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hon. friend opposite insisted, if I under-|
stood him right, that under the present
system trade was continually decreasing ;|
that at the time the former system pre-:
vailed, while my hon. friend’s Govern-
ment was in power, the aggregate of the |
trade of Canada was much larger than it
Is at the present day. That is what I
understood him to say.

Hox. MRr. SCOTT—I quoted three years
which were larger than last year,

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I understood my
hon. friend to make the assertion in!
rather a broad form. He quoted certain
figures to prove that instead of trade
increasing under the National Policy, it
was decreasing, and he cited some tigure
relating to a period when his Govern-
];%:Zn;vas in Ipo}\;vell', and compared the

: year, L think, disadvantageously
with that figure. Of course mby hog.
friend did not wish to put in is;ue éxactly
the amount of dollars and cents that were
mpoited and exported in any one year.
What he wanted to show—the proposition
that he' laid before the House, as I under-
stood it, and as I think every member
of the House understood it, was, in
bro:}d terms, that under the National
Policy trade had fallen off, that trade
Wwas not so good now as when
my hon. friend’s Gove.nment was in
%)owex'. Now, I am going to look just at
awo.ox: three figures respecting these
b%?'(:fgdlte mports and ~ exports but
o f‘?ct do. 80 I would like to remark on
bog 'i‘ Kh}ch must be obvious to every-
i )] ;mr ‘ ¢ Imports of raw material hav-
('0% ! ed._sled h'on_l $5,000,000 to $35,000,- |
thiv ve will say, in round figures, during

18 period, would naturally account for a
great reduction in the importation of
manufactured articles. That is plain, it
8€ems to me ; it cannot possibly be other-
‘f?lﬁe, because this raw material is manu-
bactured An this country. If it had not

een for its importation and the encou:-
agement of manufactures under the
Nauonql Policy it would have been im-

orted in the form of manufuactured goods.
thecal'l'nlm state what the proportion on
th'-‘d ue of goods manutactured from

uty millions of dollars worth of raw
material would be, but eve-yone here can

recognize, and will recognize, that the

difference in the value of that raw material
as imported and its value after its being

'manufactured must be very large indeed

—1I might safely say enormous. 1 men-
tion that because in examining the figures
which show the aggregate imports and
exports of this country I am entitled to
say that we have derived a benefit in this
country-not the manufacturers, as my hon.
friend “says, in particular, but the whole
country—every man who has produce to
sell, every man who has hands to work
with, every man who can assist in manu-
factures has derived a benefit from the
manufacture of these goods. The increase
in the value of these goods is made up, not
altogether of the profits to the manufac-
turer; if these goods are worth three
times as much after they are manufactured.
say $100,000,000, my hon. friend does not
mean to say that the difference of seventy
millions of dollars goes into the pockets of
the manufacturers. They get their profits,
no doubt, but the main portion of the
money goes into the pockets of the people
of this country—it goes to support th.ose
engaged in the work of manufacturing, to
tradesmen of all descriptions, and to build
up our towngs and villages. That is where
the money goes, and we are entitled, in
making comparisons such as my hon.
friend proposed a few moments ago, to con-
gider how much our present imports would
represent if these raw materials had been
imported into this @ountry in the form of
manafactured goods. This is the only
basis upon which a fair comparison can be
made. That proposition—and I am cer- -
tain it is a sound one—is to the disadvan-

| tage of the statement of the present im-

ports. Now let us sce how my hou.
friend’s proposition works out. .In 1868
the aggroegate trade of this country was
about $130,000,000. We will take the
two years before my hon. friend’s Govern-
ment came into power. In 1872 it was
$194,000,000; in 1873 it was $217,000,000.
It was in the autumn of that year that
my hon. friend's Government came
into power, but of course the policy
of his Government and the Government
preceding it was practically the same in
respect to duties on goods. There was no
real difference between the two. In 1874,
which was the first year that my hon.
friend’s Government was in power; the
amount was the same as it was in



