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He had never proposed to drive the trade to Buflaio ; but he did
propose to make it pay ail the tolla hç could. The hon. œem*
ber, Hke the hon. member for Lincoln, seemed never to tbink o(
anything eiae but canals ; biit there were réilroads in the présent
day, and it was worth while to think of the interests of raiiroacfo.

Nonr, what was the position ofCanadian Raiiroad»] At présent,

goods passing overthein paid higher toHs than thoee passing over
the Ogdensburgh road. He wanted instead of that to make the iatter

pay as high toils as the former. Uniess ydu tould do something like

this you could nevet induce American statesmen to do anything, fer
they never could carry any measure uhless they showed the people
that they were going to get something in return for their conces*
sions. The Osvvego people believed they would be ruined by the
adoption of this policy ; but bis answer to them was, go to your
own government and influence it, and do justice to Canada.
The hon. member for Montréal admitted thaï the route by the
St. Lawrence was as chéap as by New York ; but he said that

the Montréal merchants would get ail the diflerence between the
duties by the two routes. He believed, on the contrary, that this

matter would be regulated by the legitimate profits of trade. The
hon. member, however, admitted on a former occasion that he
did not value reciprocity. That was just where he diflered from
the hon. member. He did not want, for a political reason, the
farmers of Canada to think themselvea worse off than those in
the United States. '

.

Mr. YooNG stated

worthless; but that

that. Twenty per cent, on ail our expoi^, would not comè to
the amount of. the toUs on the Welland Ca^al alone.

Mr. HiNCKS placed a high value on reciprocity, and if he
«howed, as he thought he had done, that this was so, thenhe
asked what hope there was fût (eciprocity froni the course bis

opponents had adopted î There was none. He asked too, whe-
ther there was any free trader in England, who pushèd free trade
to its legitimate estent 1 Were they not ail inconsistent 7 Was
not the hon. member for Montréal inconsistent in advocating the
admission of raw materialê duty free.

Mr. YouNG—^you advocated it yourself.

Mr. HmcKS—well, gentlemen were welcome to show whatever
inconsistency they plea^ed in his opinions, that was not the ques-
tion ; but rather what was for the good of the country. « He had,
however, always vindicated the admission of raw materials duty
ftee ; but what he contended for, was that this pdlir.y was a pro-
tection tothe manufacturer in this country over the manufacturer
in the U. S., and thisMas inconsistent with Mr. Young's ideas of

^'^ree trade. HeeonRfRvd reciprocity then, of the highett 'at-

that he had never said reciprocity was
we had a much higher prize to gain than


