
BauV crt" Monti-eal Htock sold on tho l.'Jth

ot' February, last year, at '20 Sh and to-

<ifty, Hooordint: to the horu gentleman,

it m ttboJt 1 8^ or 189, 1 ^r^'ct which.

There ia ». laiy;o fih linkage there, eveu

tftkm" ih" pr«',sent figures, if he likos.

Tbeu thf hon. gentlenian jimt now til-

ludod to the numl>or of bankruptcies.

1 do not in tfie slighlcKt degieo con-

sider that a rantter of oon-

<mvtulation, but at the sauie time, as

the hon. Rentleuian chooses to bring tlie

«luei?tion up, I mMV remind hira that ac-

(.•ordtag toonf authority, tho amount of

henkrupbucH in Canada wits $15,949,000,

for 18^3, and according to another

:i uthority, $22,1 .'»5,000. If, as I auspoct,

the latter included tlio failure of the

unfortunate' Exchange Uank, I am in-

clined to think that the latter sum is the

faireir and more proper one to take in

(^atJnuiting the extent of the bankruptcies

in Caaada,m 1883. Tho hon. gentleman,

ius far M my recx»lloetion serves me, was

not corrfM'tin t^aying that the bankrnpt-

4-108 m li-^TtJ, 1877 or 1878 were double

nven the snmllcr sum mentioned.^
^
I

speak from recoll(K!tiou, but I am positive

that in none of those yisars did they reach

;^'JO,000,000 or ^2,000,000, which would

\h^. double of H 15,949,000. I will not, at

this mDmtjnt, dwell on this other test

wliich tho hou. gentleman gave last year

the prosprity oE the manufactuiei-s or

tlu! contentment of the people. I may

liavx) more t) nay on both those heatk

before we dt down, V>ut allow me, Sir, to

t^ll the lion, gentleman that he is very

much mistakf'U if he >>elioves that, ai this

Tixomtjnt, in the princif>al cities of Canada

tlio people, ajid particularly the employees

of manofacttm-rs are eith(*r prosi>erous or

oontfjntod. 1 Hiiy it with soxtow and

i-egri^t, that in the chief city of Ontario

It has been stated publicly and it has not

b -eu contradicted I believt^ that it is a

iiiet that HRveral thousands of people

were indebted to charitx' for a part of

their subsistence during the present

uLuter. TafiTii are other tests, however

im which tho hon. gentleman is fond of

<lwelling, an<l to which we shall come

after a iittle while, There is the t«st

of the increase ot population and the

increiise of traliic on our railways. I

'•uppose the hon. gentleman is aware

I hat for months back the trade of our

jiainciptil railway -i liassliowu u great and

alanning dwireasoj. That surely is not>

in his opinion, or in that of any other

hon. gvitleman^ a proof that this country

is at this moment in a v')r>- prof^roua

condition.

IncreaKed Trade witli Great Britaiiu

But I de«ije to say a few words on a

matter to which the hon. gentleman aUu-

ded in this connection, and to which, if T

am not laistaken, some of his colleagues

have very oftiu alluded, and that

is, the e'xU^nt to which this hon.

gentleman's policy has increjised our

trade with (Ireat Britain and dimi-

nished our trade with the United States.

Now I do not suppose tliat tho hon.

gentleman made that statement with any

intention to deceive the House. I do not

accuse him ot doing that. But I say that

the hon. gentleman wiis hardly fair in

making a comparison between the year

1883 and the year 1876, iii the matter of

the trttde of tho two countries. Ob« was

a prosperous year ; the other was a year of

considerable depression.. However I would

pass thuc over, but I will caU the atten-

tion of the liouse to this, that when

the hon. gentleman spoke of the imports

from the United States in the one year

and compare them with tho imports from

the United States in the other, ho wholly

and entirely forgot to inform the Housti

that under the present Tariff, imposed by

himself, tho nominal imports entered for

our coasumption from the United States

almost exactly represent our true imports,

whereas, in 187G, as everybody familiar

with the 'I'rade and Navigation Returns

knows, our nominal imports from the

United States include a great many
millions of dollars for .goods that were

entered in tra.mtf, and simply passed^

through this countiy on their wuy to*

(ireat'Britain. That fact vitiates entire-

ly the hon. gentleman's comparisons from

first to last. I will g(j back a little fur-

^


