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reasonable tarif which the Government
may impose. But the present rate is con-

sidered’ by them unreascnable and exorbi-!
tant, and falls with too great a force upon :
the poor people who are-the least able to!

bear it. In 1877 the hon. Minister of X¥i-
nance stated that about 800,000 gallons of
oil were imperted into this country, paying
duty, and that probably double that quant-
ity bad been imported without paying duty,
had been smuggled, in fact. But by reduc-
ing the tariff from 15 to 6 cents, he believed
the entire amount thus smuggled would be
brought in paying duty. I am sure that
those anticipations have not been realized,
for the reduction in the price of oil has been
so great that the inducement still continues,
and this contraband trade is still being con-
tinued along the frontiers of <Canada.
Should the duty be reduced to 3 cents,

smuggling would no doubt cease. Now, Sir,:
‘has been one of the Canadian industries
!which has had an obnoxious unreasonable
iamount of protection which has proved to

I find that in 1887 the Minister of Finance
reduced the duty from 15 to 6 cents per gal-
lon, making a reduction of 9 cents per gal-

the receipts in customs duty about $206,646.
By adopting the plan of 1877, and placing a
duty of 2 cents per pound on tea, there
would be a return to the treasury of $453,-
351 on the 22,667,555 pounds of tea now im-
ported, and the equilibrium between coal
oil and tea restored and the Government
would gain $246,705 in the trade. That 1
may not be open to the imputation of in-
consistency in advocating a reduction of the
tariff upon coal oil and, at the same time,
advocating the protection of Canadian in-
dustries, 1 beg to say that I most certainly
believe in encouraging Canadian industry
and giving Canadian producers the control
of the Canadian market, so far as it can be
done in the interests of the Canadian con-
sumer. But I believe that there is such a
thing as going too far in protection, and I
believe, Sir, that the tariff which has been
imposed upon coal oil by both governments,

lon. From a statement found in the Tradebe a great burden upon the people of (an-

and Navigation Returns, it appears that
there were 570,128 gallens imported in that
vear ; 9 cents per gallon on that quantity
amounted to $51,312.25, which the Govern-
ment would lose. The Minister of Finance
said in the House, on February 20, 1877 :

The Government, therefore, have carefully con-
sidered this whole question, with a desire to re-
duce the burdens of the people as much as they
could, and yet not utterly wipe out of existence
a Capadian industry which had grown up under
the protection of the law enacted by hor. gentle-
men opposite.

The conclusion I have come to is this: We
propose to abolish the excise duty altogether,
and reduce the duty on imported petroleum from
15 to 6 cents per gallon. And by this operation
we believe the people of Canada will be the gain-
ers by fuil 9 cents per gallon on every gallon of
the 8,000,000 gallons now consumed. * * *

So, therefore, as we are giving the country the
benefit of a reduction varying from $750,006 to
$1,200,000, we think we may fairly ask the coun-
try to recoup us by paying an additional duty of

2 cents a pound on tea that would make us toi-

arably square and restore the -desired equilib-
rium, so far as it goes.

These statistics inform us that there were
imported into Canada that year, 13,482,657
pounds of tea, which, at 2 cents per pound,
amounted to $269,653.14, to establish the
equilibrium of the loss to the Government
of $51,311.
gained by this swapping of duties, the sum
of $218,332. By this tramsaction, a burden
of $51,318 was removed from the backs of
our people, and, as compensation, another
one five times as heavy was imposed. As
the succeeding Government removed the
duties on tea in 1882, there Is a grand oppor-
tunity for the present able hon. Minister of
Finance to follow in the fcotsteps of his
illustrious predecessor, and to reduce the
burden which now falls so heavily upon the
people in the matter of coal oil to 3 cents
per gallon, which would apparently reduce
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The Government apparently.

ada. I have been a steady advocate of the
National Policy, which 1 believe has heen
of inestimable benefit to the people of Can-
ada, and, Sir, I have faith to believe that
the benefits and the adyantages have been
so great as to convince even the hon. mem-
bers on the ministerial side of this House
that the well being and the prosperity of
Canada requires the continuance of that
policy which has placed us in the favour-
able position we now occupy amongst the
enterprising people of the world.

Mr. LISTER. I do not rise for the pur-
pose of discussing whether the duty on coal
oil should be reduced to 3 cents per gal-
lon or abolished altegether. In view of the
fact that the tariff is now engaging the at-
tention of the Government, I think it is ill
advised at this particular moment that par-
ticular items in the tariff should be singled
cut for the purpose of discussion in this

'House. 1 have no complaint to make of the

tone of the remarks of the hon. gentleman
who has just addressed the House: his
speech was very interesting. and if the
facts stated by him were realiy facts there
would be a good deal in the argument he
made. The hon. gentleman told the House
that he is in faveur of protecting the in-
dustries of this country. and he was good
enough to say in addition, that if he thought
the proposition which he makes here to-
night would have the effect of destroying
a natural industry here, he would not be
prepared to go so far as he proposes in his
present motion. So that when the matter
comes to be discussed at the proper time,

and the action of the Government is aa-

nounced to this House, the hon. gentleman
will then be in a position to form a more
correct opinion as to what this industry
can stand and what it cannot stand than
he is capable of estimating at the present
mement. I may say to the hon. gentleman,
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