
MC fah'iy prudpet'oua co^JubricK and wo ili> uot hoai' o{ tiietii (>it<-tiiag ovur tbe prucipi(x> of tinancial

ruin. Vet their [lor capita dcbtH are from two to five times as large as that of Canada. They
oomparo our debt with that, of tho United States in an ingenious but not in an liouest vaj . In
the Unitc'd States thoy havo federal, atate and municipal debts. Ever)' state has its own debt
and tho iaiertmt of that state debt is paid by liirect taxation. There the federal debt means simply
:* war debt v/hereau the federal debt of f.'anada means something very different. It includes not
only what has been expended for federal piu-posea, but also every dollar of debt that the provinces
incurrctl; for the Dominion assumed all tlie debts of tho provinces and raan9,(j[es them, while in

bhfe United States the Federal governinont assumes no state debts nor does it nanage them. For
Ifce state debts the people are taxed directly. I will not, however, deal furthc j: with the (Question

except to ask, for what has the debt of Canada Ix-en incurred; for what have the debts of otiher

eountries been inuuned ? You arc a farmer, you take f.'i 000, and you can dLbpose of it m two
ways. You can set tire to it or you can in\est it in improvements on your farm. Su^osing
you do the latter, you.would not allow any oae to coxnpare. your financial londuct and manage-
ment with that (if the man who, right alongside of you. burnt his iJo.OOO. There can be no quea-
tton about it. He has spent iiis $5,000; you have spent youi-s; but yoursi has been expended in a
productive way, his is all air and .smoke. (Applause). But it would be a great deal worse if he
had taken it and used it to Iiurn and destroy his property. Every dollar of the United States
debt is a debt incurred for war, and for destruction of life and property, every dollar of it was
placed upon the .shotildci-s of the people V)y that dreadful internecine war th.it took place from
1860 to 1860 and not one single dollar represents a public improvement, a public bridge a public
harbor or railway; it has all gone for M'aste and ruin and destruction—(applause)—and they are
paying for it now. On the other hand, take the debt of Canada as on the first July 1885 at 8198, -

OOO.OOCt and it does not represent war or the waste of war, every dollar of that debt was a dollar

invest^ed in pro<lucti\e public works in your own country, and which today makes this country a
country ujnrivaUed for its internal carrying facilities. Is it then, I ask, faijr to make a comparison
between those' two countries? (Tremendous applause). And when they compare thc^l/nifced

•

tjtates indcbtcdhcss and that of Canada you can turn to them and tell them that the comparison
is unfair bocouse the conditions and results are entirely dififerent bet*een the two countries.

(Applftttsiev)../
'
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THK a'AXATTON QrE.STlO.V.
'!.•
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Ishul] now :wk your atlcation to the question of taxation. They say taxation has been largely

inereMed and that it presses with undue weight on the averag*^ family.
Mr. Blake at Gait and at Toronto, especittilv where the workingmen were before him, dcclare<l

that thoy^ were more heavily taxed than they would be under hi? administration, and that they woulrt

be so while we were continued in power, and he gravely as,serted that eiwh working man and his

average family whs obliged to t:ike from his earnings the sum of$45 per year in order to pay the

taxea the Government imposed upon him. Do you want to do that he asked. If you do then go
on and supjtort this fiovernment. If you want to get rid of that heavy taxation tiien support me

' and I will put the taxcii upon the luxuries of life and take them off t!ie prime necessities ofiife ami
relieve you of voiir burden.

I will analyse that argument and I want you to follow me in that analysis. How did he ^'t
th:U 8!4o per family. He got some |15 by a certain fanciful calculation of what the head of a family
pays as the profits chaged on taxation by the wholesale and retail dealers, but as that branch ot

hih argument is too alwurd to be noticed at any greater length I will not follow it.

Tbo reuutining $30, says he, is paid directly as taxes into the treasury of the Dominion.
How did Mr. Blake get at tiiat $30 as the tax per head of familv ? Why he got it by taking
revenue as synonymous with fixation, whereas there is :i great tiitt'erenco between them. Take
the nccountfl nnd what do you find ? In 1885,, the revenue was ^32,500,000, divide that by the
population and multiply by the numl)er in an average family and it gives about $30 for thie

family, htit the $32,5(X),000, revenue of Canada, is not all taxation, and Mr. Blake should hiive

known it ^»iis not, for ?>7,412,000 of that sum ii re earnings from the investments and public works
of Canada, not one single cent of which is paid as a tax. It is earnings upon money invested in

linking fund, railways, i»o»t oflices, canals and divers other sources, but not a cent of it taxation.

If, therefore, we lake tiie earnings from the total revenue it leaves some $25,000,000 which when
rou calculate) it, makes only some $24.y0 for the average workingman's family.

(Jut ovcu'this is not all necessary tjixation, nor doc« it all fall upon the avei-atfe working
man. '

ThJM taxalimi is divide*! into two kintLs, a part is wlwUy voluntary, and the other partly vol-

untary Dn^ pjirtly npt, because you have to get the things oq. which it is raised as necessaries.

t8,4o0,t>00ofthat $25,000,000 which Mr. Blake calls taxation and which he says is v-id by the

averagC'family is raised upon tobai.-co and alcoholic liquors by excise or customs and you as th*

head of a workingman's family need not pay a cent of it tinless you use liquors or tobacco. I am
happy tit snv that there are u'ore than one-half of the {leonle of thui country who do not use

tobacco or liquors. (Applauses. Therefore, I say that lj»8,450,000 is altogether voluntary tax-


