 30 per cent. instead of 20 per cent. -they are now
manufacturcd in the Dominion, and can be fariLlhed as
cheaply as the importCd if the manufactrer can secure the
market. Braces andi suspenders, now p ying :z5 per cent. are
to pay 30 pur cént.; playing cards, now 35 pr cent., 6 ets.
per pack; carIages, now 30 per cent., are to pay a specific
and ad valorern duty equal to 35 per c nt. on the same prin-
ciple as that applied to agriculturalimplemets.

Mr. BLAKE. Is i about equally dividedi ?
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes, I think it is 15 or

20 ad valorem, and the balance is specific. Children's car-
riages are to pay the saine. Cordage of ait hinds, 20 per
cent. Cordage for shipping purposes at present pays 10 per
cent. and ail other cordage 20 per cent.; and what is the
result ? The result is that ncarly ail the cordage imported
into Canada is for shipping purposes. It. isi now proposed
that ail cordage shahl pay 20 per cent. Ten cents per ton
will be added to the drawback pail to the builders of new
ships in the Dominion. Tbis change is madle in order to ive
the manufacturers of cordagein Canada a fair chance, which
they have not now. Cotton, printcd or dyed, ncw 20 pcr cent.,
after t1e 1ast Januarî-y reït will pay 27 per cent. There are
establisbments for the nanufacturo of theso goods
being built ia Canada. When the .Tariff wa-r cbanged
in 1879, w imposed only a RevenueTariffduty. Whenever
capitalists were in a position to manufacture it in Canada
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we stated, it would be placed on the same footing as other pro-
tected goods ; but as they will not be ready to manufacture
before the 1st of January, it is proposed that the new duty
shal not go into force until that date. Jewel, watch, and
similar cases, lined with satin or silk, now 25 per cent. are to
pay 30 per cent. The material now pays 30 per cent., and it is
proposed to place the manufacturers of the cases in a botter
position by making the duty on the manufactured article 30
per cent. Cane or ruttan, split, to be 25 per cent.; it is now
20 per cent. There is an establishment for the manufacture
of ruttan goods at Woodstock. They furnish the split cane
to furniture manufacturers, and they furnish it of as good
quality and as cbeaply as the imported article. This indus-
try is capable of being maide one of the most flourishing in
the country, and it is desirable to give them some protection.

It being Six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. When the Speaker left the

Chair I was calling attention to the proposed increaees
in the Tariff. I think the last article I referred to was split
cane. It is proposed to increase the duty on cane from 20 to 25
per cent.. It is also proposed to change the duty on fruit
in air-tight cans. There is a different duty imposedupon fruit
which is sweetened and fruit which is not sweetened in the
Tariff as it stands at present; but there have been so many
attempts to enter sweetened fruit at the low rate of duty, that
I propose to place the same duty upon al fruit in cans-
3 ets per 1 lb. can. Iron bedsteads, I propose shall
now be classed as furniture and be placed at 35 per cent.
On show cases, now paying 35 per cent., a specific duty of
$2 is teo added. E½ cloth, now paying 20 per cent., is
to pay 30 per cent. A first.class article is now being manu-
factured in that line in the Dominion, and is sold at a price as
low as it can b imported for and less; and the parties who
manufacture it simply ask that they may have the market.
Jute carpeting, matting or mats, now 20 per cent., are to be
25 per cent. ad va rein. Lamp wicks, now 20 per cent., are to
be 30 per cent. Music, printed, now paying 6 ets. per lb.,
I propose shall pay 10 ets. per lb. Fancy paper, now paying
25 per cent., is to pay 30 per cent, fthe same as wall paper.
Iron pumps in addition to the 25 per cent. duty now
paid, to pay 50 ets. oach specific duty. Steel in ingots,
bars, sheets, coils, I propose shall pay $5 per ton,
on and after 1st of July next, when steel will be
manufacturel in Canada. Files, now 30 per cent.,
are to pay a specific duty : under 9 inches in length,
5 ets. per lb.; 9 inches and over 3 ets. per lb. Tin
crystals are to pay 20 per cent. Vinegar, now 12 ets. per
gallon, is to be 15 ets. per Imperial gallon. Vegetables, that
is, tomatoes, including corn and peas in cans, are to pay 2Cts.
per lb. eau. Tomatoes have been charged 2 ets. per can of
a pound, but it is proposed to include peas and other vege-
tables at the same rate as tomatoes. I referred, a short time
ago, to the proposed reduction of the Excise daty on to-
bacco. I now desire to refer to the proposed Excise duty
on cigars. At present it is 40 ets. per lb. It is pro-
posed that, between this and 1st of July next, the Excise
duty on cigars, manufactured from imported tobacco, shall
be 30 ets. per lb., and that after 1st July, when the
stamps have been prepared and the arrangements made in
the Department for the change, it shall be $3 per thousand.
That will make a difforence after July-the Customs duty
remaining as it is-in favor of the manufacturers of $1.8à
per thousand. On cigars made from home-grown tobacco,
the Excise duty will be $1.50 per thousand, after July lt,
but it will remain at 15 ets. per Ib. Lin the meantime.
This covers very generally the articles, except one I do not
recollect having referred to, but which I am quite sure is Ln
the resolution, cotton duck. Cotton duck for ship sails and
for fishing vessels and boats now pays 5 per cent. A large
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portion of the cotton duck imported during the past year oi
two has been imported for theso purpose, but it hai
been found that much of it-in oue case 70.000 yardE
-though imported for sails of vessels, bas been used for ten t
purposes in t:e North-West. As we were losing revenue by
it, and as the manufacturers were interfered with in this re
spect, it is proposed to make no exception, but to return 20
per cent. duty to the importers when they show that the
duck thus imported was used for ships' purposes and for sai1'
which means, of course, that the manufacturer is in a better
position than ho was, and importers are all in a like position
Imay state that within the last three or four weeks a very
influential deputation waited upon the Government with re
ference to the extension of our trade with the West Indies.
It was suggested that the Government should take stops to
soe if some arrangement could not be made, especially with
the sugar producing countries, and especially with the West
India Colonies, where lhey produce sugar and other pro-
ducts imported into the Dominion of Canada, by which we
could increase the exohange of the natural products and
manufacture of the Dominion of Canada for the products
of the West Indies. The deputation was informed by the
Government that their proposition was perfectly in accord
with their policy, that they were in a position to ask
the House, providing such arrangements could be made,
to reduce the duty upon sugar from all countries that
would give us an equivalent by the reduction of the
duty on the manufactures and products of Canada. Instead
of asking Parliament, at the present time to reduce
the duty upon sugar or molasses, we propose to continue
the enquiries we entered upon some time since, with the
view of extending trade with the West India Colonies.
We have, in the past, experienced considerable dif-
culties, because these colonies have very little revenue
to spare. We find them anxious that we should give
favorable consideration to their productions, but when we ask
for a reduction of the duty on Canadian products, they hesi-
tate, because they find it difficult to surrender the necessary
revenue. In reference to Cuba, we proposed te the Spanish
Government, through the High Commissioner in London,
te ask Parliament for a subsidy for a steamer to ply between
Canada and Cuba under the French flag, we paying the
subsidy, if the products of Canada would be admitted on the
terme which are extended te importa under the Spanish
flag. That proposition, after some consideration, was refused.
Other propositions have been before the Spanish Governmenti
for some time, and down to the present time they have not
been successful, although, unlike the proposition in reference
to subsidizing a steamer under the French flag, they have
not refused them, and they are still under consideration.
I can say, on behalf of the Government, that it is their
intention during the Recess to enter into negotiation wi
the West India Islands, and other sugar producing and coffeo
producing countries, to see whether any arrangement can
be made by which we would be justified in submitting to Par-'
liament, when we next assemble, a reduction of the duty on
sugar and molasses, on receiving as an equivalent for it a
reduction of duty on the natural products and maunfactures
of Canada. In addition to that, we have been endea-
voring to negotiate arrangements with France, by
which the products of Canada may be admitted on more
favorable terme than they are at present. Down to the
present time, while the negotiations are not broken off but
are still continued, we have not been successful; and I desire
here and at this time to state, on behalf of the Goverument
that, if we fail to make satisfactory arrangements with
Governments that do not place the products-the natural
products and manufactures-of Canada on equal terms with
those of any other country, we will ask Parliament at the
fnext Session to impose a duty of 10 pe- cent. additional on
their products until they grant us such terms. This is the
policy of the Government with reference to these questions, 

r and 1 trust that tho changes that are now propsed-
s though we have flot beon al;le Ce grant alit that was asked
s-wilt mneet the appropriaiion of the Houso and the country.

t Stili we feel that ini theo res>Itutioti8 tlha we now lay on
r the Table of the House we are ('oftifning the poliey that

is1 calculated te strengtben the man4'auu-ing- and other
industrial interests of the Domninion etfan 1a. now, Sir,

9turn from the subjeet 6f the Tariff te the probable income,
and expenditure for the next fiscal year. It is estirnated

vthat the revenue for the next fiscal yeair will be:. from
,. Custorns, 82 1,500,000; that is less than is estimated for the
7present year, occasioned in part by the changes in the Tariff,
*of $1,00QO,0000 to $1,200,000, certainiy $ 1,000,000, from
Customs and Excis--e. The revenue from Excise we estimate
at $5,400,000, whicb. is $500)000 lems than la estimated

ifor the preH-ent year. The reduction would *be greater,
tbut we will lose some $300,000 Excise duty in the pre-

* sent year, because it has been well known by the
m nanfacturers and retailers of tobacco that the Con-

Sgresa of the United States preposed te reduce the duty
ithero, and they knew perfectiy well the duty must be
ireduced bore, and, therefore, purchaisers bave net bought
1more than was absoiutely nece8sary, and those who have

bad stocks on band have not deqirel,. to inerease them.
Therefore we wiil lose, neo don bt, $300,000 or $400,000 on
tobacco duîing the corning ycar. Post office recoipts we
estimate at 81,V50,000; revenue fx-orn public %vox-ks,

1 3,000,000; intet-est on irivesti-nents, $800,000, and froînl
other sour-ces, $SOLQOOO more, making the total r-ennuo
$33.250,00Oi). The fihstiimntcs tlat ai-e now befo>i-ot!xo lou;ýo
are noniy $30,00000, ancd it wi.Il bc found tbat Supple-
mentar- Thtimratos wil bc brought down, rcndei-ing noces-
sary, I arn satihfied, au a.dditional expciîditure, bt I
think wo înay fairly os,,ýtimnaLe thc sui-plus at $3,000,000)
for next ycar. The estirnatcd cxpendituî-e for neXt
year, esa cmpared with the estimated expenditure
for the present year, shows an incroase of evar $1,000,000.
The increases are stated as follows :-Poat office,
$220,000. A very large increase Is rcquired next year for
the following teason: the business bas grown to sncb a
volume, that under the ai-rangement that was made with
the Girand-' Trunk ilZailway, by whicb tho Post Office De-
paitment had the use of hiaif a car for postal l)l1lPIes, the
business cou Id not be tî-ansacted in balf a car-, and we wexeo
compelled te, mako- arrangemnents for' a whole car, and this
additional ontlay on the Grand Trtunk Ri>ihv:xty alone in-
volvod an increased expenditure of $25,000. Thon the
increased business on the Intercolonial liailway was s;uch
that the Department demnanded that the road be placed
on the same footing as other linos, that they wore entitied
te the sanie compensation for ciu-xying the mail as othet-
lines, anidedmandel that the appropriation for the
pestai service should bo increased. Of' course, a-i t4 Inter-
colonial IRailway is a Governmcnt oad, it is tukzing money,
eut of one peeket and putting i'- iL it(> the othet-, bat it
was thouglit to bc a properai-ng nt and tis increase
amounts te $33>000. ln the No.-ý h- We':dthte pr-oposed ln-
creased expenditurefbornext ya ~nsto s1)o!ehingliko
$57,000, se thoro iN nearly S 2)00 oin thcese threo
itemisatone. Thon wéhavco pt-ojp -al.s îoestiiblish Dew offices;
the fact la we find every day nli e-70ly wo pliain
from the eider l>i-ovineûes sF ig ociî- accommoda-
tien), and as the revenue is 111sWginaboat the saine pr-o-
portion ais the expenctiture, wvo tri-at t tbat the r-evenue fl-cm
this source, tbeugyh it wiil not qui cover$200-cus
the auni paid te, the raiiways ii ,:leXeeIs of for-mer
payments and for it there N n ro rctur-n-will 1,11ge0Y
corne back te the Treasuî-y. 'flic expeons are regu-
lated by the receipt-s, te a eonsidorable extenit,
because nearly ail the postadsers, ex(ep1 tÀ,Ios-o ln th, citles
receive 40 per cent. on. their r3cc;pts as salary, and as the
receipts increase, the salaries inecaiee as aise do thoe
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charges on the Department. The increase in the Civil Service way, and on the Sveys of the North-West. Under
Estimates, as hon. gentlemen will notice by the Estimates these circumtances, 8r, I think the contry wili not
on the Table of the Flouse, is $130,000-a larger amount object to the increased expenditnre, when they find
than in any year for some time back. I may mention that that the taxation is fot increased. Now, Sir,
of that sum, $33,000 was formerly paid out for salaries to having proceeded thus far, may I be permitted to
officers in that service. Then in the vote3for the Geological cati the attention of the Honse for a few moments to
Survey-it having been in the Department of the Post- the verdict of Jane last. Lt was a very marked verdict. Lt
master-General, alone are nineteen or twenty-onemen, was marked, Sir, because of the statement by hon. gentle-
I forget which, who were employed as packers, and men opposite, that the country was misled, in 1878, wbon
paid out of contingencies, but who have been transferred the Tarif resolutions were submitted by the Governmert.
under the Act to the Civil Service expenditure, inaking in t was that the statements made tlronghoit the
that item an addition of something like 813,000. In country in tbe Elèctions of 1878 were not justified b
the Department of the Interior, the work bas grown so the Tarif that was bronght down. It was known that a
rapidly, and is becoming so enormous, that the expendi- general poiicy had been propounded by the right hon, leader
ture, in order to keep up with the requirements of the vast of the Government, thon the leader of the Opposition,'with
settlement in that country, in the way of the survey, sale reference te protection te the industries of the country. Lt
and allotments of land, has necessarily been largely increas- was known that in the Elections of 1878 that general policy
ed, the amit in that Department being altogether b130,000. wae prcsentod to the country. But when we came here in
The hon. Minister of Agriculture asks for next*ycar 1879, and iu subscquent years, and put that policy iute the

2.00;000 more than was voted for the presont year. The form of aresolution for the consideration of Parliament, thon
largely increased immigration, and the amoaunt givon in aid we found hon. gentlemen rieing in the Lieuse nd chargir)g
of immigration by the Department of 4griculture will not, individual mcmber8, and the (ovrnment as a whole, wilh
I think, be objected to by Parliament or the country, if the having failed te carry out what thcy had pledged them-
results prove to be such as are anticipated. The Public selves to carryont before the Elctions of 1818. Weil, Sir,
Works expenditure it is proposed to increase by 6265,000. we have the satisfaction of knowing that aftcr that policy had
As we have the means, there is a demand for an increased been put inte form, after it had been adoptcd by Parlin-
number of these public buildings, and in many cases it will be ment, after it lad been in operation for threo years, and
found that the rent now paid for buildings used by the the people were appealed to with refence to its detaik,
Customs and Excise Departments; by the Weights and two-thirds of the pcoplc's repreeentatires are Dow in
Measures offices, and by the Post Office Department,will only this lIouse to sustain that policy. There is tho stili mora
be about equivalent to the interest of the proposed expend- significant fact, Sir, thut eight gentlemen who sat on that
iture for those purposes, The increase ir mail subsidies willsido of the fouse, and who had been members cf the lree
be $48,000. This is to meet the expenditure-provided Trade Goverument provions te 1878, with the Froc Tr-îd-
arrangements are made, and they are now in course of com- ex-Speaker, lest their elections. That verdict was vcry
pletion-for two lines of steamers, each running monthly- rarkcd, aise, because we were teld iu the lato Parliament
which, of course, under this arrangement will make a that this policy would have the effect of driving ont
fortnightly service-from Germany and Belgium te Can-cf thc Union the smaller Provinces, fias it driven out
ada, for the purpose of encouraging and extending the the smaller Provinces? What is the verdict? Two-thirds
trade and emigration between Canada and those coun- of the members electcd in June Ist from the smaller
tries. Then there is an increase in lighthouse and Provinces are sent here to support this policy. And I
c-ast service of $22,000. This is in the direction think hon. members who we members of the late fouse
of praetically cheaponing freight, and increasing the will pardon me if I say- that I feel a speciaî pride and
value of all artielos exported, and decreasing the cost of satisfaction in standing beto-night as the rop-osentative
articles imported into the 1)uminion. The increase in Cus- cf NewvBrunswiek; because those who were here during the
toms expendituro is -15,000, of which $25,000 is in Mani- last tlwe or four years know how offen I was taunted with
toba and the North-West. This increase will bereadily under- the statenient that I misreprosented my native Province.
stood by hon. gentlemen when I tell them that the pro. Unfortunatcly, we lad but few supporters bore aftor 1878
babilities are, that this year Manitoba will be the third snstaining this policy; butat the Gencral Elections of 1882,
port in the Dominion, so far as revenue is concerned, so that what was the verdict? Though I was specially charged with
the increased exponditure cannot be avoided, the incr-eased risrepresenting what the poiicy of the Goverument would
work rcndering it imperative. The same thing may bc, a majority bas beea i3ent from my Province te sustain
be said with regard to Excise. The increase on public this policy. Sir, the majority of the vote was larger for
works and canals is $26,000; Dominion lands $30,000; the policy than the representation lathe fouse. That
and there will be a probable expenditure for mittia pur- is another important Act. I teck the liberty te
poses, under the Bill now beforo tho louse, to the extent of say te thc hon, leader cf the Opposition, Iast Session
about $150,000. To these sumis will have to be and the Session before : If you expeet ever to
added-if Parliament sustains the proposition-the bonus core te this aide cf the fouse, you must accept thc
to be paid to the iron manufacturers dnring next year. National Policy." Now, I hold that the verdict given in
Under those circumstances, Sir, while nominally there June last was most emphatie, and proves thc truth
appoars to be a largo increased expenditure, there will be cf my statement, that hou. gentlemen opposite must accept
practically, even in the next year, a very considerable the National Policy before thcy can hope te core on this
return from the Departments where that monoy is exponded. side cf the House. Thc fiat bas gene forth, and it wilie
And I may add this-that, althongh I sated that last year popetual. And it is tus: that the hand muet perish that
the taxation requisite to meet the expenditure of the Do- attempts te renove ene single stone from the foundation,
minion was 13 ets. a head less than the average of 1874-78, oroesngle arch from the superstructure of the national
and for the current year i cent. more, the increase nowedi o csoundation was se carefuliy laid and super-
proposed will, if you take the average of the three year, structure sekillfuUy superintendcd by thc right hoa.
leave the taxation just about what it was from 1874 to 1878, gentleman whcse name I need net mention in this floue.
notwithstanding the fact, as I stated before, that at the cloeeeiI aid, in 1880 and 1881, fIat whenevcr an Election
of this year we shall have exponded 8 1,000,000 on the came, this poiicy would be sustained, fiat after it had been
Pacifie Railway, on the enlargement of our canals, on five. ycars on thc Statute.book; and after having been
the extension and equipment of the Inatercolonial Rail- perfected frein tino time, it would nover b. ropealed.
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Un.der these cireumstances, I desire to lay upon the Table to take are those of the official documents furnished by the
of the House the resolutions that, when we are in Com- Government to the louse; the figures I shall adduce, will be
mittee, I propose to move in confirmation and perfection figures not cooked in any manner by myself, but those placed
of that policy. in our hands by the Government of the day. And am I not

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). We have had again the fair in doing so? While I admit the hon. Finance Minister
pleasure of listening to the financial statement from the has a right to make explanations as to the increase in vari-
hon. Finance Minister of the Dominion. It is a statement ous directions, ho will not forget that the same state of
of a groat deal of importance to every hon. member of this things prevailed under the Mackenzie Administration
louse, as, no doubt, it is to every citizen of the country who -that if there is justification now, there was justifica.
takes any interest in the affairs of State. I have listened, tion thon; that if there is an increased expenditure
in common wi4h others, as carefully as I could to the and an increased revenue now, there was an increased
regnarke that bave fallen from the lips of the hon. gentle- revenue following an increased expenditure then. Thore-
man who administers our finances. It is impossible, of fore, for the purposes of comparisn-and it is by com-
course, to remember all the points, to recollect all the parison we* learn-ail the specious arguments of the hon.
statements, much less to carry in one's mind or jot down as gentleman must be cast aside, and we must take the figures
they are uttered all the figures and tables of figures that as they are furnished to us in the Public Accounis, and judg.
may be given ; but I think I have been able to gather, ing from them we must determine what the record of this
from the statements that have fallen from the hon. gentle- Government has been. I do not desire to go too far back in
man's lips, enough to enable me to, at any rate, follow in the history of the country; J, therefore, make brief mention
some measure the line of his argument, and to notice at of the fact that, while the present Government were in
some length some of the statements ho bas made and power seven years prior te the Mackenzie Administration,
the deductions he as drawn therefrom. No doubt the they justified the charge that we have to make upon this
debate will go on, and many other hon. members will take occasion upon them-that they incroased at an enormous
part in it, and it will be quite possible for them, when the rate, and with prodigions speed, the public expenditure; that
figures we have listened to are in print and in the possession in their seven years they ran it up from $13,000,000 to
of hon. meimbers, to carefully scan them and see whether the 823,000,000 ; that they ran the controlla ble expenditure
interpretation placed upon them by the hon. Finance from $3,000,000 to $8,000,000. Thon they were succeeded
Minister can be fully borne out. This task I leave in the by an Administration, who, for five years, conducted the
hands of hon. gentlemen on both sides of the House who, I atfairs of this country, and I propose now to look ut the re-
am sure will be able to deal intelligently with the subject. cord of that Government and to compare it, not with the
Following thon the lino adopted by the hon. Finance record Of this Govelrnment in the seven years preceding, for
Minister, I am brought first to consider the question of that is past and gone, but to compare it withl tho record of
administration with reference to the public exponditure. this Governmert for the fivo years that have succeeded the
The hon. gentleman knew that the Public Accounts were in period, taking the Estimates for the coming year 1883-84.
the handis of members; ho knew they showed that there What are the facts, Sir? When the Mackenzie Admin-
had been a very great increase of expenditure; and ho did istration came into power the expendituro was $23,316,316.
what it was only natural ho should do, ho sought to break the They remained in power five years, and whon they went
force of that fact by attempting to explain and justify each out of power it had increased to $24,455,381, or an increase
item, in order, if possible, to save himself, and the Adminis- of$1,139,065 during the five years. Now, Sir, we are taking
tration of which he is one of the able members, from blamo the Estimates that have been placed upon the Table for the
and censure in that regard. Nor am I disposed to say that year 1883-84, and what do they show ? Simply an increaso
ho altogether failed in showing that in some of this increased of a little over bi,0o0,000 as the Mackenzie Administration
expenditure there is a corresponding benefit derived from showed? No, Sir, but it exhibits an inci case of 1,94,619.
the receipts of diflerent Iepartments in which this increased These are the bare facts. Looking at them wo ean readily un-
expenditure is made; nor do I desire, though the hon. gentle- derstand how desirable it was on the part of the bon. Finance
man seemed to think i t was part of our policy to withhold this Minister, that ho should attempt somo explanation to account
information from the publie, to withhold it from them. I am for this rapid increase, which explaniaion is of no avail, inas-
quite willing that the people of this country should under- much as the mitigating circumstances mentioned by him
stand, that while we have increased the expenditure upon operated under the Mackenzie Administration as well as
our raiiways and canals, we have also increased the revenue under his. The expenditure when those gentlemen who
therefrom, and that thatshould be taken into account. But, denounced the Mackenzie Administration for their ex-
Sir, the point I think the country is interested in is this: travagance went out of power, was $24,455,381 ; to-dayi
that iin ail these explanations, in all these justifications, the by the Estimates placed upon the Table of the
people are sometimes apt to be bewildered and to say: " Why House, the hon. Finance Minister asks us to give
can't you Members of Parliament, in dealing with figures, him $30,250,000 to carry on the affairs of the coun-
give us some figures that may be taken and accepted as cor- try. Sir, there is another test with reference to the ccono-
rect-withoutexplanat ion, without justification, without mical management of the affairs by the Goerniment, and
explaining away. Why not give us figures upon which we that is the ordinary expenses of the Government-the c.on-
can all agree ?" Now, Sir, I think that this is the duty of the trollable exponditure; that expenditure, w hich a gentleman
Governmont, and I think that it is my duty, addressing my- who is now a member of the Government, during the time
self now to the task oi attempting to reply, though it may of the Mackenzie Administration, declared was as much
he but feebly, to the uttorances of the hon. Finance Minister. under the control and the management of the Ministry of
And if I do that, I will have but little difficulty in convincing the day as were their bousehold expenses. When the hon.
the people that the hon. gentlemen opposite who, when in member for East York took possession of the Govern ment le
Opposition for five years, charged upon the Administration found the controllable expenditure was $8,324,076. fie
of that day, gross extravagance, because the public admininistered the public affairs for five years, and when ho
expenditure had been increased, are themselves guilty left office ho left the controllable expenditura at $6,941,Û77.
of still greater extravagance. I will be able to charge Instead of increasing the controllable expenditure, ho
back upon those hon. gentlemen, and it will not be for succeeded in decreasing it by $1,382,499. But, Sir, what is
thiem to rosent anything in this direction, they them- the record of the hon, gentlemen opposite with reference to
selves having adopted that lino cf criticism when they this controllable expenditure since tbey have attained power?
Occupied this side of' the HiQ.e The fgures I propose Taking their expenditure for a like pe iiod Of five yearO
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including their Estimates for 1883-84, what do we find ?
When they came into office the controllable expenditure was
86,941,577; they ask us this year to give them $10,073,015 ;
in other words, in their five years, instead of decreasing
it, as the Mackenzie Administration did nearly
81,500,000, they have increased it 83,131,438.
There, Sir, is a plain financial statement of
figures that no man who is desirous of discussing
the question can get behind, for they stand for com-
parison by the people of this country and the hon. members
of thiEslouse to look into for themselves, and to judge with
reference to the protestations of economical management on
the part of hon. gentlemen opposite. If we were to look
into them in detail what would we find ? We 'would find
that in all the departments of the Government there is a
very greatly increased expenditure. Take the item of
Civil Government. In the year 1878-79-for I take the
year 1879, though bthe Mackenzie Administration were in
power but a part of that year; but I desire to take all the
hon. gentleman can fairly charge upon them-8861,170
sufficed for the purpose of Civil Government. This year
we are asked to give theb hon. gentlemen opposite $1, 109,100
for the same purpose, or an increase of $247,930. When
Iwe were in power the hon. gentlemen opposite were fond
of charging us with employing a larger -staff of mon
than was requisite, but they have inereased it to
a wonderful extent. Then 302 mon, at a cost
of $343,510, sufficed to run all the Departments. Now
they come down, and, by their Estimates, ask to employ 499
men at a cost of $538,989; they ask us to give them 197
more servants in the difforent Departments than the
Mackenzie Administration had, at an inereased cost of
$195,479. They ask us to increase the staff 65 per cent.,
and the pay 57 per cent. Thus we have some idea of how
matters go. If we were to take a peep into contingencies
of Civil Government, into the little odds and ends jotted
down for this and that purpose, we would find that extrav-
agance has run riot in the Departments in regard to con-
tingent expenses. Little expenses are jotted down under
convenient heads, but they are specified sometimes, and we
are able te form a judgment respecting them. In looking
into contingencies I find hon. Ministers, now occupying the
Treasury benches, spending thousands of dollars for travel-
ling expenses, where hundreds sufficed under the Mackenzie
Administration. I find considerable sums set down in items
of that kind; and ifI were to go through the various Depart-
ments and specify items, hon. members would be inclined
to laugh and wonder whether some of the items charged
were really correct or not. I find an increase in bthe Militia
Department 81,106 in contingencies alone. I find placed
down for cab hire alone, $550. I am not objecting to the
hon. Minister of Militia engaging a cab once in a while, or
even oftener; but I do object te the demoralizing affect of
the hon. Minister of Militia-a man who should be trained
to war-riding about in a cushioned carriage. I would
recommend, not with the view oftaking away from the case
which I desire the hon. gentleman to enjoy, but, in order
that there may be no demoralizing influence on the force,
that he ahould put down instead of " cab hire," "war steeds,"
so that the Militia might think that the hon. Minister was
engaged in practising with bis war charger, in order the
more effectually to shdw an example of bravery and effi
ciency to the troope under him. Let me now come down
to the Secretary of States' Department, which shows an
increase of $924. The item of cab hire figures there to the
extent of $331. And se we might go on through the
Department of the Interior, which, however, I will not
touch upon, because, no doubt, the hon. First Minister,
having had his attentioncalled to the matter, will see that
economy is practised in the future, as he was careful to prese
upon my friend the member for East York when he occupied
theposition oflead of a Department. And so we might go
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through the Department of Publie Works, where a certain
Mr. Mackay is mentioned in the Auditor General's Report
as having been paid $1,109, the Auditor General remarking
that he had not been able to get an exact copy of the account
and full details, Thus we find, all through the Departments,
increase of staff, inercase of cost, increase in contingent
expenses; and the Government are running the mad race
they ran wbon in power before, and are expending, I
repeat, thousands, where hundreds served for the same
purpose when Mr. Mackenzie was in power. We next
come to the question of Immigration and Quarantine.
$212,224 answered for that service during the Mackenzie
Administration, while hon. gentlemen opposite are asking
this year for the like purpose, $570,487, or, in addition to
what was expended at that time, $358,263, an increase of
expenditure under that head amounting to nearly 150 per
cent. We are entitled to some explanation in regard to
this increase, and the House did not receive it from the
hon. Finance Minister. Hon. members who were in
this House at the time the Canadian Pacifie Railway bargain
was submitted, will remember how the hon. the First
Minister insisted that the bargain should be completed soon,
because the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company were then
about initiating an extensive system of immigration in con-
cert with the Dominion Govern ment; and it was of the utmost
necessity that the bargain should be consummated quickly,
in order that they might be enabled to go over to the Old
Country and perfect a system of immigration, and let this
country have the benefit of it. That bargain was consum-
mated. I think the terms were extravagant, that the company
obtained terms altogether too liberal from the people of
this Dominion. But what have they done with respect to
this matter of immigration ? How comes it that we are
asked to devote $358-,263 more to promote immigration
than before this company was formed, when we were told
expressly that one of the great benefits conferred by the
company was to be that they would reduce the cost of immi-
gration, they acting as immigration agents in bringing
men here. I have not seen the report of the Canadian
Pacifie Railway Company, and I therefore make this remark
subject to correction, but I have been informed that in the
report of that company there does not appear the expendi-
ture of a single dollar for immigration purposes. And yet
the Government of Canada proposes to expend 150 per
cent. more for immigration purposes than it did before
that company was formed. For whose benefit? If the
lands in the North-West had been ours, if colonization com-
panies had not been so largely increased, and if the lands
had not been locked up in the hands of those companies, and
the railway company, then I could understand that we
might derive some benefit from that expenditure ; but the
land being tied up in every shape and form, I fear the money
voted for the purpose will be used far more for the purpose
of enhancing and benefiting the Canadian Pacifie Railway
Company than for benefiting the country whose money is
being used for that purpose. We pass on to consider the
question of Pensions and Suporannuations. $221,326
answered for that service under the late Government, but
8293,385 are now asked for, being an increase of 872,059.
Public Works were managed for $1,013,593, but $2,447,940
are asked, being an increase of $1,484,347. Under the head
of Miscellaneous, $101,602 proved sufficient in 1875, but we
are now asked to vote $194,950. Indian grants involved an
expenditure of $489,327 in 1879, we are now asked to vote
$875,949. Here I must say that the remarks of the hon. the
Finance Minister in regard to that point carried a good deal
of weight. If this money is required to be expended on the
Indiate, fault cannot fairly be found with the Government
in adopting the plan of conciliating the Indiane. The expen-
diture for Mounted Police has inereased from $344,823 to
S416,000, being an increase of'$71,177. This outlaytor the
Mounted Police, if required in order to preserve the peao¢
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and well-being of the country, is an item to which I will not
take very great exception ; but I take the opportunity to
point out that hon, gentlemen opposite, when in Opposition,
found fault with expenditures in the very Departments in
which increases are new observable. We find that $719,711
answered for the Customs Department in 1878-79, but now
we are asked to vote for this service $779,450, or an increase
of $59,729. Permit me here to say, I think that this is an
expenditure which may fairly be justified, and I an not pre-
pared to find fault with it. I ara free to admit that the admin-
1stration of this Department by the hon. Minister, who pro-
sides over it, has been remarkably economical, and it is but
fair to give him credit for it; but 1 do not wish him to
assume that I consider he has diseharged his duty in all
respects, because I have tofind fault with some matters with
reference to the administration ofhis Department; but he las
kept closer te the line which ho laid down for himself, than
other hon. members of the Government who sit beside him
have donc. I wish I could say the same thing with ref.
erence to the Excise Department with which I have to find
fault. Hon. gentlemen opposite, when in Opposition, de-
nounced the extravagance of the Mackenzie Government,
on account of the great cost attending its administration;
but whereas that Government asked for $211,064 for this
Department in the year 1879, we are now asked to vote
$288,380 to do the same work,or $77,316 more to do the work
for the year 1884, than was necessary in 1879. Well, Sir, it
cannot be alleged, as the hon. Minister of Customs might
allege in bis case,that there is an increase in the revenue from
this Department,and agreater volume of merchandiso hand-
led, or greater traffie to be looked after ; for we find that the
revenue from Excise, in 1879, was $5,390,763, while this
year the hon. the Minister of Finance estimates receipts of
$5,400,000 from this source, being almost precisely the
same as they were in the year 1879, and yet we are asked
to expend $77,316, or 33J per cent, more for collecting this
revenue than was demanded during the last year of the
Mackenzie Administration, when they were denounced for
their extravagance. In reference to it, Sir, I trust that
the hon. Minister who presides over this Department, will
give his attention to it, instead of devoting his time,
which a Minister of the Crown should give to the duties of
his Department, to other matters-now that the Ontario
Elections are over-elections which did not concern
that hon. gentleman in the slightest degree. I hope
he will find it convenient to discharge the duties of
his office, which should not suffer from his taking part in a
Local Election in a Province to which ho does not belong ;
and will see to it, that lie rectifies the gross extravagance
which pervades his Department, shown by the immense
sum asked for it by the Government. With reference to
the Post Office Department, we find that we are asked to
vote 453,887 more than was required in 1879. This item,
I shall not criticise very closely, because I think that the
hon. Finance Minister gave a reason-and a gool reason,
I wili even go the length of saying-for this increase li
this Department. We must expect it, while we are
opening up a new country as we are doing in the im-
mense No th-West, and while providing necessary postal
facilities, we must make up our minds to the fact that we
must have an increased expenditure in this Department; and
we will rejoice if the bon. gentleman is able next year, as lie
was today, to say that the increase in the revenue from
this source was greater during the coming year than was
the case during the past year. I think that the next
pqint alluded to by the hon. the Finance Minister was the
result of the working of the Tarifftas between GreatBritain
and the United States; and he took credit to himself, while
speaking on this subject, that the position which he had
taken when it was discussed with a good deal of vigor in
1879, was fully justified by the returns; and that the posi-
tion which was taken by hon. gentlemen on this side of thel

House was not borne out by the facts. With an ingenuity
that rather characterizes him- and which he is willing to
ascribe to hon. gentlemen on this aide of the House, when it
suits him to do so-he took certain years which made out
apparently a case for himself; but I would ask him to take
the bearing of the trade between Great Britain and
the United States as it now exista. Why did not the hon.
gentleman make a comparison in this respect between the
years 1881 and 188 2-years just following each other, Let
us not gi back five or six years to see whether the Tariff
works as he represents. What are the facts with reference
to those two years ? Have the importa from Great Britain
increased in greater ratio than the importa from the United
States. No ; but quite tho reverse. Instead of the position
of the hon. gentleman being borno out by the facts, the
position of the hon. gentlemen on this side of the House is'
fully borne out. What are the figures which are furnisbed
by the hon. Minister of Customs himself, and thore-
fore thoroughly reliable. In 1882, there entered into
consumption, of imports from Great Britain, 850,597,341
worth; and, in 1831, the importa from the same
country amounted in value to $43,583,808; or we had
an increase in the imports from Great Britain of gooda
entering into consumption in the year 1882, over the
year 1881, of 87,014,533. Well, then, we had entered for
consumption, in importa from United States in the year
1882, $48,289,052 worth; and, in 1881, we had from them
but $36,704,112 worth; or we had an increase, in the
importa from the United States, in 1882 over 1881,
of $11,584,940, against an increase in importa from Great
Britain of $7,014,533; and yet the hon. Finance Minister
thinks that his position is borne out by the facts, and that
the operation of the Tariff is sucb that the importa from
Great Britain have increased, while the importa from the
United States have decreased. Well, Sir, with reference
to the duties paid on these goods, what are the facta?
With regard to the $50,000,000 and over imported from
Great Britain in 1882, we collected a duty of $10,011,811,
which is as near as may be 20 per cent.; and, in 1881,
on $43,583,808 of imports from that country, the duty col-
lected amounted to $8,772,949, or the same average duty of
20 per cent. Now, what was the amount of the duty col-
lected on the goods imported from the United States ? On
the 848,289,052 worth of goods imported firom the United
States in 1882, the duty collected was $7,082,722, or only
15 per cent., as against 20 per cent. on British goode.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Hear, hear.

Mr. PATERSON. Yes ; hear, hear. The hon. Finance
Minister says, "hear, hear," but ho will not deny that I
have stated the figures correctly.

Sir LEONARD TJLLEY. Yes; but the fact is mislead-
ing, Mr. Speaker, because he required to look at the rate of
duty collected in 1878 in order to reach a correct conclusion
as to the effect of the Tariff.

Mr. PATERSON. I have no doubt, Mr. Speaker, that
the conclusion is very misleading if applied to the con-
clusions drawn by the hon. Finance Minister; but it is
anything but misleading when applied to the point which
I am making. I have shown, I think, that the duty
paid on British importa exceeded 20 per cent. in the
years 1881 and 1882, while the duty on the United States
importa in each case was 15 per cent.; and I pointed out
that from the year 1881 to 1882 the importa from Great
Britain increased but 87,000,000, while the importa during
the same period from the United States inereased over
$11,000,000. Therefore these figures effectually disprove
the position taken by the hon. Finance Minister, and fully
establish what was contended for by hon. gentlemen on this
aide of the louse. Now, let me say bore, if it will be any
comfort to the hon. gentleman-and in this matter I speak
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entirely for myself-that I do net attach, and oever did
attach, as mach importance to the question of the imports
from Great Britain and the United States respectively, that
some hon. gentlemen have attached to it. True, i recognize
tie fact that in England we borrow our money, that her
flag floats over us, that her Army and Navy are pledged to
defend us, and therefore it was not exactly a thing that
might be called vory loyal te Great Britain to put on a Tariff
that would legislate specially against her. I have gone
that far in sentiment, but we ail know that in matters
of trade there is very little sentiment; and while we are
willing to give what advantages we might fairly accord to
Great Britain, we also recognize that while she is one of our
great customers, while we like to interchange our commo-
dities with her, we should never lose sight of the fact that
the great Republie te the south of us is a nation against
which we should not stir up feelings of strifo. I am one
of those who believe that it is not in the interests of Canada
that harsh words should be uttered against that nation.
When I find them taking $40,000,000 worth of our products,
and giving us gold, or what is equivalent to gold in return,
I value their trade as I value the trade of any other
country, and, therefore, I say that J have not attached
the importance to this question that some bon, gen-
tlemen seem te have attached to it. I merely allude
to this fact because the bon. Finance Minister thought
it necessary to establish every position he had ever
taken in the past with reference to Tarif changes, and sought
to prove himself in the right in regard to them, and in
consequOnce that those who differed from him were in the
wrong. The next point touched upon by the hon. - Finance
Minister was one with regard to which I confess I felt a
little sympathy for him; for even party warfare in the
House of Commons, and the desire to get the better of an
opponent, cannot prevent a little feeling of sympathy some-
times arising in one's breast when we find that opponent in
too tight a place for bis comfort. In such a tight place, I
may venture te say, without offending the feelings of the hon.
gentlemen, was the hon. Finance Minister when he touched
upon that subject which is known by the name of the
Balance of Trade. That was a subject upon which we have
had very strong arguments from the hon. Finance Minister.
That was a subject (f which hon. gentlemen opposite were
fully cognizant, a subject which they. had grasped in
its details, a subject as te which they had laid down
a cast-iron ruie, a subject which they had mastered
thoroughly and entirely. The position which they took upon
that question they held te be unassailable in its nature, and
the arguments adduced from this side were arguments which
they considered could net bear investigation. The hon.
iMinister of Customs in the year 1880, when the hon. gen-
tleman succeeded for one year in reducing the imports below
the exports, placed, or caused to be placed, in the Report of
the Commissioner of Customs te the Minister of Customs, in
the preface te the Trade and Navigation Returns, in a very
conspicuous position the statement that at last they had
accomplished what they bad claimed they would accom-
plish ; that they had equalized the imports with the experts,
and, therefore, that prosperity had dawned upon the country,
and that they bad thon achieved that which it was the duty
of statesmen to achieve. When I made a motion in the
louse with reference te another subject, the Minister of

Castons, in replying, said, that ail it was necessary to do
i answer te My argument was simply te point me to the
fact that the Commissioner had stated, in the preface te
the Trade and Navigation Returns, that we had equalized
the imports and the exports. Next year the balance of trade
was $7,000,000 against us. The Commissioner of Customs
alludes to that fact in a very gingerly manner in the pre-
face to the Returns. Nextyear the balance of trade against
us had swollen te $17,000,000, but the Commissioner of Cus-
tome forgot te report that fact altogether. Now, let us
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look at what the hon. Finance Minister himself said with
reference to this matter. That hon. gentleman, in speak-
ing at the Grand Conservative Convention, in Toronto, on
24th November, 1881, is reported to have used language
which I shall quote from the Mail newspaper; a newspaper
that gives a very correct report of the hon. gentlemen
opposite-reports quite as Correct as it sometimes gives to
hon. gentlemen on this aide, without my attribPting to them
any design to misrepresent. What I mean to state le, tha6
the reports given by that paper of speeches made by a
distinguished gentleman like the hon. Finance Minister,
are verbatim, and, therefore, the Mail's report may be
accepted as the language used by him. The hon. gentleman
said:

"During the last two years we have nearly equalized the exports
with our importe. Whatever Free Traders may say our people cannot
understand the tbeory that the larger the excessof our importe over our
exporte the more prosperous is the country. We say that as with the
individual so with the nation, and that if he expends more than he
receives, poverty stares hil in the face. If, on the other hand, his
receipts exceed his expenditure bis condition is hopeful. The latter is
the position cf the Dominion if we take into account or receipta for
freights."

That statement was received, as overy utterance of the hon.
gentleman would be received in a gathering of such intelli-
gent men as would constitute a Conservative Convention,
with enthusiastie cheers. Now, let us look into this ques-
tion of the balance of trade. The bon. gentleman recog-
nizes that to day that balance is against us, but he seeks to
minimize the fact by taking the last four years, and he says
it is only $8,000,000 a year against us. That does not show
our position, for this year the balance is against us to the
xtent of more thandouble $8,000,o0, and it is to that fact
that we must address ourselves, for if the hon. gen-
tleman succeeded in gaining an equilibrium three years
ago and has lost it now, according to his own language,
poverty stares us in the face. How an hon. gentleman
who took the position which he took, can, in the face of an
adverse balance of trade, las t year amounting to $17,000,000,
rise in bis place and say this year, as he did last, that
never in the history of the country were we so prosperous
as we are to-day, is something which the hon, gentleman
has not explained. With reference to the annual balance of
trade, in the fifteen years since Confederation therehas been
an annual balance of 818,858,526 against us; in the
seven years they were in power before, the annual balance
of trade against us was $22,123,745. Inthefive years of the
Mackenzie Administration it was 821,022,215; while, in
1881-82, the adverse balance is $17,282,297; and in the six
months which bave elapsed, between July last and the 1st of
January, 1883, the balance of trade was $10,799,358 against
us. It is going on inereasing at an enormous rate. If pov-
erty stared ns la the face before, poverty is now knocking at
our very doors, and yet the hon. Finance Minister tells us that
we stand to-day in a happier and more prosperous position
than before. low to reconcile these things is not for me
to say; that is a task wbich devolves upon the hon gentle-
man, and it is one to which I wish to direct his attention.
What has been the course of our trade during the six
months that have elapsed since the Trade and Navigation
Returns were completed in June last. I have the figures
hore, and they show very badly from the stand-point of the
hon. Finance Minister. In the six months ending December
S31st, 1882, as compared with the six monthe ending Decem-
ber 3Lt, 1881, our imports increased by $9,546,436. That,
according to the hon. Finance Minister, indicates the ruin
of the country; because when ho introduced bis Tariff, and
timeand again afterwards, ho stated that it was absolut3ly
necessary for the welfare of the country, that we
sbould decrease our imports. [Had we covered them
with corres)onding exports the case would not be
a matter for regret ; but what are the facts? During
the same six months our e*port, instead, of increas
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ing, decreased $3,709,249. Al these figures show that,
ac.cording te the theory of the hon. Finanee Minister, every-
thing is working wrong. These figures will require a botter
explanation than they have yet received at the bande of
that hon. gentleman, before we shallibe able to accept un-
reservedly bis statement that at no period in the history of
Canada was the country more prosperous than it is now.
With reference to this question of the balance of trade, the
hon. Finance Minister went into an explanation to show
that the balance of trade, as it appears in our Trade and
Navigation Returns, is after ail net the correct balance of
trade. I quite agree with some of the statements made by
the hon, gentleman on that point; but what is true now
was true in 1879, when his contention was, that the
balance of trade which appeared in our Trade and Naviga-
tion Returns was the one that must be taken ; and if the
explanations that he gave this afternoon as to the influence
of certain items upon this quetion are to be taken now with
reference to the balance of trade, they must also be taken
with reference to the period of the Mackenzie Adùiinistra-
tion. When we fIlnd that in the case of Britain, the balance
of trade against her amounts to hundreds of millions
in the course of a few years, we can readily under-
stand that she cannot possibly be that much poorer
than she was before. How can it be explained, then, that
Erngland goes on increasing in wealth with this balance of
trade against her ? The hon. the Finance Minister touched
one of the great secrets of the question when he said that
Britain bas te do the work of carrying the commerce-
of* the world. The wealth that she earns on the
sea as the carrier of the trade of ail nations, enters
materially into this question; and as the hon. Finance
Miniater said, our balance of trade is overcome partly by
the fact that about $30,000,000 is engaged in shipping,
which, ho estimated, at 10 per cent. would give us $3,000,000
per annum te be applied to the reduction of the balance of
trade against us. Thon he said that the trade carried by
out ships amounted to $350,000,000, whicb, at 5 per
cent., would give $17,500,000 that should be applied te
reduce the balance of trade against us. The hon.gentleman
may be correct in part; but I think, in giving our own
carrying trade the benefit of the whole of that amount, he
lost sight of the fact that we carried only one-fourth of it
ourselves.

Sir LEONARD TILILEY. I did net say it was the
freight carried, but disbursements at the port where the
loadíIg took place.

Mi. MACKEN7IE. That is the same thing.
Mr. PATEfRSON. Weil, scarcely the same thing. I do

net wish to misquote the hon. gentleman, but he will find
that his statement will not be borne out fully, although there
is something in it. But I say that the hon. the Finance
Minister's position, which he took so definitely and se posi-
tively, that an adverse balance of trade is an indication of

verty, in which opinion he was joined by the bon. mem-
rs who surround him, cannot be borne out by any facts

which he chooses te bring, and must be given up as an
utterly untenable position, and that the statement made by
hon. gentlemen on thisa ide of the House that the balance of
trade is subject to explanations and variations from outside
causes, is right and correct, and that an apparent balance
of trade against us, according to the Trade ad Navigation
IReturns, does not of necessity mean that the country is poorer
by the excess of imports over exporte. I agree with the hon.
Finance Minister in the opinion that it is net desirable that
there should be too great an importation of goods. I think
we are tbreatened, and will be to a greater extent before
long, with an over-importation of goods from other
countries. But there is tie fact to be borne in mind-tht
the hon., Finance Minister nv us to understand that the&
incresSin onrníptW a hrginfunegeds. No#

I maintain that it is possible for a country to import more
than it exports and be financially cmbarrassed without being
any po-rer. If a farmer spends $200 more than he
makes in any one year, you would say that he was
8200 poorer; but if ho applies that money to the
erection of a barn, or to anytbing else that would come back
to him in intreased profit in years to come, it might be said
that ho is hard-up, but not poorer. He las his money i.n a
different shape. So the country that imports that which is
necessary to develop the country and to get out its hidden
wealth, though it may for a time be short of money, it
cannot be said to be poorer, because what it bas spent will
come back to it in incroased profit in years to come. But
the hon. Finance Minister tells us that this is not the kind
of goods we are bringing in at all, but perishable commodi.
ties, the consumption of which actually leaves us poorer by
the amount expended in that direction. Instead of it boing
a matter cf congratulation to the people of this country to
be told that the excess of imports consists of fancy
goods, it is a matter to be regretted, because it can
be of no lasting benefit to the country. Now,
permit me to notice, in a brief way, the claim of the
hon. Finance Minister with reference to the effect of his
Tarif, as shown in the prosperity that prevails in the
country. Allow me to say at the outset, that I am willing
to admit-nay more, I am glad to admit-that during the
year 1882, the Province, at any rate, from which i come,
and of which I know the most, bas been in what may be
termed a prosperous condition. It must be a source of
great satisfaction to any citizen to know that the country
in which ho dwells is thriving ard prosperous; and when I
scrutinize the statements of the bon. Finance Minister,
when I take exception to sone of them and endeavor to
prove that ho bas misstated altogether the causes of that
prosperity, I do so in order that the people may under-
stand its real cause, and knowing the cause, bend their
energies in that direction. The bon. Finance Minister bas
done what I am sorry to see him do. I had thought that
ho would have modified his language somewhat, and depart
a little from the lino of boasting which bas been indulged
in during previous years by himself and bis colleagues. Lust
year, in the Speech from the Throne, that was put into the
mouth of IHis Excellency by hon. gentlemen opposite, there
was a clause which I considered to be eminently appropriate.
Having referred to the many blessings, commercial and
others, that we enjoyed, the Speech said, we cannot bu too
thankful to the Giver of all good for these blessings. I
would say, without desiring to treat the matter with the
slightest irreverence, that I consider that paragraph as an
acknowledgment on the part of the Government of the
good Providence, which overrules the destinies of men,
having been extended towards us; but as I listened
to the same hon. gentleman, who now claims all the
credit for our prosperity, I wondered whether the Govern-
ment meant in that paragraph to substitute some other one
for the One that I understood to be referred to under the
title of " The Giver of all good." I believe that in tbis land
we have been blessed by a beneficent Providence, but I
notice that even the acknowledgment of this Providence
bas been omitted this year by hon. gentlemen opposite in the
Speech from tho Throne. Willing to attribute the blessings
lst year, in word, to Him, they are unprepared to do
even that this year ; and the hon. Finance Minister comes
down and says: " See our prospority and bebold the giver of
ILt. If you do not believe," he sys, "that I arn the giver of
prosperity, look at your carnings as shown by the depo3its
in the savings banks; that will tell the tale. See your
extra deposits in the chartered banks ; see the price of
your bonds in the London market. I am the giver and I
am the man that raised the price of your bonds in the
London market. It is 1," he says, "that bas done all this."
Itis not necesary to follow the hon. gentleman in is argu-
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ment to prove that we are enjoying prosperity. We admit
that. Still he will allow me to draw his attention to the
fact that he takes n strange way ofproving, by figures, that
we are enjoying properity. Take, for instange, the deposits
in the savings banks. The hon.gentleman claims they are
proof positive that the laboring classes aie better off now
than in previous years,; but he fails to recognize the fact that
those deposits are affected by many other influences than the
savings of the people. Deposits are often withdrawn from
one investment and placed in another. Changing circum-
stances and events may lead to larger deposits at certain
times than at others. Sums of $2,000 may be placed
in one deposit in those banks, and such deposits are not
made by the laboring classes. In order to show how falla-
cious are the data on which the hon. Minister endeavors to
prove positively that the savings of the working classes are
abundant compared with previous years, let us look at the
deposits in the savings banks of the different Provinces.
They show an increase in the year 1879 over 1878 of
$710,670. But bore is the fact to which I calithe attention
of the bon Finance Minister. Of that increase, $383,953 is
in Quebec and Ontario, and the balance, 8338,482, in the
Provinces of Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, and Prince
Edward Island. In those three small Provinces, therefore,
the increase was almost as large as that in the two great
Provinces of Ontario and Quebcc, with four times the
population of the other three; or, in other words, that the
working men in Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, and Prince
Edward Island were four times botter off than the same
class in Ontario and Quebee. Now, every marn knows that
such could not be the case, and to show that an argument is
founded on sucb data proves its fallacy. In 1830, there was
an-increase over 1879 in the deposits in the savings banks
and post offices of $1,845,273. Of that increase, the amount
in Ontario and Quebec was $877,873, and in the three Mari-
time Provinces, $819,599. Then again, the Maritime
Provinces, with one-fourth the population of the other two,
deposited almost the same amount of money in those
institutions. Is it possible that the people of those three
small Provinces could have saved as much in that year as
a population four times greater in number in the other two
Provinces ? The thing is absurd, and hence the data of the
hon. Finance Miniter were of the most fallacious descrip.
tion. Take the following year. The increase was $4,783,7t6,
of which 82,485,836 was in Ontario and Quebec, and
$1,998,114 in the Maritime Provinces, very nearly as much
as in Ontario and Quebec. Again I ask the question, did
the working men of the Maritime Provinces save four times
as much as their fellow laborers in Ontario and Quebec ?
No one will allege that such was the case. Take last year.
The increase was $5,931,989, of which Ontario and Quebec
had $3 34,181, and the Maritime Province $1,921,205,
a little greater difference than in the other years.
But if we were to follow that out and accept what the hon.
gentleman furnishes us, we would have to say that the
laboring men of the Maritime Provinces last year saved
three times as much as their fellow laborers in Ontario
and Quebec. Since 1878, the total increase has been
$13,271,648, of which $7,111,843 was in the Provinces of
Quebec and Ontario, and $5,077,400 in the Maritime
Provinces. That being the case, how is it possible for the
hon. Finance Minister to allege that the savings in the Post
Office Savings Bank demonstrate beyond a peradventure
that they are the savings of the working people exclusively,
and point incontrovertibly to the fact that they are that much
botter off ? If they prove that, according to the figures that
are given, the working men and mechanics of the Maritime
Provinces have, during the past four years, earned and
savel four times as mnuch as those of Ontario and Quebec,
Sir, it is only necessary to mention the matter in order that
the Hou:c and the country may sec how entirely fallacious
is the&statement he has made. Then I come to notice an-

Mr. PATERSON (Brant).

other point-not allnded to by the hon. Finance Minister
himself, but I have heard hon. gentlemen on the same side
make use of the statement, that whether this prosperity
was deperident upon or produced by 'the Tariff, the pros-
perity and the introduction of the Tarif were coincident. I
desire now most emphatically to say that that state-
ment is entirely erroneous and without the shadow of
a foundation. I am making this statement in the presence
of an hon. gentleman who hastens to note it down,
and I hope he will take particular notice of it, and disprove
it if he can. I repeat that this prosperity was not coinci-
dent with the introduction of the Tariff. How shall I
establish this fact? Well, Sir, I will take that which
is taken by the hon. Finance Minister himself as
an indication of the prosperity of the country-the
value of stocks, which we are often pointed to now as
having risen greatly in value. I wili look at the value of
stocks in 1878, on the 12th of September, five days before
the Maucenzie Administration were defeated at the polls,
and then I will take the value of the same stocks one year
after that, the l ith of September, 1879, months and months
after the Tarif had been put into operation, the effect of
which, it was claimed by the hon. First Minister, would
be to restore confidence at once. I think, Sir, if I prove
that stocks were lower one year after the Mackenzie
Administration were dispossessed of power, I shall establish
beyond controversy that the iniroduction of the Tarif
and prosperity were not coincident. Take Bank of Com-
merce stock. On September 12th, 1878, it was 1131; one
year after the hon. gentleman acceded to power, and
menths and months after their National Policy was in
operation, it was down to 112J. Federal stock fell f rom
104J to 98; Bank of Hamilton feul from 99 to 97j; Imperial
from 103 to 95; Montreal, 170J to 130; Dominion, 117 to
to 110Î; Toronto, 138 to 111; Canada Permanent Loan
181 to 172; Canadian Government 6 per cent. debentures,
101J to 100; Dominion 6 per cents., 101J to 100 ; County
debentures that were 102 went down to 101.
These figures are taken from sources that can-
not be controverted, and they show that one "year
after the Tarif was introduced stocks which are
taken bythe hon Finance Minister as the sure index of proe-
perity in a country, had fallen to a lower point than they
had touched when the Mackenzie Admin istration went out
of power. Next, we are told by the t.h hin. the Finance
Minister that our stocks have gone up in the London mar-
kets, that our stocks that were quoted at 93 have gone
up to 104 or 105, an increase of 12 per cent. I
rejoice in the fact. I am as glad as the hon. Minister can
be that our stocks have gone up in the money market; but
I hope the hon. Finance Minister will not think I am seeking
to rob him of his glory when 1 say that I do not attribute
the advance in our bank stocks to the fact that he presides
over the Finance Department. I recognize the fact that
the English money market is open to the nations of the
world, and while I rejoice that our securities have gone up,
I cannot ignore the fact that our neighbors across the line
are equally Ërosperous in this respect; that their 4 per
cent. issue redeemable about the same time as our own
have advanced 20 per cent. Stocks have gone up all over
the world, and the hon. Finance Minister in availing himself
of the glut in the money market at the present time to reduce
the loan 1 per cent. is but humbly following the example that
has been set him by every agriculturist in western Ontario
who has been unfortunate enough to have a mortgage on his
farm the past few years. They are taking in their mortgages
at 8 per cent., and are renewing them with mortgages at 6
per cent. The lion. gentleman deserves the same credit for
saving 1 per cent. that we are willing to give to those far-
mers who have managed their own affaire as I lave indi-
cated. Our bonds have gone up in the London money mar-
ket, not because we have the fbn. gentleman at the head
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of the Finaned Department, but because the monied mon
of the Old Country have money to spare. Looking abroad
they have seen what I have seen, and what every Canadian
miay see, that we have in this country, resources that may
be made available, that are being developed, and that be-
speak for us the position of a prosperous and thrifty nation.
We have the reputation of a people who regard our national
honor, among whom the thought of repudiation is never
entertained. Money lenders recognize the fact that in our
fields and forests, in our mines and deop seas, we have the
sources of great wealth, that we have a people of indomit-
able energy, willing to develop all our resources; and they
recognize the fact that the money we borrow from thom is
in safe hands, and we may rest assured that in the future, as
in the past, Canada will receive full value for any bonds
she may desire to float in the London market.
We can all rejoice in this matter, tbough we, on this side of
the House, are unable, though we might be willing, to give
credit to the hon. the Finance Miister for placing the
country in the position in which it is. It was assumed, and
it was stated by the hon. Minister-not to-day, because it did
not suit his purpose, but in the course of the Tariff debates
we had in previous years-that the factof decreased importa-
tions was proof that the country was prospering, because it
could not prosper with large importations. The hon. gentle-
man pointed out that the decreased importations of 1880 prov-
ed that we had given the home market to our Canadiai manu-
facturers and they were developing their industries, which
was the cause of the great prosperity we enjoyed. But this
year tbe hon. gentleman's calculations are entirely incorrect
with respect to this point, for we find in the importations
of manufactured goods of almost all kinds an enormous in-
crease. Take books: there is an increase of 21 per cent.
I speak of last yearover 1878, the final year of the Mackenzie
Administration, when according to hon. gentlemen opposite
the country was being ruined because our friends would not
raise a high wall in order to shut out foreign importations,
which, according to those hon. gentlemen were ruining the
home industries of the country. Of brass and manufactures
thereof there were 221 per cent. more; carriages, including
railway cars and rolling stock, 251 per cent.; carpets, 63 per
cent.; clocks that we determined under this Tariff of ours to
give a monopoly to one firm which manufactured them, 78 per
cent. more than in 1878. Copper and the manufactures
thereof, 591 per cent. increase; cottons, 51 per cent.;
earthenware and china-ware, 34 per cent.; though we have
placed a duty of 30 per cent. on that article whicb, to-
gether with the cost of carriage, it might be supposed
would amount to a prohibitory duty. Furs and the manu-
factures thereof, 171 per cent. increase. Glass and glass-ware
32 per cent., notwithstanding we gave such great additional
protection; hats and caps, 20 per cent.; iron and steel ýndi
the manufactures thereof, 88 per cent.; leather and the
manufactures of loather, 58 per cent.; marble and the
manufactures of marble, 120 per cent.; oil cloth, 93 per
cent. ; paper and the manufactures of paper, 113J per cent.;
silk and its manufactures, 116 per cent.; soap, 17 per
cent.; stone and its manufactures, 193 per cent.; tobacco
and cigars, 23 per cent. ; wood and its manufactures, 72 per
cent. No wonder the hon. Finance Minister did not venture
on the same line of argument to-night, as on previous
occasions, when the imports had somewhat decreased ;
because we now find an increase in the ratio, I have
described in all those lines over 1878, the year when hon.
gentlemen, now occupying the Treasury benches, denounced
bon. gentlemen on this side, because they did not enact a
Tariff to shut out foreign goods which were coming in at
that time. If prosperity was to be secured, as the hon. gentle-
man said, by shutting out the foreign manufactures
he bas proved, or I have proved, by the increasedi
importations from figures furnished l>y hon. Ministersb
themselves, that, instead ofenjoying prosperity now, we are 1

in this respect, as in regard to the balance of trade, in theposition of having poverty staring us in the face. I will
tell you now, and it is ny bounden duty to tell you, whatI concieve to be the true cause of our prosperity. Ilaving
assailed the position of the hou. Finance Minister, ho might
say: "You are very good at tearing downu"-if ho would payme that compliment-" but you had bel ter give us your the-
ory and tell us whence our prosperity comes; you bave admit-
ted that prosperity exists, why is it ? " I will give it to the
House, and in doing so I ask the careful consideration of
hon. members as to whether it is possible, from the figures
which I shall submit, to arrive at any other conclusion as
to the secret and th e source of the great prosperity that
the hon. Finance Minister and his friends bchind him, and
myself and the friends behind me, rejoice at in common.
I have already pointed out the fact that good times and the
introduction of the Tariff were not coincident.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. By the fact of the falling
in banks stocks.

Mr. PATERSON. By the falling in bank stocks, says
the hon. the First Minister. I do not wish to trouble the
louse, but il the hon. Minister desires it I can, within one

minute, give him a table, taken from the Mfail, showing that
this was not only the case with respect to bank stocks, but
with regard to ail kinds of farrm produce one year atter the
Mackenzie Administration left office. Does the hon.
gentlemen desire this table ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If you plcase.
Mr. PATERSON. But the lon. gentleman will not

deny it.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I must hear it first before

I can deny it.
Mr. PATERSON. But the hon. gentleman will allow me

to go on with my argument, while an bon. member beside me
will turn up the book, so that I cau give the hon. gentleman
what ho desires. I have not mny own speeches so ready to
refer to as some hon. members; I spoak of what I know,
and perhaps hon. gentlemen will wait a little before they
begin to laugh. Rle should laugh who wins. I was say-
ing in 1879 we had not good tines. I have proved it by
the statement I have given of barnk stocks ; I intend to givo
the hon. the First Minister what hedesired in regard to that
matter. I have it now, I am glad to say. i will lot the
hon. gentleman have the benetiL of the figures, and lie will
correct my statements if ho sces fit to do so. They are
contained in a statement I gave to the louse last year. I
suppose what I said last year, having the et ernal principle
of truth as its underlying foundation, will be as good this
year as last, because it will not be, like the bon. Finance
Minimter's statement Of to-day, a retr'action of what ho said
a yeur ago. My statement was as foLlows:-

Fall Wheat, No. 1 .... .....
do No.2.........,

Spring Wheat, No. 1 ......
do No.2.

Oats...... ........ .....
Barley, No. 1..............
Pease............... ..

Butter fell from l::j to 10
dried apples, mess pork, h
and wool fell from 2-4 to 20
is satisfied.

12th Sept., i878.- 11th Sept., 1879.

.. $106 to $1 07 $1 02 to $1 04
1 02 to 1 03 1 0 to 1 02
I t'o o o0 98 to 100

0 9 1o 0 98 0 96 ta 097
.0 28 te O 0 O 31 to 0 33

1 Oi tO 1 03 060 to 000
.o8 to f)70 063 to 065

et.; cheese from 9 to 5 ets.
àwas, lard, oggs, and hops fell;
et s I hopo the hon. gentleman

Mr. FARROW. I understand the hon. gentleman to say
that oats fell from 28 to 30 Cts.

Mr. PATERSON. Well,I may b:rve made a mistake
in reading the figures. If I did in the way the
hon. gentleman says, it will provo îe fairness I exhibit.
Ie has picked out an article, which, it is true, I may have
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misquoted; but I think I bave shown sufficient to establish
to the satisfaction of the First Minister what ho demanded,
as ho wanted somothing more than bank stocks ;
and I have proved what I said in respect of every
line of produce which the farmer bas to sel]. Now,
Sir, that being the case, I will point out the true
reason why we had not good times in 1879. And
why was it? Simply because of the products of the field,
of the forest, and of the mine, we were then ablo to export
less in value than was the case in previous years. You will
find, taking the year 1879, that we exprted only
$60,000,000 worth of goods, the products of Canada. Now,
Sir, what has been the result since the year 1879-the first
year under the new Tariff, a year of the greatest hardships,
of the most failures, of the lowest prices in bank stocks1 of
the lowest prices in produce ? Why, Sir, I find that, in
1879, we exported $60,089,578 worth; in 1880,
$70,096,191, worth; in 1881, 080,921,379 worth; and, in
1882, $90,042,711 worth. In other words, Sir, we ex-
ported $10,000,000 in 1880 more than in 1879,
$10,000,000 extra in gold was crculated in this country in

'1880 than was the case in 1879, and this very considerably
lessened the pressure and tightness which was then upori
us. In 1881 we had $20,831,801 more in circula-
tion than we had in 1879; $20,000,000 more of gold
brought into the couptry in addition to the $10,-
000,000 circulated the previous year; and this still
further mitigated the stringency which was then
upon us. In 1882, the year justI paist, the increase was
$29,953,133, another $30,000,000 placed upon the top
of the $30,000,000 of the two previous years. or
$60,000,000, in these three years, more of gold than
was brought back into the country in 1879, and
circulated amongst us. It requires no pro phet, it requires
no Finance Minister, but only a man of ordinary
ability to know, that such a state of things must produce
prosperity in any country; and in that fact lies the
secret and the source of all the prosperity we have. But,
Mr. Speaker, there ca be no doubt, when speaking with
reference to these matters, that, if the Finance Minister can
show that ho has been the means 0f producing these
extra products, and of raising the prices in foreign
markets , and that ho has brought back that money into
this country-then we nust give credit to the Tariff for it.
I will ask him whetber he takes credit for the increaso in
the products of the forest during theso years. I will ask
the hon. Minister of Finance whether this ias caused by the
Tariff. Did the Tariff raise the price of lumber in England
and in the United States ? Sir, ho will not even daro to do
that, I venture to say, though he does, in ny judgment,
venture a long way. That, Sir, is a matter beyond him.
He admitted once, that the lumber trade was a thing which
he could not touch, except to injure it.

Sir LEONAiRD TILLEY. Oh, oh.
Mr. PATERSON. Well, Sir, he admitted last year in

his speech that ho could do very little to benefit it.
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Oh.
Mr. PATERSON. This being the case, lie wili not

claim that he could raiso the pric3 of lumber in Albany or
in other foreign markets. Well, Sir, as to lumber and the
products of the forest, we exported, in the year 1880, over
1879, $3,593,018 worth; in the next yea, $11,698,553
worth ; and, in 1882, $10,729,596 worth; in these
three years which have passed since the first year that
these hon. gentlemen acceded to office there were brought
into this country as the result of the higher prices of
lumber which we exported-higher pricos which the hon.
Finance Minister was totally powerless to affect in the
slightest degree-826,021,197 more than in the year 1879.
As to animals and their products, the hon. gentleman will
not claim that the Tarif hias been the moans of giving to

MT. PATRUoN (Brant).

us more cattle in the land than we had before. The hon.
gentleman will not venture to do that; and yet, in the
matter of animals and their products, which the Tarif was
totally powerless to effect in the slightest degree, what are
the facts? We exportel, and brought back, of foreign
gold into this country from that source, in 1880 over 1879,
$3,506,973; in the succeeding year, 87,259,615 more; and
in the next year, $6,354,155 more; or $17,120,743 more of
gold was brought into Canada in the three past years, than
was the case in 1879, as the result of the sale of animals
and their products. Sir, the hon. Finance Minister did not
raise the price of cheose and butter in Liverpool; this
is a matter ontsido of and beyond him-it is the work of
the grand, eternal and unalterable law of nature, the lawof
supply and demand. IL was due to the scarcity in foreign
markets. Wo had the articles to soll, the price went up, and
the result was that increased wealth was given Io us.
Thon take, Sir, agricultural products, and what do I fini?
Why, in the year 1880, over 1879, we exported of these pro-
ducts $2,665,864 worth; in the next year, $16,398,613;
and last year $11,407,243; or, in those threeyears, as the
result of ihe inereased sales and of higher prices, wo
brought back of gold into this country $15,712,175
worth more than in 1879. Well, Sir, will the hon. gcntle-
man claim, will he dare to say, that ho was the cause of
the rain falling and the sun shining on our fields ; that he
was the cause of the abundant barvests of 1-81 and 1882 ?
No, Sir, ho will not venture to do so. Will ho then seek
to claim that ho stands in the room of Providence and
caused the rain to fall and deluge the fields of England
and Ireland and Scotland, rotting the crops in their fields,
producing a scarcity thero, and increasing the prices of the
articles which we have to soli. Sir, he will not dare t
say he was the cause of Providence smiling on us in this
land, by which we were enabled to show that we had theso
$ 15,712,975 as the result of i. Sir, add up these
three items, and the result of the sale of the
products of the forest, of animals and their products,
and of agricultural produce, and you have in these
three yeara, $58,854,915 out of the total increase of
860,791,547. Sir, I give that to you, and I give it to the
House unhesitatingly, as the source and the secret
of the prospority which this country enjoys, and
whicl I trust it may enjoy for some time to come.
L ist year when I had spoken in reference to a motion, in
which I used figures which pointed in this direction at that
tine, so far as they went, and the hon. gentleman alluding
to that point, gave utterance to words which will be found
on page 80 of last year's Ransard. H1e said:-

" 1 have made up a statement to show that the present stato of the
c untry cannot be the result of largely increased exporte of the pro-
ducts of Canada."

And thon ho quoted a table. It is an extraordinary thing
that a Finance Minister should venture on a statement
of that kind-that ho should say that $60,000,000 extra
gold could come into the country, and the country not be
made more prosperous thereby, was something I could not
comprehend. The hon. gentleman took the table of 1874,
75-76-77-78, and dividing the amount by the five years, ho
said we had' an average export of $68,576,901, and thon
taking 1879-80-81 and dividing them by threo years,
ho said we had an aver,.ge export of 870,369,049, or a
difference of 81,792,148, and ho held ho had thereibre estab-
lished bis p >int conclusively. I am rather afraid, Sir, that
the hon. gentleman was guilty on that occasion of doing
what ho would fain have charged upon us this aftornoon -of
using figures calculated to mislead. He took the year 1879
as one of his years-that lean year, thatyear of 860,0)0,000
exports, and, of course, thereby roduced the average annual
export.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Why should we not ?
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Mr. P.ATERSON. Because of what I have laid down ity. I hold him to that statement, and I charge him with

now-that the argument was as to the cause of the prosper- being doreliet in his duty in having allowed the price of
ity; and I have established beyond a doubt that in 1879 you farmers' produce to fail for months. If ho does not waken
had not the prosperity though you were occupying the up soon the lambermen of New Brunswick will find them-
Treasury Benches, but that you had a depression greater solves in a difficult position, because thore are indications
than ever before, and therefore, the hon. gentleman had no that the market for the products of the forests are going
right to take that year. Let me give the hon, gentleman this down in England, and that if ho does not wave his wand
table, and if ho had even taken that table, and added in the and keep up the prices heavy losses will fall upon men who
year 1879, and taken those four years, ho would have an work in the foresta of his native Province. I tell
average annual increase over the five years which ho gave, of him that if ho does not see that the erop of the Mother$6,710,564; but if ho leaves out the year 1879, as ho is bound Country is blighted again this year, there is danger that
to do in making a fair calculation taking the three succeeding prices here will go down again. The hon. gentleman will
years, he will find that the average annual increase over say, admitting that they have gone down a little, "One thing
the years 1874 to 1878 will be $11,766,526, and, therefore, I deserve credit for, and that is, that I promised that 1
the statement ho made that the increased prosperity could would make the farmers prosperous, because I would give
not be due to the largely increased exports, would fall to them a home market for their perishable commodities-
the ground. To say that a country is not richer which eggs, butter, and cheese, and other articles which cannot well
sends out a larger volume of exports and brings back gold be exported." Let us see, by the figures given by the hon.
for them is to make a proposition which, I think, will not Minister of Customs, how much of the perishable products
commend itself to the intelligent understanding of any of the farm ho has found a home market for by bis
hon. member in this House or out of it. Last year the hon. Tarif. If we take horned cattle, we shall find that
gentleman took credit to himself for the prosperity among ho has allowed 32,188 head of horned cattle of the
the farmers, because ho said ho had enhanced the value of $2,103,996, to leave the country during the past
value of what they had to sell. Last year, the hon. gentle- year, more than went in 1878, because they could not
man told us that when the people asked for a change in the find a market at home. In swine, sixty-two head had to
Tarif, it was given to them, and ho said the people of the leave the country more than left in the last year of
country paid into the Treasury more than ho expectod, the Mackenzie Government. In sheep there were 68,680
because ho had found employment for them at higher wages. more exported, at a value of $529,620; in poultry
He said that men who were working half time are now $82,356 worth more. We ail remember the bon. Finance
working full time; farmers who found sales difficult and Minister telling us last year how in going through the
prices low, are gotting high prices, and ready cash. country ho was met by the delighted farmers, who said to
And then ho congratulated himself again that ho was the him: "You have conferred blessings on us; well do we
man who had done it. For this occasion I will hold him to remomber the days of Mackenzie, when we came and
it, that ho was able to do it, and that ho had exposed our chickens for sale in th,e rain and could
done it. But I ask him now, having that power which ho not soli them." Yet we find that $82356 worth more
claims to have exercised, and for the exorcise of which ho had to find a market ontsido of the country than in
must be held responsible, why, during the past, year ho had the last year of the Mackenzie Government. In
allowed the magnificent crop of 1882, greater in its propor- butter, 2,155,213 lbs.more, valued at $553,919, had to
tions than Canada ever Lad before, to decline in price find a foreign market. In cheose, 12,752,955 lbs. more,
nearly one-quarter of its value, thereby taking 88,000,000 valued at 81,503,347,*had "to be sont away. No less
out of the farmers of Canada? Why did ho allow fall wheat than 5,226,162 dozoni of -eggs, valued At 8997,135,
to be sold for 21 ets. less than in the ruinons years when the were exported last year more than were exported
hon. member for East York led the Government? He in 1878. Surely the manufactories that were openod ought
bas allowed fait wheat to fall24 ets. per bushel from last to have consumed ail the eggs ; they are certainly a
year ; spring wheat, 31 ets.; peas, 6 cts.; barley, 11 ets.; perishable article. The hon. gentleman will not claim that
oats hhee ikt where they were ; butter he fas is Tariff has caused the hons ft produce more eggs. Il
kept. where it was; pork ho hasallowedto p fall hides and skins, 86,171 worth more were exported last year

26 hts. per hundred weight ; wool 4 ets. per L than in 1878; in meats of ail kinds, including bacon, beef,
Why hask a iallowed ali this I e cannot say, &c., $125,808 lbs. more, valued at 8129,625; in green fruits,
" Why ask a silly question ?" though I admit that it a very perishable article, which it was said would bo
would be a siHy question if asked of any man except the bought from the farmers by the manufacturers at highor
man who declared in thisHouse that h hoad the power prices than they could get abroad, 159,313 barrels more
to do these things, and that he had done them. I tell him were exported, valued at $391,131, than in 1878. Perhaps
that from this time forward he will betwatched in this the hon. gentleman will claim that ho made the fruit trces
Hlouseand in the county. 11e claimed that hehad bear more.
the power to make good times, and that ho had made
good times. Ho has claimed credit for the opening sir L ONARD TILLEY. Noinsctsonthenthisyear.
of every factory, and at lis door will be laid the blame Mr. PATERSON. Then, the hon. gentleman has deve-
of the closing of every factory. Ho las claimed loped into something more than a financier; he las
credit for the enhanced price of whear, and at bis door will developed into an insect-killer. In potatoes, which are an
bo laid the blame for the low price of whoat. As I hoard excoedingly perishable article, and which are vory bulky
the hon. gentleman hositate to-day, I Lad a strong suspicion for exporting, 2,737,933 bushols, valued at $1,907,635, had
that ho recognized the fact that the state of affairs to find a market abroad more than did so in 1878; and in
was about to be changed, notwithstanding his seven other vegetables, $169,419 worth more had to be exported.
years prediction. I believe that le saw in the Last year the hon. Finance Minister took credit to
failures which are taking place, not by ones or himself for having provided a home market for what
twos, but by scores, in the neighboring cities, that the tit othe farmer bad to sell ; but ho las wisely abandoned
is turning. We hoard him to-day using the term cycles that position this year. That calculation was like many
of depremsion, but that is a word which we should not hear others of his calculations. He took the year 1877, because
from the other side of the House. The hon. gentleman told it was, according to the Trade and Navigation Returns, the
fhe people that if.they would only put him in power he only famine year we had-the only year in which we
would banish those cycles and give tbem perpetual prosper- did not grow as much wheat as the necessities of the
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country demanded, and had to import foreign wheat;
and he tried to show that he had greatly enlarged the
farmers' home market. Suppose ho had done so, of what
benefit would that b to the country? If the hon. gentle-
man will take the trouble to go into the calculaftion he will
find that when he claims to bave bonefited the farmers by
forcing a certain portion of the people to use Canadian
wheat, when their interest would be to take American
wheat, his claim is not just; for he would find that although
ho has imposed a burden upon the people of the Maritime
Provinces, ho has not benefited the farmers or the millers
of Ontario. If we look at the figures of last year, we shall
see how this matter stands. In 1882, we imported
2,931,220 bushels of wheat, valued at $3,358,571, and
we exported of the non-produce of Canada, 2,588,498
bushels, Ieaving as the consumption of foreign wheat
342,722 bushels. But what did that foreign wheat
cost per bushel? It cost 8l.14½ per bushel. But we
exported of the produce of Canada in the same year
3,845,035 bushels, valued at 85,180,335. What, then, did the
farmer get forthe wheat he exported to a foreign country ?
Ie got $1.34J per bushel. Yet the hon. Finance Minister

claims that ho las conferred a great bn efit on the Western
farmer because ho has secured for him a home market in
which the price averages $1.14J. I think the Western
farmer would say ho did not care for the Eastern Pro-
vinces when he could get $1.34½ in a foreign market.
Take flour, the average price of which imported in the
Eastern Provinces was $5.40, but which when exported to a
foreign market netted $5.85. Do the millers or the farmers
of the West want a market for flour at 85 40 in the
Dominion when they can get $5.85 in a foreign country ?
What do they care where it goes provided they get a good
price. And the effect has been that in many parts of New
Brunswick and Nova Seotia the cdnsumers had to pay
50 cts. per barrel duty without benefiting in any way the
Western agriculturist because he could export it at a higher
price. The hon. gentleman has boasted that he had a
surplus, and he has one. I come now to consider that
question of surplus, and in doing so I cal attention to the
fact that this question was debated during the reign of the
Mackenzie Administration, which was not a reign wholly
of deficits as the hon. Minister of tailways would fain
bave us believe. At any rate the then bon. Finance
.Minister claimed at one time that he had a surplus. What
was the language of the hon. Minister of lailways with
reference to that surplus. I invite the particular attention
of the House to this, because it was alluded to by the hon.
leader of the Opposition, and b3cause the force of his utter-
ances was sought to be broken by the right bon. First
Minister on behalf of the hon. Minister of Railways, but
with the effect, through bis not understanding the position,
of placing the bon. Minister of Railways in a worse position
ihan before. In 1875, he said *[Ransard, 1875, page 176]:

" Then there is the question cf sugar * *0*#There never was a time
when the hon. Finance Minister had it in his power to deal with this
question in a manner more just to the people than at present. He says
we have a surplus of half a million. I say the Government have no
right to have a surplus. If they have, they should endeavor to get rid
ofit, and the best way to do so is that pursued by us and by the (Govern-
ment of Great Britain-by lightening the taxes on the people, and when
I tell yon the article of sugar pays in this country 60 per cent. on its
cost, while in Engliand the Government have swept the tax away alto-
gether, I think this flouse will agree with me that the time was mo3t
opportine to have used this surplus-not in adjusting the Tariff for
sugars as the bon. gentlemen proposed last year, but by such a decrease
of duty upon the lower grades of sugar as might accomplish the object
the hon. gentleman had in view when bringing the Tariff before the
flouse, and which would be receive 1 as a boon by the poort r classes of
the country."

This is a most emphatic dcclaration on the part of the hon.
Minister of Riilways, who was then exercising the duties
which would have been performed, no doubt, by the bon.
Finance Minister, had he thon been in the House ; and I am
bound to say that he performed them with great ability.

Mfr. PATERSON (Brant).

We have further the utterancos of the hon. Finance linister
on this question of surplus and the duty of the Government
in dealing with it. He said, in 1881 [pages 1,020 and
1,021 of ansard]:

" Hon. gentlemen may ask if with the estimated surplus for the pre-
sent year of $2 000,000 and the estimated surplus next year of $1,000,000,
we proposein the resolutions we are about to lay on the Table any great
reduction in the Tariff."

After stating it was not his intention, owing to inability, to
estimate exactly what effect the increased home production
would have, and also the hope of Roceiprocity, ho further
says :

We thought it would not be injuricus to be able to show in.two or
three years that we had a surplus of two and a half or three millions.
' • • If there is no chance of our natural productions having a free
market in the United States, if we find that in addition to the $300,000
required for interest on our expenditure in the construction of the Paci-
fic Railway, we have a handsome surpluas, I need not tel] the hon.
gentleman that we shall be only too glad to relieve the people of tax-
ation, whether to the extent of half a million or a million of dollars.
But at present we feel that it would be unwise and undesirable to do
that. "

We have, therefore, first the opinion of the hon. Minister of
Railwaysthat a Government has norighit to have a surplus, or
if they have it is their bounden duty to get rid of it by light-
ening the taxe3. Then we have the hon. Finance Minister
saying that ho did not know exactly what the effect of the
American Tariff legislation would be on our revenue, but that
if at the end.of three years we had a surplus of $3,000,000
he would only be too glad to relieve the people of taxation
of half a million or a million dollars. Now, with a surplus
of $4,000,00 in 1881, over 86,000,000 last year, and about
$6,000,000 this year, or about $16,000,000in the tbree years,
instead of this estimated surplus of$3,000,000, ho purposes
to lighten the bardons of the people only by the paltry re-
duction ho proposed to make should we have a surplus of
83,000,000. If it were wrong to have a surplus at all, how
can the hon. Minister justify himself for having taken out of
the pockets of the people 816,000,000 of money which
ought to be circulating among the people, and locking
it up in the coffers of this country or expending it on public
works which the Government were pledged to construct,
without increasingthe taxation of the country-for the con-
struction of whic.h they were to borrow money and pay out
of the sale of lands ? To-day he proposes no lessening of the
burden of taxation except the paltry relief of 81,500,000 of
duty, and of that $500,000 cornes off the article of tobacco, a
luxury which people were willing should bear an increase
if necessary. He proposes no relief on sugar, no lessening
of the taxation on the other necessaries of life. While re-
ducing the duty on tobacco ho is enhancing the taxes on
other articles of prime necessity. Hon. gentlemen opposite
should decide whether the position now taken by the hon.
Finance Minister is the right one or whether that taken by the
bon. Minister of Railways, that a Government bas no
right to a surplus, is the right one. I agrce to a great ex-
tent with the hon. Minister of Railways. When the
Government find they have beyond doubt a surplus, when
they can calculate to a certainty on having one, it is their
bounden duty to reduce taxation. It is no part of the duty
of a Finance Minister to extract more money out of the
pockets of the people than ii absolutely wanted to carry on
public affairs. Hie has done bis best, I admit, in the estimate
ho has made to make the expenditure keep up wit½ the
taxation of the people-I admit that-running it up at the
rate of a million a year. His duty is plain, the hon. Minister
of Railways being his judge, his own words telling him in
1881, that ho bas no right to come down here proposing no
greater reduction in taxation than 81,500,000 when he lias
$16,000,000 of a surplus. He claims it as an evidence of
statesmanship that he bas succeeded in takinig $16,000,000
out of the pockets of the people more than was noedea. Ie
it statesmansbip in England, where tbey have statesmen to
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administer their affairs? Let me point out to the
hon. gentleman that if the Chancellor of the Exchequer
of the United Kingdom was to bave a surplus, in
proportion to their revenue, equal to that which the
hon. gentleman has boasted of to-night, he would have
a surplus of $82,000,000. Fancy what would be said
of a Chancellor of the Exchequer in England if
ho could not estimate the requirements of the public service
nearer than $82,000,000. He would be ridiculed as unable to
grasp the fiancial condition of the country. The Finance
Minister will reply Io me : I estimated the surplus at
$3,000,000. Even then he was mistaken in his
estimate of the revenue. Alter five years experience
the hon. gentleman is astray in his calculation with refer-
once to the effect of this Tariff, $3,316,000. That would
be equivalont to a miscalculation on the part of the
Chancellor of the Exchequer in England of $46,000,000.
Fancy a Chancellor of the Excheuer in England makinga
mistake like that. Sir, the Finance Minister las to learn,
and lie las to ho told, that Finance Ministers are judged by
their ability to estimate closely what the revenue and
expenditure are likely to be, that they may ask from the
people no more than what is required to carry on the public
service. le has completely failed in this respect, for ho
has asked for $3,316,000 over and above $3,000,000 surplus
ho estimated last year. We remember the denunciation
heaped upon the late Minister of Finance because, during
his administration, ho had been unable to keep the expendi-
ture of the country within the bounds of the revenue-
ho who had to administer the affairs of the country with
one-third less taxation than at the present time. He was,
at any rate, able in five years to show a deficit of not more
than $5,000,000, or only $ 1,000,000 a year. The present
Finance Minister in his calculation is, in three years,
$16,000,000 wrong, or over $5,000,000 a year. Sir, this
surplus business is quite understood by the people of this
country. If the surplus was paid by the Minister
himself, if ho had some means of taking it
out of his own pocket and putting it into
the Publie Treasury, or if the combined supporters of the
Ministry had some ·means of putting that mnoncy into the
Treasury, then we would hail them as bonefactors of their
country. But when the bon. Finance Minister bas put his
hand into your pocket, and my pocket, and the pockets of
the people of this country, and taken therofrom
this $16,000,000, thon we claim that ho has not accomplished
any very great feat, though backed in his act by the
Parliament of this country. I say that ho las proved him-
self unable to estimate aright the resouroes of this country,
he has been unable to grasp the tax-paying power of the
people, and hoe is still going on in the same way, for ho tells
us that in the current year ho expects another $6,000,000;
and I suppose that for the year that is to follow we may
calculate upon a little surplus. In this matter of a surplus it
is time the hon. gentleman should act upon the advice of the
hon. Minister of Railways, and lighten the burdens that
are laid upon the people of this country. I tell the hon.
Minister of Finance that I believe, before the seven years
he has talked about rolls round, ho will find things in this
country very much changed-

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Blue ruin predicted-

Mr. PATERSON. Oh, no. I think that it is quite
possible that blue ruin may overtake the hon. gentleman9's
political fortunes, but I do not think that utter rain will
come to the country, bocause I think the country will exist
in spite of all the hon. gentleman can do to ruin it. But it
i8 quite possible there may be relief in the near future. I
am not one of those-and no hon. gentleman in this House
can make the charge against me-who take too dark a view
of the affairs of the country. I was one of the first to
acknowledge the time when prosperity began to dawn

upon us. I am fain to admit it to-day. My opinions are
not worth a great deal, but what I am saying now
is backed up by mon who are quite as good finan-
ciers as the hon. gentleman himsolf; and I mean
no disparagement to him when I say that a former
Finance Minister, once a colleague of the present First
Minister in, looking abroad over the commercial con-
dition of the country, has seen fit more than once in his
paper to raise a warning voice. Other commercial journals
point in that direction. It is not a prediction that I make
alone. Let me read to him what one of his own organs says,
a paper that supports the hon. gentleman opposite at least
three days in the week, lot me read from the Montreal
Gazette of March 8th, the fo'lowing editorial:-

I The disturbing elements which for same time past have existed in
the commercial atmosphere hare not yet been dissipated, and itis feared
that further disturbances as a result of over-trading are inevitable before
business regains its wonted health and vigor. Not in Oanada alone,
however, la this unsettled condition of affaira discernible, as the depres-
sion is certainly more marked in the United States than here, and has
become sufficiently developed in Great Britian to draw forth commente
upon it from the pres. Some of our leading merchants are of the opinion
that references to trade difficulties should be avoided as much as possible
in commercial articles, on the ground that they tend to create unneces-
sary distrust. In this view of the subject, however, we cannot concur,
for the reason that the more the question of commercial depression is
publicly discussed and understood, the more speedy and effectualis
likely to be the application of the remedy. It has come to be a recog-
nized axiom, that cycles of depression follow period of prosperity as
surely as night follows day, although we maintain that the former
sequence is not as necessary tu trade as the latter is to nature."

Then he goes on and instances cases in support of his state-
ment. Now, I hold that is very wrong language on the
part of the editor of the Montreal Gazette. That is blue
ruin, and I would suggest that the hon. member for Card-
well (Mr. White) should write to the editor of the Montreal
Gazette, protesting against it. The thing is an outrage.
That paper is guuilty of infidelity to the hon. Finance
Minister. Why, Sir, here we find the very expressions in
a good Tory newspaper that we used to hear in the time of
the Mackenzie Administration. Here we find a paper that
is known to the hon. member for Cardwell, a strong
supporter of the hon. Finance Minister, talking about
cycles of depression. Has ho forgotten that the hon.
1Finance Minister stili lives? Ias he forgotten who admin-
isters our affairse? Has ho forgotten that cycles may come
and cycles may go, but that applies to lands where they
have not such a Finance Minister as we have, for here thore
are no disturbing iufluences in the commercial atmosphere ?
How dare ho make these utterances in view of the failares
that are taking place. I read a speech delivered by the
hon. member for Cardwell very nearly, if not on the samo
day, delivered in a neighboring county where the hon.
gentleman held forth with ail the eloquence ho possessed,
and told the people how blest we are in having the present
Finance Minister, and that with the Tariff in force and the
present Ministers in office we were on the way to perpotual
prosperity. But even the Financi Minister has declared to-
night a want of faith in himself. He believed that for seven
years we would bave prosperity. Does he intend to die in
seven years, or to leave us in seven years; I pray him not. If
ho can maintain this buoyancy in the commercial atmosphere
and stave off this blue ruin, why should he only do it for
seven years; why should ho not live and serve his country and
not voluntarily retire ? Canada has placed him in that high
position, and it will expect him to remain and give effect to
all bis prophecies, and that for all time to come, because ho
says the present Tariff is to romain in force for all time to
come. Neither wages, nor the price of wbeat must decline
for ail time to come ; there is a little fall for the timebeing,
but the hon. Minister will regulate that. For all time to
corne our factories must have thoir home market. I recog-
nize the fact that, while I bolieve Canada is prosperous
to-day, and has another good year before her, long before
the seven years which the lion. gentleman has mentioned
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have elapsed, the country will be in the midst of one
of those eras of depression which the Montreal Gazette
truly says, come round in cycles; that one year after
you find depression existing in the United States, look
ont for depression in Canada, and I, faithless in the power
of the Finance Minister, would be glad if he had the
power to save us from that which will inevitably come. The
large expenditure of foreign capital in the Prairie Province
may for the time tide us over, but depend upon it that
when the Pacifie Railway is completed and trains are
running througb, when our exports decline and a poor bar-
vest comes, and there is a lowering of the United States
lumber market and decline in the price of our products in
England, then there will be a stringency in this country
again; and lot me tell the hon. Finance Minister that,
though ho rejoices to-day, and says the people to-day pay
their taxes willingly, yet at the rate ho is spending the
publie money now, taxes will have to be kept up with dimin-
ished importa, and the people having to pay 35 per cent. on
many of the necessaries of life, instead of 17J per cent, will
turn round on the hon. Finance Minister and say that their
bardons are greater than they can bear, and ho will be unable
to give relief, because the country bas entered upon an era of
extravagance, and expenditure can be more easily increased
than retrenched; and therefore it is that I look forward to
that time, and am willing to see the hon. gentleman sitting
in bis place and take all the pleasure that hoecan derive-
and ho seems to derive much pleasure from the fact-that
he sits surrounded with two supporters at bis back to every
one in the Opposition. This country will, as I have said, pass
through a period of stringency and trade depression as well
as of prosperity,and I venture to prophecy that in a few years
from now, the hon. Minister, if hc still retains his position as
Minister of Finance, will find that ho will be compelled to
offer apologies; he will explain how this factory and that
factory was closed; how wages in this department were
lowered, and how it occurs that the exports have declined.
I believe this, and I am confirmed in my view by writersin
commercial journals, eqaally well informed with the
bon. Finance Minister. Ani then we, on this side of the
House, will have the satisfaction of knowing that though
we may have had to wait a few years, tiIl a period of trial
came round, yet it was bound to come at last. We will know
that the principles laid down on this side of the House, and
acted on, were the correct principles, and that hon. gentle-
men opposite, who attempted to give the people relief by
means of bogus medicines, would be declared by the people
themselves, to have been administering quack medicines.
They would ask the advice of physicians who practise
according to well understood remedies, and when that
time came, the hon. Minister would find, that having had
his day of rejoicing and exaltation, tbat his utterances would
fall back on himself, and that ho bad proved powerless to ac-
complish the good ho declared ho would be able to accomplish
through the agency of the Tariff. I have not gone into a
discussion of Free Trade and the present Tariff. Free Trade
las never been an issue in this country. It has always been
held that we should afford protection, while raising the ne-
cessary revenue, and I have pointed out time and again that
under the late Administration the manufactures had attained
a proud and prominent position, as far back as 1876, when the
products of the manufactories of Canada, placed side by
side with the manufactured products of other nations,
challenged the admiration of the people who beheld them.
I have pointed out that the display of Canadian manufac-.
tures at the Centennial Exhibition, followed by the exhibi-
tions at Paris and Melbourne, aided by a grant made by the
Government, opened up a foreign trade to this country,1
Ihat in 1878 Lad expanded to $4,000,000. What haveà
hon. gentlemen opposite done to promote our manufactur-1
ing industries ? me few lines have been benefited, and I
am willing they should be benefited. But what bas been i

Mr. PATERsoN (Brant).

the effact on the manufacturing industry as a wbole ? The
export trade bas not been developed. It fell nearly
$1,000,000 during the first year that hon. gentlemen were in
office; it fell $1,000,000 another year, and an aggregate of
$2,750,000 less of manufactured goods wore sent from this
country during the last tbree yoars than during the last
year of the Mackenzie Administration. And yet they claim
that they alone developed manufactures. Bon. gentlemen
opposite can take whatever credit they can find from the
claim that they benefited some industriesi but it must
be remembered that 'they bandicapped others, and those
the largest and most important in the country. Among
those handicapped were the manufacturers of agricultural
implements, and to-day the hon. Minister proposes that
au extra duty be levied upon that industry, to
b. borne by whom? By the people of Manitoba.
Poor Manitoba. The figures given to us by the Minister of
Customs himself reveals flis fact: that while the other
Provinces of this Dominion pay an average of $5 per bead
of taxation, Manitoba pays $16, and it is on the imports
directly into Manitoba, while the duties on the goods they
purchase in Montreal and Toronto have to be added to it.
In addition they pay enormous freight rates, monopolv rates
forced upon them, fastened uponthem by hon. gentlemen
opposite, so that every man in Manitoba with five of a family
faces the fact, that ho will have directly and indirectly a
taxation of about $200 a year to bear. Sir, I think that this is
a matter which deserves the attention of this House and
country-that in this fair land of ours from which we had
hoped for great things, under the management of hon.
gentlemen opposite, they are making it intolerable for the
people of that country. I am not so much surprised that
the agricultural implement manufacturers are seeking more
protection, because the Governmont by beaping taxes on
their raw material, compels them to ask for high prices, and
again, because the Government, instead of retaining the
Thunder Bay Branch, built with the noney of the people of
Canada, and which, when in our own bands, would have
enabled us to lay down a car load of freight 1r $40, or on
regular mileage rates for.$43, have handed ail the outlets
and the inlets into that country into thd hands ofthe Syndi-
cate, who charge these same men $176 to lay down a car of
freight for the same distance. That, Sir, handicaps thee
agricultural implement makers, who have to pay extortion-
ate freight rates; and who, in buying their raw rnaterial,
have duties heaped upon them by the hon. Finance Min ister;
and they say: Why, we cannot hold our own unloss more
protection is given; and if the hon. gentleman grants their
requestb h imposes on the people of that Province additional
taxation. Sir, there is a blight on that land inthe presene
of these hon. gentlemen,and I will not allow them to charge
on me disloyal utterances because I speak out openly in this
Bouse with reference to tbis matter. I will not permit them
to charge me with running down the country. I am not
doing so. No man in this House desires to see progress and
prosperity in this country more than I do; with the feelings
of a young Canadian I desire, above all things, to se. great
national progress in this country to which I owe my birth;
and I looked forward hopefully to the opening and develop-
ment of the North-West, which bas all the resources
required to make a great nation, and it is because I arn a
patriot to that country, and because I am a patriot to my
country, that I speak out plainly. I am not dialoyal to my
country when I speak in this way, and I arm not running it
down, It is a magnificent country, and it bas an enter-
prising people in it; but they are chained down hand and foot
by the Government of the day. I am, however, opposed to
the Government of the day, and herein lies my disloyalty. I
am disloyal only to their policy which has fastened these
fetters on what ought to b. a free nation. The Finance
Minister boasts of his majority in the House. We recog-
nize the fact, that though but 70, while they are 140, and
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you, Sir, the impartial one, whom we have in this House;
and that though it be the state of parties in this House, it i
not the state of parties in the country; and even were it so
no man is to be blamed for holding views different from his
fellow men; and we will maintain in all their force, and
propound with all the possible vigor of which we ar
capable, the principles that we think ought to guide us i
administering the affairs of this country. I have on ly
one thing to say, and I would not have alluded to it, ha
it not been for the boasting of the hon. Finance Minister
He might, under the circumstances-remembering by wha
means lis majority was attained-have, at any rate, fel
that it was not necessary to allude in such jubilant term
to the fact, that they are 140 to our 70. Not that we care
for that, for 70 believing themselves to be in the right
may stand in the face of not 140 but of 740; and when
that hon. gentleman knows the means by which they
obtained power; when ho remembers that he himself was
a party to the conception, and the introduction, and the
passing of a Bill through this louse, by which the late
Finance Minister, a man whose abilities the country might
have had the advantage of at this time, who had been
recoived in a constituency by the unanimous nomination of
bis party, in a constituency in which that nomination
meant bis election to this House-he might well have
refrained from making such a boast. The hon. gentle-
man was a party to the introduction of a Bill to wipe
out the ex-Finance Minister's constituency at the expense
of depriving him of a seat in this House; when he in
common with other hon. gentlemen opposite, day after
day, week after week, month after month, manifested
that noble, that brave and that chivalrous disposition
which enabled them to retire into the secret recesses of
a room, and there in darkness to take their maps and
change constituencies 'so as to strike at the members of
the Opposition, tearing townships from counties and cast-
ing townships into other counties, disfiguring, marring, and
blotting the whole map of Ontario, by legislative enactment,
in order to lessen the chances of many of their oppo-
nents in this House. That hon. gentleman professes
to have some regard for bis character; to have some
of the elements of fair play in him; and when ho remem-
bers that he was a party to this, that ho sat here and
plotted in secret in common with others of bis party, and
carried through this flouse a Bill in an underhand
way, and by this means succeeded in capturing the
Province of Ontario, ho might have refrained from his
boasting. Sir, if it be any pleasure to one of bis noble and
chivalrous nature, to see that he was successful in accom-
plishing what ho sought-to diminish the number of hon.
gentlemen on this side of the louse-the pleasure is his;
and, Sir, we on this side of the House would rather remain
bore from now until doomsday, a small minority, than
ever be guilty of doing that upon which we could not
reflect withouL feeling that we had committed an act which
could not commend itself to any man possessed of a noble,
brave, and chivalrous nature. Mr. Speaker, I am sorry I
have detained the Blouse at such length. I have spoken
with some vigor and force on the subjects which 1 have
touched ; but I have endeavored not to trespass beyond the
bounds of Parliamentary debate. Differing from the bon.
Finance Minister, I bave endeavored to give the reasons for
my views; and whether I have done so ably or not, the
House, at any rate, will be able to seo the lino of reasoning
which I have endeavored to adopt; and if that lino of
reasoning will commend itself to any independent members
Of this House and lead them to review the opinions of both
Political parties and take into more earnest considerationi
heretofore all the great questions of the day-not one, but
than the great questions of the day; and if it should be the
means of influencing them to cast their votes in the direction
which I conceive to be the right one, thon, Sir, I will feel

; more than repaid for any efforts that I have made in thus
s placing my views before you.
, Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Mr. Speaker. The bon.gentle-
s man who has just taken bis seat, has devoted a large
d portion of the time which ho las occupied in replying to
e the Budget Speeches of last year and of the year before.
n Sir, those Budget Speeches wore before the people of the
y country in June last; the replies of those hon. gentlemen
d to thoso Budget Speeches were also before the country, and
, in the face of arguments used by hon. gentlemen opposite,
t the people of Canada-not the people of Ontario alone, but
t the people of the whole Dominion-returned to this Bouse
s a majority to support the hon. gentlemen who now occupy

the Treasury Beches. The hon. member has been good
enough to say that we should not boast of that triumph, bc-

a cause of the fact that it was achieved, as ho alleges, in some
parts, at any rate, by what was commonly known as the

s Gerrymandering Act. I did not understand the hon. Min-
ister of Finance, when ho referred to the fact that eight ex-
Ministers, who where in office during those five years that

t the opposite party where in power, had fallen victimi to the
popular indignation at the last eloection-I say I did not

f understand him to refer to the triumph in the Pro-
vince of Ontario alone. The fact is that of those eight
hon. gentlemen only one can, with any show of reason
or truth, be said to have fallen a victim to what
is called the Gerrymandering Act. The lato mem-

3 ber for Bothwell is now, it may be, occupying a position
which is not an uncongenial or unpleasant one; it is
one which, in some respects, las its advantages over
the position of a member of this House-that of an
editor of a leading newspaper in Ontario. Ho occupios
that position to-day, it may, perhaps, b said, bec-ause of
the change in the boundaries of bis late constituency, but
certainly the ex-Finance Minister cannot claim that to b
bis case. If the constituency which ho formerly repre-
sented was changed, the changed constituency is in this
House represented by an hon. gentleman who is in sym-
pathy with him, and who supports the party with which
he was connected; and the other constituency, into whicli
portions of bis constituency went, returned a member to
this House by the enormous majority of somewherc about
800. The late Finance Minister himself chose a place.
in which to try conclusions with tho Conservative
party, and in choosing that place he chose one in
which, judging by the preceding election, thoro was
fair reason to expect that ho might have soma chance of
success. What was the result ? He was beaten by n
majority of 157, and the township which was added by
the Act of last Session to the constituency, only gave a
Conservative majority of somewhere about thirty. Iow
was it with another gentleman in this Province? fHow
was it with an hon. ex-Governor of the Province of On-
tario, Mr. Macdonald, who ran in Glengarry and was so gal-
lantly beaten by the hon. gentleman who sits hehind me ?
IHow was it with the lateb on. member for Shefford, whoso
constituency was not gerrymandered ? How was it with
the late bon. and gallant knight of Westmoroland, whoec
place was taken by theb on. gentleman whom we are all
so delighted to see in this House? fHow was it with the
late Minister of Justice, Mr. Laflamme, in whose constit-
uency there was no change of boundaries ? How was it with
Mr. Laird who ran in Prince Edward Island, and who was
so unpopular that, if I mistake not, ho almost prevented bis
own colleague in finding a place in this House? How was it
with Mr. Jones who ran for Halifax, and who, I am
glad to know, was defeated by the hon. gentleman who
sits behind me? fHow was it with the ex-Speaker
of the House who failed te get the votes of one-fourth of the
constituency which formerly supported hm? What
influence had the Gerrymandering Act on those constituen-
cies ? If it had any influence whatever, it should have had
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an influence in their favor. If it was an Act which
deserved the name of an infamous Act-and I have heard
that term applied to it in western constituencies-the argu-
ment was good in every part of the Dominion, that the
party guilty of passing such an Act were unworthy of pub-
lic confidence; yet that measure, used along with other
measures passed by this Government, and denounced with
equal vehemence when they were before Parliament, and for
which they were responsible in all those constituencies,
failed to bring back these leading men to the other side
of the House. As we gaze on it from this aide and miss the
faces of those who used to do loyal battle for their party in
debate, we experience a feeling of absolute commiseration
at the poverty of the Opposition in this House. Sir,
the truth is, that the people of Canada, in June last,
gave their verdict for the same reason that they gave it in
September, 1878. They had had experience of the Liberal
party in power. They found that that party in power had
failed to carry out even the pledges they made in Oppo-
sition, and they found that, more serious than that, they had
failed to appreciate the wants of the people; they had ignored
the condition of affairs in which the country stood, and,
unwilling to trust them again, they preferred, even if the
statements made by the bon. gentleman opposite as to the
mal-administration of the Government were true, to trust the
destinies of this country to the Conservative party whose
administration they had had experience of for nearly twonty
years, rather than run the risk at a time like that of placing
the affairs of the country in the hands of hon. gentlemen
opposite. There nover was in any country a triumph so
signal, so significant, as that which came to the Conserva-
tive party in June last; and hon. gentlemen opposite, if they
realize the real sense of the country, if they could learn
to forget a little or leaun to remember a little,
would not come back to this louse the first Session
of a new Parliament with the worn-out speeches
whicb had been delivered in the old Parliament,
which had been before the country at the time of the elec-
tions, and the verdict of the people upon which had been one
of unqualified condemnation. I propose to review very
briefly some of the points to which the hon. gentleman has
referred in his speech. He commenced by referring to the
finances, and ie told us the old story that the Conservative
party had increased the expenditure of this country from
813,000,000 in 1868 to $23,000,000 in 1874. Well, we have
heard that before, and it las had no effect upon the country.
The hon. gentleman himself does not believe that there is any
force in the statement as a condemnation of any party in this
country. He knows that in 1868 we were four Provinces,
and that in 1874 there were seven Provinces. le knows that
in 1868 we were entering upon Confederation, that we had
not yet commenced to expend money upon the develop-
ment of this country. le knows that in 1873 and 1874 we
were in the full career of development; that we had
purchased the North-West, that we had almost built the
Intercolonial Railway, that we were commencing to enter
upon expenditures in connection with the North- West, and
be knows that there is no fair comparison between the periods
of 1867 and 1874. But, Sir, he fell into the further error off
misstating the expenditure on Consolidated Revenue account,
at any rate, in 1873-4. I will not here revive the old con-
troversies of the last Parliament. I will not discuss beyond
the mere statement of the fact which was so ably discussed
at that period, that the expenditure of 1873-4, instead off
being over $23,000,000 was $23,300,000, and that hon. gen-
tlemen opposité actually cooked the Public Accounts-I use
the word advisedly-in order that they might be able at the
end of their period to present a misleading statement, with a
view of making out -as good a case as possible for
themselves. By placing sums spent on Capital
Account, to the aceount of Consolidated Revenue, by
including Customs refunds and anumber of other items,
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I they added nearly $1,000,000 that certainly did not
belong to the expenditure of that year; and they succeeded
in raising the yearly expenditure from $22,300,000, to some
823,316,000. But it is when we come to deal with the
details of these expenditures, that we see the difference
between the two parties. It is quite true that hon. gentle-
men opposite, when in power, only increased the gen-
eral expenditure from $22,300,000 to 824,456,000. But
how was it donc? Will any one tell me that a decrease in
the expenditure on Public Works is a matter of economy ?
The hon. gentleman who has just sat down boasted
that public works were managed for a certain
sum of money. I do not know whether hie is aware
that the expenditure under Publie Works, has nothing what.
ever to do with the management of public works. It is ex-
penditure on Capital Account for the construction of public
works; and the only difference between the two parties in that
respect is this, that at one period, with an overfiowing
Treasury, the Conservative party were enabled to do what,
happily, they have been able to do ever since, viz.: expend
public money on the public works of the country, whereas
hon. gentlemen opposite, with annual deficits, were obliged
to stop such expenditure. And now they claim credit for so
doing, as if it was an evidence of economical administra-
tion. So with other expenditures, such as Immigration
and Quarantine, Militia, &c. But hon. gentlemen opposite
claim to have succeeded in decreasing the ordinary expendi-
turc during the fiveyears that they were in power. If you
examine the cost of collecting the revenue, which must be
to a considerable extent included in the controllable expend-
iture, you will find that, instead of being decreased during
that period, it was very largely increased. Between 1879
and 1882, the expenditure was increased considerable. I am
not going to trouble the House by reading over the items of
that increase, which are connected largely with Public
Works, Dominion Lands, the Census, &c. But when we come
to the Collection of Revenue,in which there is a fair chance for
comparison between the Administrations of the two parties,
we fiud the follôwing to be the result:-

REVENUE.

1879.
Publie Works............. ............ $ 1,863,149
Customs ...... ............................... 12,900,659
Excise .............. . .............. ..... 5,390,763
Post Office............ ......... 1,172,418

Total .......................... $21,326,989
EXPENDITURE.

1879.
Publie Works................. $2.. ....... 2,680,979
Customs .................... ........ 1........ n9,711
Excis ... ...... .. 211064
PoTtOffcet.............. 1,784,423

Total,................. ..... 7

1882.
$2,711,131
21,581,570
5,884,859
1,587,888

$31,765,151

1882.
$2,893,512

723,913
280,573

1,980,567

That is, Sir, the income during those yoars increased no
less than 810,438,462, or 49½ per cent., while the cost of
collection increased only $482,38S, or a fraction under 9
per cent. Now, Sir, if you compare Ihis with the period
when hon. gentlemen opposite were in office, you will find
the following result:

REVEUE
1874.

Publie Works.............................$ 1,509,915
(ustoms.....................14,325,192
Excise . ....................... ". 5,595,903
Post Office . ........... ...... -1, 139,973

Total ................................... $22,59,983
EXPENDITURE.

1874.
Publie Works........ ... $27B89,679
oustoms.. ..... ....- 658,299
Excise ................................... 206,935
Post Offiee....................1,387,270

Total . .......................... $4,642,183

1879.
$1,863,149
12,900,65J
51390,763
1,872,418

$21,326,989

1879
$2,80,979

711,721
211,064

1,784,433

$5,396,177
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That is, while the revenue decreased $1,242,994, or 5 per
cent., the cost of collection increased $753,994, or 161 per
cent. That is the answer I give to the hon. gentleman
when he undertakes to compare the expenditure from 1874
to 1879 with that from 1879 to 1882. Then, Sir, I take
some. details. I take the expenditures in relation with
the management of the Government railways. I have no
doubt that when the hon. Minister of Railways oomes to
deal with this subject he will do so very fully, but I will be
pardoned for stating one or two facts in connection with it.
Ifind that the mileage of the Intercolonial open in 1879
was 720 miles, and in 1882, 840 miles, an increase of 120
miles. I find that the train mileage run was 2,111,426 in
1879, and 3,195,566 in 1882, or an increase of 1,084,140. I
find that the passongers carried numbered 610,101 in 1879,
and 779,994 in 1882, an inerease of 139,893 ; that the tons
of freight carried in 1879 amounted to 510,861, and in 1882
to 838,956, an increase of 328,095 tons. One would naturally
imagine that, under these circumstances, with greater
mileage to work, with a greater carriage of passengors and
freight, and consequent larger expenditure, the increased
expense ought to be very great. Yet what are the facts ?
The revenue in 1879 was $1,294,099; and in 188C it was
$2,079,262-an increase in 1882 of $785,163 over 1879.
Everyone who knows anything of railways, knows that the
increase in expenditure and revenue always bear some re-
lation to each other. Yet in this case, we find that althouglh
labor was undoubtedly higher in 1882 than in 1879,
and the revenue was so, much greater, there was substan-
tially no increase in the cost of worktng the road. In 1879
the cost was $2,010,183, and in 1882, $2,069,657, an increase
of only $59,474 in expenditure for the production of that
enormously increased revenue and business. I find further
that the deficit in 1879 in the working of the railroad was
$726,081, while in 1882 its working showed a surplus of
89,605. The cost per mile of running a train on the Inter-
colonial was, in 1879, 95-50, in 1862, 64-74 ets., a decrease
of 30-73 cts. I ask whether, under these circumstances,
we may not fairly say that in relation to this, Our greatest
enterprise, upon which the largestexpenditure may be made
without any special oversight or attention of tho public or
Parliament, that it is an evidence of the careful administra-
tion which has characterized the conductof the hon. gentlemen
on the Troasury Benches. Take the matter of Customs as
another illustration, and what do we find? The hon. mcm-
ber for Wost Middlesex, in the debato on the Tarif in 1879,
stated this among other objections:
" The Finance Minister, in bringing down the Budget, said it would be

necessary to employ a number of experts to examine the goods imported
into this country,.so that their value might be appraised and the coun-
try saved from being defrauded. This meant a positive increase in the
collection of Customs hereafter. It meant his hon. friend would have
te dimisas a number of Custom House otticers and appoint others who
had had a peculiar training in order to do this business. it meant more
than that, au iucrease cf the number of Custom Blouse officers of the
present grade. When a bale of goods came te the CustomHouse con-
sisting of cottons, silki, velveteens, etc., in order to calculate the Gus-
toms dues, they would be compelled to measure every article. Then
the invoice would have to be looked into in order to levy the ad valorem.
Thu.j there would be a large increase in the labors of the Custom House
offiers. A large increase would be necessitated in the 0Oustom House
staff, and for that reason he objected to the Tariff as being expensive.'y

What las bon the result ? Tho cost of collections in 1874,
when lon. gentlemen opposite took office, was 4·55 per
cent.; in 1878 it had increased to 5-56, an increase of 1-01
per cent. In 1882 the cost of collecting the revenue was
&32 per cent., or a decrease from that of 1879 of 2·24 per
cent. But percentages, of course, are sometimes misleading.
They may mean a good doal, or nothing. I will, however,
take the actual figures. In 1874 the recoipts were $14,325,192,
and the cost of collecting those receipts, 8658,299. In 1879
the receipts were $12,900,6->9, and the cost of collecting,
8719,711, or a decrease in the revenue of $1,424,533, and an
increase in the cost of collecting that decreased revenue of
861,412-that is, 10 per cent, of a decrease in the receipts,
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r and 10J per cent. of an increase in the cost of collection.

In 1882 the receipts were $21,581,570, and the cost of col-
i lecting, $723,913, showing an increased revenue over 1879

of $8,680,911, and an increased cost of collecting of $4,202
-or 67 per cent. increased revenue at an increased cost of
collecting under j of 1 per cent. I think we may fairly off-
set that against the statement made by hon. gentlemen oppo-
site as to the difference between the two parties in the manage-
ment of our public affairs. I will take anotherDepartment,
in relation to which hon. gentlemen opposite are disposed
to charge inconsistency against the Conservative party.
When hon.gentlemen were in office they were charged with
having unnecessarily increased the Post Office expenditure.
They have since charged us with inconsistency because it
has also been incrcased by this Government. But what are
the factse? During Mr. Mackenzie's term of office, tho
revenue from Post Offices in 1874 was $1,476,207, and in
1879, $1,534,363, an incroase in the latter year of $58,156, a
fraction under 4 per cent. On the other hand, the expendi-
ture increased from $1,695,180, in 1874, to $2,167,266
in 1879, an increase of $471,786, or about 28 per cent.
That is to say, while the revenue increase was under 4 per
cent. the cost of collecting it had increased 28 per cent.
What has been the fact since ? In 1882 the revenue was
$2,022,996, or an increased revenue over 1879 of $8188,633,
3]Q per cent. In 1882 the expenditure, $2,459,356, or an
increase of $292,090 over the expenditure of' 1879, giving a
percentage of increase of 13½ per cent. ; thus while the reve,
nue increases 3l¾ per cent., the cost of collecting it only in-
creased 13½ per cent. When we look at this matter in another
ight, we lind this to be the result: the average cost per
Post Office in 1874 was $326, in 1879, $386.59, and in 1882,
$398. That is to say, an inerease of $60 per Post Office
between 1874 and 1879, and of only $12 between 1879 and
1882. Then, if you take the mileage travelled you will find
that the increase is more than accounted for. The mileage
of travel in 1874.-and that is a very good indication of the
expenditure of the Post Office, becanse it is one of the methods
by which you can show how postal facilities have been
increased to the people of this country-you will find that
the mileage in that year vas 13,929,180, and the cost
Il ets. per mile. In 1879 it was 16,156,034, or 13J cts.
per mile, being an inercase of 2½ ets. per mile. In
1882 the mileage had increased to 18,091,996, or 13
cts. per mile, so that there was no perceptible
increase in the mileage cost of working the Post Office
between 1879 and 1882. But if you look at what has
been done, the kind of mileage that has been covered, you
will see that there might reasonably have been a consider-
able increase. In Manitoba and the North-West Territories,
in 1874, the Post Office mileago covered was only 79,567;
in 1879 it was 149,843, while in 188. it had increased to
738,206, Po that with all that enormous development of the
postal facilitics in the North-Wost, the cost per mile of
working the Post Oflice las not increased during the time
the hon, gentleman on this side have had charge of the De-
partment, while during the time the hon. gentleman opposite
had charge of it the mileage cost increased 2j ets. per mile.
Then, another way of dealing with the matter is to look at
the cost per letter. I find that in 1874 the cost per lotter
was 4 ets; in 1877 the hon. gentleman opposite managed
still to incrense it to a fraction over 4 ets.; while in 1882
the cost per letter had been decroased to a fraction under
3140 ets. per letter ; so that in every way in which we look
at the administration of the Post Office Department we find
that we were right in charging extravagance against the hon.
gentleman for the increase betweon 1874 and 1879, and that
this Government is not fairly open to the same charge for
the increase since they came into office. Now, Sir, in
relation te our financial condition, I may further refer to the
state of our Public Debt, and I think it is worth while
looking at it in order that people may see what is the posi-
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tion which this country is occupying at the present moment.
This is of great importance, because it will be remembered
that in the debates in this House, in 1880, when the
Government proposed to assume the task of building the
Canadian Pacifie Railway, the hon. gentlemen opposite,
and especially the hon. member for 'West Durham,
pointed ont the serious evil that must result to this coun-
try, if there was a great increase in the Public Debt; He
pointed to the fact that emigrants from the other side,
choosing a country to come to, finding in the United States
a country where there was an annually decreasing debt, and
finding in Canada, a country where there was an annually
increasing debt, would naturally seek the United States
rather than Canada. Well,.Sir, under these circumstances,
I think it must be a matter of sincere congratulation to us
all, that we appear reasonably, at any rate, to have reached
a period when there would be no further material increase
to our Public Debt in connection with the enterprises upon
which we have now entered. In 1867, the net debt was
$75,728,841; in 1874, it was $108,344,964, or an apparent in-
crease during that period of $32,616,323. But of this increase
to which we are often referred as an evidence ofConservative
extravagance, there were no less than $20,452,340 for debts
allowed to the Provinces, that is to say, for the entry of
Manitoba, British Columbia and Prince Edward Island into
Confederation, and for the assumption of the debts of Ontario
and Quebec, amounting, with the equivalents to the other
Provinces, to $13,859,079, making an actual increase in the
burden of the country of $12,163,983, or an average for
seven years of 81,751,993. In 1879, $34,645,223 had been
added to the debt, being an average annual increase of
$6,929,045, making the net debt at that time, when hon. gen-
tlemen opposite left office, $142,990,187. In 1882,$ 10,671,463
had been added, making an average increase during the
time that the present Grovernment has been in office, of
$3,555,055, as there will be no increase during the next year
-that fact has been announced by the Finance Minister-
but, on the contrary, as there is a fair pros-
pect of a small decrease, we may take $2,667,866 as
the average increase under Conservative rule. Now, if we
leave out this $20,452,340 of debts allowed to the Provinces,
the net increase has been 857,680,667. We have to show
for that, in four articles alone, these sums : On canals we
have spent $12,671,125; Canadian Pacific Railway,
$26,046,339 ; Intercolonial Railway, $26,464,017; North-
West, $2,920,000, making altogether, $68,101,481; or we
have in these four items alone an excess of $10,420,812 over
the entire addition to the debt during the period since Con-
federation. I think that is a fact which we may fairly
present to the public, and especially to the emigrating
public in whose interest the warning was given by the hon.
momber for West Durham. We may fairly presont it as a fact
to reassure them to come to this country. Now,we have thisi
other fact by way of contrast between the hon. gentlemen op-
posite and hon. gentlemen on this side. During the time thatj
the Conservative party were in office down to 1874, consider-i
ably over $10,000,000 were expended on Capital Account, in,
excess of the additions to the public debt. From 1874 to1
1879, $6,723,083 were added to the debt more than were1
expended on Capital Account ; so that while the hon. gentle-1
men opposite were in office, they were expendingi
money every year obtained from loans, and there-
fore from additions to the Public Debt for the ordinary
administration of the affairs of the country. We mayi
well say to them that they could hardly have gone on(
increasing the expenditure upon public works-at a time(
when they were only able to carry on the affairs of the1
country-in spite of two increases in the Tariff, from one of
which they estimated an increase of $3,000,000, and from
another of which they estimated an increase of $1,600,000-
by increasing the debt $6,723,083 more than they expended
on Capital Account. What has been the r-esult since? IE
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find from 1880 to 1882 there has been expended on Capital
Account, 815,535,034 more than has been added to the Publie
Debt. I think we may fairly congratulate ourselves
upon this fact, a reassurmng one to the immigrant
-who is comparing the condition of this country with
that of the United States before selecting his residence.
Looking at the future I think we may fairly say, in spite of
the warning of the hon. member for Brant, that we will
have an annual surplus during the next five years of about
$3,000,000. I do not bolieve we can have very much less
than that, even assuming what the Montreal Gazette says
is correct, that we are on the eve of a period of depression as
as compared with the inflation of last year, in
view of the development of the North-West. That
will give us $15,000,000 in money during the next
fivo years to expend on Capital Account. In 1885
we shall have $32,467,169 of 5 per cents. maturing, and to
redeem. Redeeming them at 4 per cents., even at par, and
we may be able to go a little botter than that, it will be
equal to a new loan of $8,000,000, without adding a single
dollar to the interest-charge on thePublic Debt of this coun-
try, and af ter all the interest-charge is the measure of the
burden on the people. Those two items, amounting to
$23,000,000, will be applicable to Capital Account without
adding to the interest-charge, which, as I have said, is the
measure of the burden of the debt. Thon we shal have the
receipts from Public Lands. The hon. First Minister declared,
in 1880, that we would receive by 1890, 638,593,000, that
being on the basis of an annual increase of immigration into
the country of 5,000 s6uls, and from securities, being money
secured by land, $32,712,000. I am aware that statement
was challenged. The hon. member for West Durham, in
referring to it, said:

'The hon. gentleman expects to receive in the fourth year $1,870,000;
in the following year, $2,622,000 ; in the next year, $3,230,000; in the
next year, $4,112,090 ; in the next year, $5,058,ooo; in the next year,
$5,833,000; in the next year, $6,877,00; while the xast year of this
series of rapid progression is to yield, $7,562,000, to be received in cash
from sales in the North-West lands-an aggregate of $38,593,ooo apart
from the sums not yet due of $32,712,000. Now, I venture to say,
if every one of the other calculations be realized, if the hou. gentleman
gets into that country the amount of emigration he expects, and at the
time he expects, if he makes sales to the numbers and at the prices he
expects, these calculations as to the dates and the amounts of his receipts
will under no circumstances be realized, Under no circumstances will
he receive these suis or anything like them, at these times or anything
like them."

Now, in this, as in almost everything elso, time appears to
be the grea t enemy of hon. gentlemen opposite, and the great
friend to hon. gentlemen on this side of the House. What
do we find ? We are only in the second year, not the fourth.
That speech was made by the hon. momber in 1880, and at
the end of 1882 we had, by the Pu-blic -Accounts, acknow-
ledged receipts from public lands o $1,744,456; that is to
say, we have received in the second year within $125,544 of
the sum estimated by the right hon. gentleman for the
fourth year. 1 think we may fairly say, under those cir-
cumstances, we have reason to believe now, in view of
what has actually taken place, that the estimate given us
by the right hon. Minister of the Interior in 1880, will
be fully realized as time goes on, and giving the opportunity
for its realization, under those circumstances we wili be
in this position by 1890, or perhaps before that. In five
years from to-day, in all likelihood: the Pacifie Railw*ay
will be completed from ocean to ocean ; immigrants will be
able to take the cars at Halifax and go to Vancouver Island,
or rather to Port Moody, without changing cars
or leaving British territory. We will not only
have the railway built, but we will have the work accom-
plished without any increase being made t our public
debt. We will have to complote the improvements now
contemplated on our canals, and I hope we will be able to
dredge and improve the channels of'our rivers. We witl be
able to light and to greatly improve the great waterways of
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the North West, and I sincerely trust that this is a work
which will be undertaken by the present Administration.
We will be able, I hope, and I trust the policy of the Gov-
ernment will yet be to do so, to remove the tonnage dues
from all vessels from the time they enter the Gulf till they
reach Lake Superior, if they can go as far, so as to have
free navigation over our magnificent water system from one
end to the other- and we will be able to accomplish all that
without adding a zingle dollar to the public debt; but, on
the contrary, I believe, while making annual payments in
reduction of that debt, as they are doing to-day in
the United States. I think, under those circumstances, we
may fairly claim that the policy of this Government, not
only in regard to what is called the National Policy, but
their policy in regard to the material development of the
country, is in every respect one which merits the approba-
tion of the people, and justifies the verdict which the people
gave in June last. So much for the question of expendi-
tare ; and I corne now for a moment or two to touch on the
question of the National Policy, about which so much bas
been said. I find that the hon. member who preceded me
is not very strong in his position on this question. I can
remember very well that figurative speech of his in which
lie pointed out the great advantages which would result to
the people from an increase in the duties on tobaccos and
cigars And one can readily understand a gentleman
whose opinions as expressed originally in this louse, and
as we all hope he still entertains them, whose honest opin-
ions are to the effect that the true pdIicy for this
country is a policy of protection to native industry
-how difflicult it must be for him to take the
position and to play the rôle which was inposed on him to-
night, in the absence of another hon. gentleman who certainly
liad no difficulty in relation to circumstances of that kind to
embarrass him. What has been the position of this country
with respect to general trade ? There bas been an extra-
ordinary revival of trade. No one doubts that. The hon.
member for Brant admits that the country has been very
prosperous. It is true; but he could not forbear saying that
things were changing and that we were going to everlast-
ing smash. He remembered some failures, and rubbing his
hands, as hon. gentlemen opposite are in the habit of doing.
ie dec]ared with delight, " this is sweetness indeed, another

failure " The hon. gentleman declared we were on tho eve
of another period of depression, that there was a crisis
coming at last-and, indeed, he seemed most cheerful when
he came to that part of his speech. There was no
chance for them so long as the country was prosperous;
the people would never trust them so long as the
country was prosperous; but if times become depressed,
and the people do not care much who governs the
country, possibly they may have a chance, but so long as the
people feel an interest in and a hope for the country's
success and prosperity, hon. gentlemen opposite feel they
have no chance to take seats on this side of the House.
What has been our position with respect to general trade ?
That there is an extraordinary development, every one
will admit. I have a statement here, but I will not detain
thd House with details of exports and imports. 1 find by
it that the imports have increased from $81,964,427
to $119,419,500. But, Sir, the argument is used by the lon.
gentleman that the fact of our increased imports into this
country is proof that the policy of Protection bas not suc-
ceeded. He tells us that if Protection had succeeded, and
if we were manufacturing more goods in this country, we
ought, in the nature of things, to have imported less goods;
and I am bound to say that, as a genei al proposition, made
without enquiry, and without serious thought, it seems to
be a reasonable statement, and it is a statement which
Was made a good deal of, I know, on the public
platform. Now, Sir, what is the fact? We can take,
il this matter, the position of the United States. Hon.
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gen lemen opposite, when we used to diseuse the question
of a National Policy, or Protection, on the floor of Parlia-
ment, referred us to the United States. They told us that
the depression which was pointed out here, was due to the
depression on the other side, and when prosperity was
pointed to here, that it was due to revived prosperity on the
other side. We are now told that depression is threatened
in the United States, and that we are certain to have the
same condition of things here. They all said, during the
discussions of 1878, that dnring 1877 there was great
depression in the United States; we were pointed to
their industries standing idle, to the people who were
idle, to the tramps who were going about that country
unable to find employment, and to the fact that so large a
number of different kinds of industries had absolutely failed
and closed their doors. Well, Sir, in 1877 the imports
into the United States, less coin and bullion, amounted to
$451,315,992. Now, Sir, in 1882, the hon. gentleman will tell
us that the United States were prosperous, that we had our
prosperity because qf their prosperity, that their industries
were ail reopened-as was indeed the fact-that there
was abundant employment given, that every depart-
ment of the manufactures of the United States, had
assumed a very much better position, and yet, in spite
of that, the imports into that country in 1882 had increased
to F724,639,574, or an increase of $273,323,582 between
the time when many of their manufactories were closed
and the period when all those manufactories were opened
and working. Let me give you some details with relation
to that increase. I will take cotton, for instance. In 1877,
cotton goods were imported into the United States to
the value of $18,923,614, and in 1882, these imports had in-
creased to $31,285,306. Woollen goods-a large article of
American manufacture-were imported in 1877 to the value
of $31,955,244-in round figures, $32,000,000-and in
1882, this lad increased to $47,618,182. Silks, in 1877, were
imported to the value of $21,830,159, and in 1882, this had
incroased to 838,328,251, so that in these industries, which
had been suffering, and were suffering very seriously in
1877, and which were prosperous in 1882, the imports from
foreign countries of articles similar to those manufactured
in these factories had very largely increased. Now, Sir
an analysis of the imports into Canada-J admit that they
have largely increased-shows as strongly as anything
can show, how great has been the development of
the manufacturing industries of this country. Let me
point out some facts in regard to it. The total in-
crease in the imports in 1878, was $26,337,713; and
the incresse in raw material which goes into the manu-
factures of the country, and the increase of which is in
fact a pretty certain test by which vou may judge of
the increased prosperity of the manufactures of Canada-
was as follows : Steel rails, which are raw material in the
sense of going into our railways, increased from $1,049,107
to $3,531,330; coal, which is perhaps more applicable, be-
cause it is used in driving machinery in our mills, increased
from $3,054,846 to $5,118,6i16; hides and pelts, from
$1,207,304 to $2,215,419; wool, from $1,106,210 to
$1,843,857; raw cotton from 8774,703 to $2,286,534 ; leaf to-
bacco, from $703,581 to $1,334,110. There are a number of
others, which I wil! give in bulk: raw furs; hemp, undressed;
raw silk; india rubber, raw; rosewood, mahogany, &c.; rags;
machinery; used in our mills and factories, increased
from 8516,035 to $2,284,723, and that in spite of
the fact that the manufacturers of Canada who manu-
facture machinery for mills, are more than employed,
and are unable to fil the orders which are press-
ing upon them; broom corn and pig iron, making
the total imports of these raw materials for 1878,
00,929,163, against $22,091,211 in 1882, or an increase
in importe of raw material of $2,1462,018. Then i
take luxuries and goods which are not made in
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Canada, and the increased importation of which
may be said to be simply evidence of the increased power
of consumption of our people, and of their increased pros-
perity; and I find this-I will give simply the articles and
the general result :-flowers and feathers, laces, braids, &c.,
cassimeres, coatings, doeskins and meltons, carpets, tea,
cottons unenumerated, dried fruits, linen, silks, satins and
velvets-we manufacture some silks but it is not yet a large
industry in this coultry-and we find that these imports
increased from $10,886,266 in 1878 to $20,284,686 in
1882, or an increase in these articles of luxury,
or articles not made in this country, of $9,398,420.
Then, Sir, in other increases, I flnd that settlers'
effects increased from $803,506 to 81,557,246; and
coin and bullion, which go into the Trade Returns, from
$803,726 to $1,503,743 ; and articles of public use, such as
are used by the Government and the Governor Geno al,
from $239,744 to $597,669, making a total of from $1,846,976
to $3,856,658, or an increase altogether, on these items,
of $1,811,688. Now, Sir, let me recapitulate: the
increase in raw material was $12,162,048, in lux-
uries and articles not produced in this coun-
try, $9,398,420; and in special classes, $1,811,682 ; or
altogether in these three articles of goods, an increase in
the imports of 1882 over 1878, of $à3,372,150, or within
83,000,000 of the entire increase in our imports of 1882
over those of 1878. I think I may fairly say, there-
fore, that as to raw material the increase is an evidence
of the increased industrial prosperity of the country: as
to luxuries, and articles not manufactured in the country,
evidence of increased prosperity and of the increased
power of purchasing by the people of this country: and as
to those other articles, especially such articles as settlerts'
effects, evidence of the increased number of people coming
into Canada and the increased wealth of those people; and
when we come to analyze this increase, there is nothing
in it which justifies the statement of the hon. gentleman
opposite, that the increased importation indicates a de-
crease in the manufacturing power of the country. Now,
Sir, coming to some details with regard to our trade,
and to the direct effect of the National Policy upon it, I shall
refer to a few articles. Take first my favorite subject of
sugar-a sweet subject, and one which I like to dweli upon.
I notice that the hon. member for Brant, although the hon.
Finance Minister gave him the figures, made no reference
to this subject in his reply, but it is worth while giving the
figures in relation to that article. The importa from the
British and Spanish West Indies in 1874, when we had
refineries in Canada-beo the unfortunate policy of hon.
gentlemen opposite in not meeting the concealed bounty
given by the Americans to their sugar refineries,
which destroyed the refinerie in Canada-the im-
ports from these Islands to Canada were 40,000,000 Ibs.,
while inl 1878 our importa had decreased to 7,000,000 lbs.
In 1878 our importa from Great Britain were 53,238,162
ibs., or 49 per cent. of our entire importe of sugar.
In 1882 our importe had decreased to 3,239,080
Ibs. er 8 per cent. of our entire imports. Fromn
the United States we imported lu 1878, 45,195,334
Ibo., or 41 per cent. of our entire imports. In 1882 we
imported from the United States 7,695,441 Ibs., or 6 per
cent. of our imports. From the British West India
Islands, in'1878, we imported 4 per cent. of our entire
importations, and in 18 S2 26 per cent. From the
Spanish West India Islands, in 1878, we imported 6 per
cent., and in 1882, 36 per cent. From Brazil we imported
nothing in 1878, the trade from South America having
entirely disappeared, while last ydar 29 per cent. of our
entire imports came from Brazil. Under these circum-
stances, 1 think we may fairly say that, so far as the eifect
9f this policy on the West India and the South American
trade ls concerned, it has been eminently successful, and
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that is one way, at any rate, in which it has had an
effect en the presperity and development of the trade in
Canada. Thon, Sir, let us take the change in the char-
acter of the sugar. In 1878 we imported over 95,000,000
Ibs. of refined sugar ; last year we imported only about
6,000,000 lbs. Of partly refined we imported in 1878,
14,801,108 lbs.; last year we imported 55,383,936
lbs. Of raw sugar we imported in 1878, a little over
1,000,000 lbs.; last year we imported 73,635,927 lbs. Thon,
Sir, as to the number of sea-going vessels employed in
this trade, for that is another way in which the influence
of this policy upon the trade of the country is shown. In
1878 the number of vessels engaged from the British West
Indies was 238 with a tonnage of 22,137; in 1882 the
number had increased to 273 vessels with a tonnage of
37,697. From the Spanish WesL Indies in 1878, 57 vessels
were engaged, with a tonnage of 6,571; in 1882 the num-
ber had increased to 137 vessels with a tonnage of 23,470.
From Brazil we had three ships in 1878, with a tonnage
of 1,518, while last year we had thirty-seven vessels with
a tonnage of 17,696. So it will be seen that in these
respects there has been a very important development of
our shipping interest as a direct result of the National
Policy. I am aware that it is said that we have
lost very seriously in revenue by the adoption of
this policy, and that result used to be predicted by
the late h9n. Finance Minister (Sir Richard J. Cartwright)
when he was a member of the flouse. Now, we will take
the year 1878 as a basis, because the year 1879 was not a
fair year. Every one knew that the policy was going to be
changed ; it had been announced as part of the policy of
the Conservative party that they would encourage sugar
refining in Canada, and, therefore, thcre was a large importa-
tion of refined sugar just before the adoption of the Tariff.
Taking the year 1878, we find that the duties on sugar
amounted to $2,595,074. ln 1882 they were $2,528,384, or
a loss to the revenue in consequence of this policy, between
the years 1878 and 1882, of $66,690. How have we been
compensated for that loss ? We have it in the price of the
sugar to the consumer. We used to be told that the effect
of the policy would be to increase the price, but
we have not heard much of that lately. The figures given
by the hon. the Finance Minister to-night show that we
have actually saved 67 ets. per 100 lbs., and I will give the
figures to show howthat is made up. The average price
in New York last year, taking certain periods of every month,
was 69.35 per 100 lbs., less the drawback, $3.15, making
the net cost for export $6.20. The railway charges and
freight to Canada have generally been assumed at 30 cts;
the old Tariff gave 25 per cent. and 1 et. per lb., making
$2.55. To this we add 50 ets. as charges and commissions,
and that has been arrived at by taking the prices in lNew
York during the time we had no refineries, and taking the
prices in Canada for the same year, and the saie periods in
each month, and we find that the difference between the
price which we should apparently pay, adding the duty and
these other charges, and the price we actually pay,
amounted to 50 ets. per 100 Ibs. Adding that, and we find
that the average under the old Tariff would have been
$9.55 per 100 lbs., while the actual price during that period
was $8.88, or a saving to the people of this country
in this item of 67 ets. per 100 Ibs. In 1878, the im-
ports above 13 Duteh standard, amounted to 95,1.54,570
lbs.e so that the saving of 67 ets. per 100 lbs. was an actual
saving to the people of this country of $637,535, while
the actual loss to the revenue was only 866,690. In
addition to that, we had the advantage of the employment of
labor in the refineries, of a market for coal, of the employ-
ment for our shipping, of the employment of coopers, of the
consumption of raw material in connection with cooperage,
and of the other incidents in connection with thatindustry.
At the present time-we have five sugar refmeries operating
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in Canada, and I am very glad to know that the refineries of
Halifax are competing with those of Montreal for the trade
of the far West. That is a fact which every one should be
pleased to hear, because it proves that Halifax is peculiarly
well situated, by its nearness to the coal supply
and to the countrios which produce the raw
sugar, for the prosecution of industries of that kind.
Take next the item of tea. I flnd that with regard to it the
same prosperity and progress is going on. Under the dis-
criminating duty in 1873-4, before the Sir Francis incks
Act was repealed by the Tariff Act of 1874, we imported
15·85 per cent. of our teas from the United States. The
direct importa from China and Japan were 50.08 per cent.,
an increase in the two years under the duty of 20 per cent.,
that is, from 30-03 per cent. In 1878, the importa from the
United States had increased to 55 per cent., and those from
China and Japan had decreased to 18 per cent. under the
influence of the Tariff of hon. gentlemen opposite. Thon,
Sir, we have these other results of the discriminating duties
imposed in 1879. The importa of green and Japan tea were
as follows :-

Great Britain.. .......... ..................
United States ...............
China..................... . .
Japan................................. ..... ....

1878.

Ibo. percent.
1,254,154 19
4,144,872 62

129,480 3
1,101,928 16

The imports of black tea were as follows
1878.

Great Britain..............,....
United States...............
China...... ............................. .
Japan........................

Ibo. per
cent.

3,426,536 62
1,666,594 30

355,062 8
40.........

1882.

Ibs. percent.
1,734,930 17
3,465,289 32

891,787 8
4,613,386 43

1882.
Ibo. per

cent.
4,897,006 78

433,234 7
840,384 14

71,588 1

I think, Sir, that these statements are sufficient to show
that the policy adopted by this Government gave the tea
trade, that is, the distributing trade in tea, to the merchants
of Canada instead of to those of the United States, and
encouraged a direct trade with the countries of production.
Then, Sir, I take another article, upon which I think we may
fairly say the National Policy has had a direct influence,
that is the article of cotton. The following statement of
the different classes of cotton imports from Great Britain
will show the change which has taken place :-

Bleachedand unbleached ...... .......
Printed, painteci. coloreci. ieanm. denima

and irili
Clothing an
Ail other

1878. 1882,
$ 431,807 $ 483,738

lings......... .... .. I.................. 2,009,373 593,823
d wearing apparel............... 174,288 453,420
....................................... 1,752,805 6,119,138

Total.................. ............ $4,368,273 $7,650,119

In spite of agumented consumption of ali classes of goods
and the fact that the gross importation of cottons fronm
Great Britain in 1882 exceeded in value that of 1878 by
$3 ,28 1,8 46,or 77 per cent., the importation of ordinary grey
and wbite cottons actually decreased in 1880 and 1881, and
last year was only 12 per cent. greater than in 1878; that
is, while the whole importation from Great Britain increased
77 per cent., the particular class ofgoods that we manufac-
ture In Canada increased only 12 per cent. Now, our
imports from United States in the samce year were as fol-
lows:

1878. 1882.
Bleahdp or unbleached.............. $ 539,773 $ 534,810Printeci, painted or colored, jeans, denims

or drilling i....... ...... .................... 1,031,173 495,484Clothing or wearing apparel...... 191,441 182,324
Al other. ........ .................. 7..~.71..771...7

Total........... . . .. $2,491,458 $1,987,455

The import of cottons from the United States in 1878 was 36
per cent. of thewhole import. In 1882 tho import from the
United States was only 20 per cent. of the whole. The in-
crease in home manufactured goods may be inferred from
the fact that the importation of raw cotton increased from
7,243,418 lbs. in 1878 to 18,127,322 Ibs. in 1882. If anything
more can be offered to show how important has been the
development of these great enterprises in Canada, I think
it will be found in the evidences, which anyone can fnd for
himself at any one of the places where cotton industries
have been established, by contrasting their condition to-day
with what it was in 1878. If you go to the Hadon cotton
factory, the merchants at Montreal, or to the cotton
factories in Cornwall, in Hamilton, or in the Mari-
time Provinces, you will find everywhere the same
evidences of thrift and prosperity, the direct result of the
National Policy, and indicating how successful that polioy
has been in building up this important industry in Canada.
In the woollen trade the same happy condition of things
exists. The following statements will show the imports
in 1878, 1881 and 1882 from the United States and Great
Britain respectively:-

0Rox TEE UNITED sTATES.

Blankets .......................-........
Clothe and Tweeds............
Flannels......,...............
Hosiery ............................
Dresa GoodE....... ....... .....
Ready-made Clothing......... ........
All other ........................... .........

Total...................

1878.

$ 28,998
10,026
68,695
... ......

128,446
147,614

$883,779

1Vom GEÂAT BRITAIN.

Blankets.......................
Clotho and Tweeds............
Flannel....... .........

®osiery.................

Dreus Goodo........... ....6
Ready-made Clothing.............
An other........................

- Total.................

]878.
$ 172,274

933,367
261,646

.. . ...
759,439

5,130,6Â3

$7,257,369

1881.
$ 4,174

15,652
12,360
12,680
79,083
27,651
54,390

$205,390

1881.
$ 178,027
3,358,616

256,548
290,662

1480,221
829,629

1,04,548
$6,58,51

1882.
$ 7,401

21,947
10,027
19,470
3,317
25,420
76,562

$164,741

1882.
$ 238,749
3,828,238

452,117
458,642
265,662
424,302

2,595,201

$8,22,911

That is to say, comparing 1882 with 1878, the value of the
import of woollen goods from the United States has
decreased 57 per cent., while the value of the importa
from Great Britain has increased 14 per cent. Yet this
is the policy which we are told ias had the effect
of injuring our trade with Great Britain and of benefiting
our friends on .the other side of the line. But, Sir, in spite
of greatly improved trade, the imports of woollen goods all
over have increased only $785,907, or about 9 per cent.,
while the imports of raw wool have gone on steadily increas-
ing. In 1878, we imported 6,230,084 Ibs.; in 1880, 7,870,118
lbs., in 1881, 8,040,287 lbs.; and in 1882,9,682,757 lbs. And
this increase has been entirely in the finer grades, because
we imported from Africa in 1878, 306,450 lbs., and in 1882,
1,361.246 Iba.; and from Great Britain in 1878,265,212Ibs.,
ancd in 1882, 2,160,630 lbs.; while the import of Leicester,
Cotswold, Lincolnshire, Southdown combing wools, and
other like combing wools, such as are grown in Canada,
was last year only 36,073 lbs. altogether. So that we have
had a largely increased importation of those wools which we
do not grow in Canada, while the entire importation of wools
that come into competition with Canadian wools was only
36,000 Ibs. altogether. Now, i come to another question of
importance, which relates to the development of one of the
great natural resources of this country; I refer to the coal
trade. The hon. Finance Minister, when he introduced his
Tarif in 1879, referring to the coal trade made this esti-
mate,.which at the time was considered extravagant, but,
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in the light of what has since occurred, was an exceedingly
modest estimate, said:

"In the estimates of the Government out of 800,000 or 900,000 tons
now imported, probably there will still be 350,000 tons of anthracite,
and probably 150,000 tons of bituminous still imported, givin to the
Nova Scotia coal the balance of 400,000 tons, with, of course, an additional
supply, if, as we expect our policy is successful, in consequence of an
increased demand fer coal to supply the growing manufactures of the
country. ',

Now, what are the facts? The hon. Finance Minister was
speaking of the imports of 1878. In that year the quantity
of anthracite coal imported was 406,979 tons, and of bitu-
minous, 456,090 tons, a total of 863,061 tons. Taking how-
ever, 1878-79, there was in that yeair a still smallerquantity
imported, indicating that our industries were gradually fall-
ing away. In 1878-79 the importation of anthracite coal
was only 322,528 tons-; of'brtuminous, 355,347 tons, a total of
677,875 tons. In Nova Scotia the total output in 1879,
according to the report of the Inspector of Mines, was 788,271
tons, so that the native production and the imports in that
year amounted together to 1,466,146 tons ; that is to say,
that the whole consumption of coal in Canada, for that year,
amounted to that quantity. Now, what do we find ? We find
that the total output of our Nova Scotia coal mines alone in
1882, amounted to 1,365,811 tons, or to within 100,000 tons
of the output combined, and importation for 1879. We have,
therefore, an increase in the output from Nova Scotia alone,
of 576,510 tons. But not only is there that large increase
in the output in Nova Scotia, but we find the importation
has largely increased. We find that the Nova SeLa miners,
with all the development given to their industry, are unable
to meet the wants of Canada in consequence of our increased
manufacturing industries and our increased prospority. Last
year we imported from the United States: anthracite,
682,933 tons, and bituminous coal,. 708,446 tons, making a
total of 1,391,373 tons. Now, the effect of the competition
of our Nova Scotia coal upon the price of bituminous coal is
somewhat remarkable. The average price in 1878, according
to the entries in the Customs was $3.88J, and the average
price of bituminous coal was $3.45J. In 1882 the average price
of anthracite coal was $4.24, entered at the Custom Tiouse-
not the cost to the people of this country in cinsequeuce of
any duty or anything of that kind-niid of bituminous coal
83.45J. The difference was this, that the price of anthra-
cite in 1882 over that in 1879 was 35½ ets., and the price of
bituminous in 1882,as compared with 1879, showed a decrease
of 37f ets., and that in spite of the fact-which I obtained
from the editor of a mining journal in New York, one of
the best authorities going-that last year the price of
bituminous coal, free on board, was actually higher at New
York than the price of anthracite coal. I quote this fact
given by the editor of this mining journal, in answer to a
letter addressed to him asking for the average cost of
bituminous coal at this time as well as in 187. He was
not able to give the particular figures, but stated the fact
I have just mentioned. le says:

" The reporta of the coal companiesfor the year 1882 are not yet at band
to give you the cost at mines for an authority. The average price
obtained f.o.b. at New York or anthracite bas been close to $4, which is
considered a very satisfactory resuit. The coal companies aim to make the
principle profit on the earriage not on the sale of the coal. From
what we learu during the year in the bituminous market, the aveiage
selling price f.o.b., New York, as been about $4.15 to $4.25.'
Sa that while bituminous coal in the United States, free on
board, has been higher this last year than anthracite coal,
the cost of the same coal in Canada, in consequence of its
coming within the area of competition with Nova Scotia
coal, has been 37½ ets. per ton less than that of anthra-
cite. There is anotherfact in regard to this coal trade, which
is worth looking at, as showing the consequence of the de-
velopment of that industry. The avèrage sales of Nova
Seotia coal for the ton years up to 1879 inclusive were
699,104 tons, while the average sales in the three years
1880, 1881 1882 were 1,079,951 tons, showing an inoreas
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average sale of 340,847 tons. We often hear reference made
to the subject of Reciprocity and the loss to this country by
the abrogation of that Treaty. It is well known that
the Amorican market was open to the coal of Nova
Scotia during the period of Reciprocity, and it is
worth while to look at what the effect of that was
upon the production in that Province. The sales during the
eleven years of Reciprocity averaged 389,796 tons, of which
average sales the United States took 236,829 tons, leaving for
the Dominion 152,967 tons. It is true that the reports of
sales to the United States are stated by the Inspector of
Mies to be unreliable. They are taken from the report of
the Board of Trade of Philadelphia, and are said to be under-
stated, but that does not affect the general output from Nova
Scotia. In 1881 the sales were 1,035,014 tons; in 1882,
1,250,179 tons, an increase of 215,165 tons. The home sales
in 18 81 were 268,628 tons; in 1882, 458,952 tons, an increase
of 190,324 tous. In 1881 the coal sent to the Upper Provinces
amounted te 268,628 tons; in 1882 it increased to 383,031
tons, or an increased sale to the Upper Provinces of 114,403
tons. So that Quebec and Ontario furnished, last year, as
large a market for the coal of Nova Scotia as the entire
output during the years we had Reciprocity with the
enormous American market open for the encouragement of
that enterprise. I think, that under those circumstances
we may fairly say that the National Policy has had a most
important influence in developing this particular branch of
Canadian trade. Then I come to tbe question of agricultural
proLection about which we hear so muach. The hou. memi-
ber for Brant took a good deal of amusement from this
subject, and I am bound to say the amusement was mutual
-we enjoyed it on this side quite as much as he did. It was
the old story we had heard before on the platforms all
through Ontario during the last election, and I presume the
hon. gentlemen in the other Provinces have heard it there
as well. We know it is not a dangerous kind of talk, that
it does not hurt us very much. But what do we find with
regard to the effect of agricultural protection ? First, as to
the question of price. I think hon. gentlemen will admit
that the nearer you can find a market, for what you bave to
sell to the place of production, the botter for the producer. I
think overybody will admit that as an invariable proposition.
It is quite true that, in relation, for instance, to wheat and
the larger exported grains, thbe price is tixed in Liverpool,
but it is also true that that market price in Liverpool is
fixed by the extent of the export to Liverpool. If you can
succeed in cousuming any large proportion of an article in
this country-take wheat as au illustration in Canada-
instead of sending it to the other side, you decrease to that
exteut the amount that goes to Liverpool, and you affect
the market, at any rate, to the extent of that decrease. So
that, although it is quite true to say that the price, as a
general proposition, is fixed in Liverpool, the price in Liv-
erpool is really tixed by the amount the wheat-producing coun-
tries have to send to Liverpool. Now, we find that, in 1878,
we imported 5,635,4Il bushels of wheat, while we exported
4,115,708, there being a net import of 1,519,703 against a
net import in 1883 of 342,722. It is quite clear that, allow-
ing nothing for the increased power of consumption of the
people,which wo find in every otherdepartment where we can
gauge it, we had in Canada, at any rate, a market to the extent
of that difference for the wbeat grown in the country. In
the article of corn we find the net imports into Canada were
3,400,562 bushels, which decreased last year to 1,688,180.
Peas, the net import was 9,584, bushels, which decreased
in 1882 to 3,638. Oats, an article that farmers are advan-
taged in having a home market for, in 1878 the net im-
ports were 2,011,513 bushels, while last year -they had
decreased to 71,111, practically disappeuring altogether.
Of barley, the net imports in 1878 were 26,2U4 bus-
hels, decreaeed in 1882 to 9,491. Rye decreased from
110,228 bushels to 1,447. Flour, barrel, dooreased
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from 311,706 in 1878 to 163,335 in 1882. Oatmeal, barrels
decreased from 3,005 to 2,783. Now, these were undoubt
edly results of the policy which imposes a duty or
agi icultural imports to this country, and maintaininc
a Canadian market for 'our agricultural productions
Converting flour into wheat, we have this as a gen
eral result :-Wheat, bushels, 1,923,836; corn, 1,712,382
oats, 2,000,402 ; barley, 16,713 ; altogether, 5,653,33:
bushels less imported from the United Siates than wer
imported in 1878. Then, at the very ]east, and, I believe
to a very much larger extent, in consequence of th4
increased power of consumption on the part of th<
people, we have a home market as a result of the policy
that was adopted, to the extent of the figures I have giver
During the discussions which have recently taken place, a
good deal has been said in regard to malt, and we are told
that the Government of Canada have very seriously injured
the barley interest of this country. Yet, what do we find
with regard to this? It is true the United States (Govern
ment have recently made some changes, and the fact thai
they have made these changes shows that this small coun-
try, as it used to be called-this country of 5,000,000
competing with a country of 50,000,000 - has become
sutficiently important to have its influence upon the United
States, and to send the trado interested to Washington to
get remediallegislation. The action of the Governmnentof the
Liiited States was to change their tariff from 20 per cent. to
20 ats. per bushel. The average cost, I believe, is 80 ets.
per bushel for malt.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. It is over 90 at present.
Mr. WHITE. The duty bas been increased, therefore,from

16 to 20 per cent., while the duty on barley bas been reduced
from 15 to 10 ets. Our duty bas not in any way been
changed. The imports irom the United States, in 1878,
were 101,940 lbs., which paid 2 ets. per lb. in 1880. The
imports, in 1882, were 341,020 lbs., which paid less than one
half a cent per lb. ; so that there bas been no such
change in the policy of this country as to justify that change
on the other side. All that bas been done on the other side
is this: they f und that our rralt inakers were competing
in a way to injure their trade, and they did what hon. gen-
tlemen here, who admire them in every other respect, seem
not to admire them in this respect of their tariff policy-
they went to Washington, and endeavored to get a change.
What bas been the progress of our exports of malt to the
United States ? In 1877, we exported 11,577,814 lbs., and
they have gone up, in 1882, to 40,055,907 Ibs.; and I do not
believe, in spite of the changes made by the Government of
the United States, that there is going to be any material
effect upon our exports of malt. Now, Sir, I propose to
deal with the question of our trade relations with England and
the United States. The charge made against this policy is
that it bas been injurious to England. My hon. friend
who preceded me, undertook to prove, from the fact
that the importations from the United States and
from England were more nearly alike this year than
they had been last year, that the tendency was
in the direction of our having increased imports from
the United States, and decreased imports froma England.
Well, we have, after all, only to do with the Trade Returns
we have before us; when the time cornes to deal with the
Trade Returns of the future, no doubt we will be able to deal
with them and show substantially the same results as those
which have been shown by this policy since it was adopted.
But what was the effect of the policy of hon. gentlemen
Opposite ? The imports from Great Britian in 1873 were
Of the value of 868,522,776; in 1878 they had decreased to

37,431,180, being a decrease of $31,091,596 during the
period hon. gentlemen opposite were in office, without their
putting a hand forward to stop this terrible decrease in the
importi from the Mother Land. The importa from the

i, United States, in 1873, were $47,135,678, and in 1878, in
tspite of the -general depression which obtained in Canada,

n and he reduction in our aggregate importa, the importa from
Sthe United ;Statcs actually incrcased to $48,631,739,

or an incrense of $896)061. Sinco that time what
i- has been the resuit ? The importa from Great I3ritain,

in 1878, were $37,431,180; in 1882, $50,597,341, an
Jincrease of $13,166,1t . The imports from Vhs Uniteil

e States, la 1878, were $18,631,'739; in 1882, $48,289)052, or
a decrease of $142y687. So that, while under the policy of

e hon, gentlemen opposite, trade with England gradually feli
e off, while that with the UJnited States heldljVc own and
F actually increased in spite of the general depression and

geer. alin off in trade, under the policy pursued
a by hs Administration our trade with Fngland bias ateadily
1 increased sind thsmt with the United States, according to the
I laat returns, lias aomewbat deoreased, so flar as importa are
1concerned. Lt la saidhowever, that the duty -apon dutiable

gosis higher from Great Britain than from the United
tStates, and it ia charged on that account that this policy le

inimical Vo trade with the Mother Country. On the total
importe of free and dutiable goodes from Great Britain

3the duty was 20J per cent. last year. On the whole
1imports froni the United States the duty reached 23J per
)ceun1.; but if you take simply Vhe dutiable gooda, hon. gen-

3 tlemen opposite appeur to have Vhe argument on their side,
)without eNamnination. 1 find that the duty ou d utiable goods

atone from Great Britain, lu 1882, was 24* percern., while
from thoeIjnitcd Stites it w-as only 21-1 por ccý-t .-t differonce
appoaring againat Great Britain of very nsarly 3 per cent.
For purposes of comparison it je absolutely neceeaary,

ihowever, Vo taire from the importe of the UJnited States
ithat cas of goods which form no part of our importe

i froni England-1 refer Vo breadetuifs and coal from both
countries. We imported a very smail quantity of coal

3 from Great Britain last year, s0 email a quantity that the
-importation bas almost disappeared; but among the bread-

e tuifs imported from the United States I include
3barley, beans, ce)rn, pease, wheat, cornmeal, oatmeal,
wheitt flour, and be-ides those there la anthracite

rcDal, bitu-.innu8 coal and coke; and I tind the
value of' these articles placod at 812,219,932, paying

L8978,370 duty. Deducting these from the aggregate
dutiabis importe from the United States, leaves $20,72 1,129
of imports oorresponding witîb ise from Great Iritain,

paig$6,095,54.t, or an average of 29 pet- cent, ho if we
eouefromn the importations fi-om the TJnited S'ates the

importations of breadstuifs and c,-al, and exclude from the
rimporte from Great Britain coal, we tind that on goode
imported from the United States, which tmay be said to be
manuflictnred goods, the averhge duty je 29 per cent.,
as againat 24* per cent. on those from Great Britain.
Under these circumstances we may fairly hold that, Bo far
as trade with -Ergland, under tho different tariffs ie cou-
cerned, we need noV fear acrutiny. Next 1 corne to the
vexed question of the balance of trade. On hs subjeet, as
on others, the hon. member for Brant had has amusement.
So far-aas thia aubject ie concerned, the posi tion whieh we
take on this side of the Blouse je hs: that Vhs tendency
of the policy of this Government muet be to
bring nearer together importe and exporta, and ultimately
make our exporte exceed our imports. We find that bas
been the result in Vhe United States by a bitnilar policy and
by a simi lar procesa of western development. In former years
ths balance of trade as it la called was against them, in late
years it bas been enormously in their favor, and theseame
causes which have produced those resulta there muet pro-
ducs the samne resulis here. It iti true, in Vhs meantime, in a
time of prosperity such as we have Lad, our imports may
be larger than our exporte, and I have no hesitation in
eaying if that should continus it would be a matter of grave
apprehonsion as to what the offet might b.. Whother the

1883. 365



COMMONS DEBATES. MAROC 30,
theory of the balance of trade be absolutely correct
or not, I am not going to discuss bore, but there is this
to be said about it, that the country is most prosperous
and most wealthy - îeaving out, of course, the
accumulated wealth of countries like England, for
I am speaking now of the newer countries whose
wealth consists in what is produced by thernselves-which
exports more than it imports, and is able to pay, and more
than pay, for its imports from its exports. Ihave no hesi-
tation in saying that if, I believe, the same process was
going to go on for years, namely, larger imports than ex-
ports, I think it would be a matter of serious apprehension,
and I am glad a newspaper in Montreal, with which I have
some remote connection, but for which, unfortunately, I do
not now write a great deal, and I did not write that particular
article which the hon. gentleman did that journal the honor
to quote, although I agree with it and do not repudiate it in
any way-I am glad to find a newspaper conservative, not
in the party sense alone, but in the interests of the country,
did utter words of warning when there was a tendency to
over-importation on the part of merchants. I believe the
effect of those words of warning, not from that paper alone, for
I should be sorry to arrogate to one newspaper so great an in-
fluence, was to cause many merchants to countermand orders
given to buyers. If we maintain our imports we are doing
wCll, b:cause the cour try is prosperous, and under ordinary
circumstances wo would largely increase them. But with
respect to the balance of trade, what is our position ? In
1878 our total imports were $93,081,787, our exports were
$79,333,667, leaving.a trade balance against us of $13,758,110.
In 1882 our imports were $11q,419,500, our exports were
$102,137,203, leaving a balance of trade against us
of $17,282,297. But, Sir, if you take out of our
imports in both years, the imports of raw material
-1 do not mean to say for a moment, recollect, that
this changes the general question, it simply modi-
fies it-whioh come into ihis country, and upon which
labor is expended in this country, and which go therefore
to build up wealth in the country itself, you will flind that
the position in which we stand to-day, is infinitely better
than the position in which we stood in 1878. I find, for
instance, that the imports of aw materiai, of preciseoly the
sanie classes, whieh I have already had the honor to submit
to the Hlouse-in 1878, were $9,929,153, and deducting
this, the balance of trade against us was $3,828,927. The raw
materal limported last yearwas $.¿2,091,211,which deducted
from our imports, leaves a balance in our favor of
$4,308,614, against $3,828,V47 against us in 1878.
Now, I think, that we may fairly say, that, taking the
argument whieh the hon. gentleman himself uses, in which
he points out the fact of the importation of luxuries which
came in, and were consumed, and which added prac-
tically nothing to the weaith of the country, and deal-
ing witLi it, and pointing to the fact that, in
this particular case, this large importation was an importa-
tion of articles which form the basis of the industries of the
country, and which, when they went to the consumer, pro
bably weî e worth three tines what they are here; and
comparing this with what would have been the effect if we
had not had that Taritf, if we had not had this protection,
if we had not had this importation of raw material,
and if our importation of raw material had remained as it
was before, and gone on with this period of inflation which
brought on the botter times to which hon. gentlemen oppo-
site refer, we may pertinently ask, what would have been
the position of this country to-day ? Our imports would
certainly have increased, and the importation of that class
of consumable goods, which come in, which are consumed
at once and disappear and add nothing to the wealth of the
country, would have been far greater; and instead of
$17,0J0,000 the balance against us would probably have been
three or four times that amount. Instead of that, by the

Mr. Wm z (Cardwell).

policy which bas been adopted, although the balance is
against us-and I believe it wiIl not long romain against us
-it has more than been met by the fact that our imports in
excess of our exporte, are more than balanced by the raw ma-
terial that forms the basis of the industries of this country.
Then, Sir, I take the effect of the National Policy on our
relations with Manitoba and the North-West. The hon.
gentleman was good enough to say, that the people of that
country were ground down by this Tariff ; that they were
suffering terribly from the effects of it; but, does the hon.
gentleman know this-or bas ho troubled himself to en-
quire into it-'-that the imports into that country in 1878
paid an average duty of 19 per cent., while the imports into
that country last ycar, paid an average duty of 19J per
cent., so that this enormous tariff, which ho telle us is grind-
ing down the people of that country, has added one-half per
cent to the duty upon the exporte going into1that country ?
The imports into Manitoba and the North-West, in 1878,
were $1,283,414, paying a duty of $242,608, and last
year, $5,657,506, paying a duty of $1,106,356; the
average duty, as I have said, was only one-half per
cent. more than it was in 1878. Now, Sir, if you look
at the imports into that country as evidence of its wealth,
you will find that in 1878, they were $1,171,107 for
Manitoba, and $112,307 for the North-West Territories,
while in 1882, the importe were $5,223,856 for Manitoba, and
$433,650 for the North-West Territories. If you look at
the eharacter of these imports, you will find this-that in
1878, they imported of refined sugar from the -United States
to the extent of 828,012 lbs., while last year they
only imported, in spite of their greater population,
and the larger consuming power of the people, from the
United States 39,626 Ibs., or in round figures, 40,000
lbs., so that there was an increase of no less than
787,000 lbs. of sugar brought into that country, which was
supplied from the refineries of Canada, some of which, I
believe, came from such remote refineries as those of Hali-
fax. Thon, if you look further, you will find that of carri-
ages they imported,in 1878, $23,135 worth, and in 1883,only
811,624; of ready-made clotbing,$à7,523 worth, and in 1882,
$1,371 ; of mowing, reaping, and threshing machines, in
1878, $1,857 worth,aud in 1882, only $71 worth-this repre-
sents, I suppose, one mower. The importation of axes, hoes,
rakes, forks and shovels, increased only $301 since 1878,
although the purchase of these articles by the people of the
North-West, during the last tive years, must have increased
almost a hundredfold. Now that has been the result of this
policy in building up our trade in the North-West; in giving
to us, the older Provinces, the markets of the North-West,
and in giving us those markets without imposing any in-
creased cost on the people of the North-West, because it is
a well-known fact, established by the fact of the relative
duty which I have just cited, and in every other way yo
may choose to enquire into this question, that the people of
the North-West can obtain from Canada these articles as
cheaply,with an ordinary and moderate duty added, as they
can ho obtained for in any other part of the world. Mr.
Speaker, I do not know that I ought to detain thé
flouse any longer, for I find, that I have already
spoken a good deal longer than I expected to; but
I may say, in conclusion, this: the hon. gentleman who
bas preceded. me has referred to the fact that we are on the
eve of a state of depression. I venture, Sir, to think that
there will be no depression in Canada, in view of the fact
that the merchants of Canada, to-day, realize the fact that
there is a possibility of danger arising from over-importa-
tion. It is true that we have had some failures, but if the
hon. gentleman will take the trouble to enquire into those
failures, ho will flnd this to be the fact; that, in almost every
case, they have been the result of the employment of
money outside of the legitimate business of those intérested,
prompted perhaps it may be by the great inflation outside,
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and tomptations to invest in consequence of the enormous that Government was a menace to the continuance of that
boom in Manitoba and the North-West.. lHe will find, Sir. policy resulted in the fact that the popular vote and almost
that at ail times, under ail policies-and no one has ever the representative vote of the people went with the Con-
pretended that the case would be different-that men will servative party, in spite of the fact that hon, gentlemen
be tempted to take from their business what properly warned the people not to be alarmed about the National
belongs to it, in their hurry to make themselves Policy-that it was safe, at uny rate, and that no one was
rich, which is, unfortunately, characteristie of the age in going to interfere with it. Hon. gentlemen opposite have
which we live ; and that these results will produce, no mat- chosen to commence the new Parliament by a new attack
ter what the general prosperity may be, no matter what on that policy. They have chosen to corne here and in the
the policy will be, failure and disaster in individual cases. first speech made on that subject they have revived aIl the
But, Mr. Speaker, what we complained of, in relation to the old arguments which they ought by this time to be ashamed
policy of hon. gentlemen opposite, was this: that, at a time of, in order, if they can, to create a publi impression
wl en ihey saw industries being closed; that, at a tinewhon against that policy. These hon. gentlemen are not wise;
they saw commerce paralyzed; that, at a time when they have learned nothing by the lessons of the past. We,
the causes of these results were apparent to every man; on this side, can afford to smile while 'bey detounce the
that at the time when merchants came from every part National Policy. Every word they utter against it, every
of this Dominion and interviewed the Finance Minister of suggestion they make that it is not in the interests
th, day, and gave him data upon which he could go ifhehad of this country, is a warning to the people of Canada
been willing to accept their opinion, and if it were not for that they are not to be trasted ; and I venture to say that
the unfortunate character he had, of believing that ho alone when the calm, deliberate, clear speech of the hon. Finance
understood commercial matters, and that those engaged in Minister delivered to-night, in which ho not only explained
commerce knew nothing about them; that, at the time the financial position of this country, not only vindicated
when this condition of things existed, they took the ground the policy of which ho may well be proud of being the
that it was not for the Government or for Parliament to in- author, in this House, but in which ho indicated by the
t rfere in the slightest degree to remove those evils or miti- changes he has suggested that that policy is the fixed, irre-
gate those disasters. What we said at that time was that vocable policy of the Conservative party-when that speech
while the Government were not responsible for all the goes to the country to-morrow, when the people of Canada
disasters which had come upon the country, they were re- from one end to the other rend and ponder over i, and
sponsible for not taking all reasonable methods of removing when they read the speech of the hon. gentleman who has
those evils, so far as their removal was within the power of taken the position offinancial exponeat for the Opposition,
Legislative action. That was said by Conservative speakers and find in it all the old attacks-find in it all the old well-
in this House, and on Conservative platforms in the country. beaten paths trodden over again in the effort to diminish
The hon. gentleman has stated that the prosperity which the influence of the Conservative party, they wili bu con-
this country is enjoying was not in consequence of the firmed in the feeling they have already, and which they so
National Policy, because bank stocks were lower in 1879 strongly manifested in June last,.and will declare that these
than they were in 1878. Does the hon. gentleman pretend mon who can learn nothing by the experience of the past,
to say that that was a fair statement to make to this House? are not the men who should be entrusted in any way with
Does not the hon. gentleman know that in 1879 we had a most the administration of the affairs of a groat country like
disastrous bank failure in the city of Montreal-the failure of this.
the Consolidated Bank-resulting not from any condition of Mr. HESSON moved the adjournment of the debate.
things arising out of the National Policy, but resulting from Motion agreed to; and (at 1:25 o'clock a.m.) the Housea condition of things which had been going on for years, adjourned.
as the investigation proved, and which must always prove
disastrous to any banking institution which adopted them.
le must know that in the presence of that crisis brought
about by this failure, bank stocks did go down ; but does be
pretend to say that the National Policy had anything to do
with producing that effect ? Policies of this kind HOUSE OF DOMMONS,
are put upon the Statute-book, but the mere enactment of
sncb policies does not immediately produce the beneficial MONDAY, 2nd April, 1883.
changes expected from them. These are produced by
subsequent events; they are produced by the gradual, The SpzAKER took the Chair at Throe o'cbock.
steady, developing effects which follow the operation of ParYEas.
these Tariffs; and we may fairly say, so far as the National
Policy is concerned, that the Conservative party has reason ASSETS OF INSOLVENT TRADERS.
to look back upon the last four years with considerable
pride. We know that hon. gentlemen opposite were so Mr. CURRAN introduced Bill (No. 99) to provide for
confident of the feeling of the people of this country that,at the distribution of the assets of insolvent traders.
the recent elections which took place in the Province of Mr. BLAKE. Perhaps the non. gentleman will give an
Ontario, they implored the people everywhero not toe
believe that the National Policy had anything to do with explanation cf the principles cf hit3rneaure.
the contest; they warned every man who ventured to Mr. CURRAN. I would much prefer that my hon.
speak upon that subject, that ho was speaking of a matter friend would wait until the Bill l printed. I may say that
which was not in issue in the election; that the Govern- the Bill is one which was prepared by the Montreal Board
ment did not intend to interfere in any respect with the of Trade after great care and deliberation, and that it makes
operation of the National Policy. Yet even in that several very important changes in the law,and that it, to some
Province of Ontario, which they have always claimed was extent, resembles an Insolvent Act. One of its provisionsis
a Liberal Province, under, not the Gerrymandering, Act of that the person who shall take charge of an estate of an
hon. gentlemen on this side ot the House, but under an insolvent shall be a guardian. In all places where the
arrangement ot the constituencies made by their own number of inhabitants does not exceed 20,000, the sheriff of
friends, so strong was the feeling of the people the locality shall be the guardian, in ther places ho shall
of that Province that the possibility of the existence of I be appointed by the Board of Trade. In no ease, however,


