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fisliirmen, the pool mechianies who work in
factorics. Do vou think tint this tariff iili
7i)iflg comnfort te theni? The tariff may mean
tîîuch to a fcxv people, but witb the masses it
i-s different.

1 was bruugbit Up) in the s(-1h001 of Sir' \il-
fi-id Laurier and Mr. Fielding. 1 imust quaiify
Iliat, for Mr. Fielding had lu him somne little
t îiît of protection, with respect te sugar for
instance. In ail sincerity andi honesty I sug-
gest that the righit honourabie lthe Prinme Min-
î4ýcr shouid ix- a littie ameng the masses of
the country. If lie did so lie w.ouid learn that
lus tariff wiii net ruake the peopie contented
and happy. After ail, the be-t government is
on~e which xviii icgislate withi duoi regard to
t me necds and piobleins of lthe day.

Hon. C. E. TANNER: Honourabie senators,
1am sure that lthe remarks of the bonourabie

member xvho Itas just sat doxvn htave been
very interesting and enliitening atlitgb
îterhaps flot in the sense that lie'intended-
and tint, we ail appreciate bis very cloquent
lecture on tariffs and other matters. I have
no douht taI lie xvas one of the elcl who
met aI Ottawa in 1893 and deeiarcd bv all
the gods, dead or alive, Ihat protection in Ibis
country was going te ho tori up, îroot and
branch. Tlicy passed a lot of resolutions te
ihat effeet, and printed them and scattered
f hem ahroad. I hope I anm net wreng in
assuming taI ny lionourahie fi iemid w'as one
of those present at the greal convention of
1893 wbo woec deterinined te iay tite axe at
the root of protection. Wel. i 896 tbe frec
f rade parîy, headcd by Sir Wilfrid Laurier
and supported by iny honourable friend, cante
iite power. We have hearci many invocations
Stis afterneon, but xviii my honourable friend

tecll me whether that party of Sir Wiifrid Laurier
rootcd up protection in Canada? The Finance
Minister of that Government xvas the laIe
Mr. Fielding. Ho bail made many speeches
and declarations of policy in Nova Scotia
xvhiie ho was Premier of taI province. and
badl piedged iînself anud iis politicai career
le the bringing about of ail sorts of reciprocal
brade arrangements with tue United States.
And as for protection, it xvas te ho damnod,
cursed and oblilerated front the country. But
xviii my honourable friend tell me wbat Fin-
ance Minister Fielding and Sir Wilfrid Laurier
did in 1897? Did they prove themselves te
be honest and sincere mon with respect te

the tariff? My bonourable f riend knows that

w'lîen Mr. Fielding hrought down his tariff

in the month of April, 1897, be had incor-

porated in it some of bis froc trade heresies.
but that tbey nover wenl int effeet. Wbat

happened? I have ne douht my honourahie
Hon. Mr. LEMIEUX.

friend remembers. Wlion Mr. Fielding on-
countercd the tempest of opposition among
his own friends and the industriaists of Can-
ada, ho waikcd home with bis froc trade
budget, as ho caiied it, and did net appear
-îain with it until the l7th of May. Then

ho came in and candidiy acknowiedged-and
I give him credit for it-that ho had le
restore the protection features on account of
the pressure of industrial Canada.

Thoso features remained in their resbored
position, and my honourabie friend supported
that higb tariff. Througbout the wbole of bis
political career ho supported il, for il was
nover changed. lt was aiways high under
Laurier. Wbat is the use of the honourahie
gentleman ceming- Iere and preaching sermons
whicb ho neyer iived up te in bis own political
life? Ho bas heen taiking te us about lewer
tariffs. Wby did ho net lower tariffs w'ben ho
bcd te power te do se, or wben ho was hack-
in- a Covernmcnt that had the power te
do se?

Apparently the bonourahie gentleman bas
itot yet gel out of bis head that oid notion
about going te Washington. AIl tbroiigh the
Laurier rcgime there ivas taik about going te
Washington. 0f course, Mr. Fielding xvas
iargeiy te biame for that, because ho was
politicaliy crazy about continental froc trade,
unrestrictod reciprocity, and ail that kind of
ruhbish. And we knoew-I do not know wbether
my bonourable friend dues-thal Mr. Fielding
and a fexv others drove Sir Wilfrid Laurier
against lus wiil int the reciprocity pact in
1911. We know furtber that the rcciprocily
policies of Mr. Fielding hrought about the
defeat of tbc Laurier Govornment. Even
John W. Dafoc, who I tltink is a good author-
iby on the subjeet, tolls us in bis life of Sir
Clifford Sifton Ihat Sir Wilfrid Laurier did
net want that breaty of 1911, but that Mr.
Fielding and others forced ltim mbt il.

Hon. Mr. LEMIEUX: The author forgot
te state that Sir Clifford Sifton himself de-
lix ored a speech in the United States in faveur
of rcciprocity.

Hon. Mr. TANNER: Anyway, xvhile the
King Governmenb was in per I heard my
right bonourabie friend who now leads Ibis
House (Rigbt Hon. Mr. Meigbcn) lime and
again challentge Mr. King te say that if ho
and bis colleagues bcad the opportunity they
xvould again make that 1911 treaty.

Right Hon. Mr. MEIGIIEN: Net one of
thent would say se.

Hon. Mr. TANNER: Tbey would net say
se then, and tbey wouid net say se te-day.

Hon. Mr. LEMIEUX: Mr. Fielding said se.


