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Mr. Blam—No. .

Mr. Whitk—No? Doea the hon. gentle-

man pretend to ear that $20,000,000 of cus-

toms duties to 862,000 families is ntore 7

Mr. Blakk—Does the hon. gentleman want
to know the basis of my calculation 7

Mr. Whiti—Yes, I do ; most decideuly.

Mr. Blaki—What I stated was reported in

the newspapers. I did pot exclude the excise.

I took the customs and the excise duties, and
I pointed out that the consumer paid some-
tbiug approaching 50 per cent, in excess of

what went into the treasury. I took the cus-

toms and excise duties and I added something
approaching 50 per cent., and that made $50
a head. [Opposition cheers.]

Mr. Whitb (Cardwell)—I see that hon.

gentlemen behind the leader of the opposi-

tion are satisfied with that statement
[Laughter.]

Mr. Blaki—11 was the statement I made.

Mr, Wmri—What then has become of all

the arguments we have had during this de-

bate, as to the relative taxation of the United
Btateu and Canada 7 Are we to be told that

because we charge an average bere of some-
where about 20 per cent, dn our importa-

tions

—

Sir RioHABD CABTWBiOHf—Nearer 40.

Mr. Whiti—That the man who buys, pays
that fine on the article that is produced in the

country, and that in the United States,

where nearly double is charged, the

man who buys does not pay it 7 [Cheers.]

Let the hon. gentleman take one
ground or the other; but let him not, in this

house, as in everything else, take one measure
for the people of Canada and a difi^erent

measuvo for the people of the United States,

in order that he may prove to people outside

that the people of Canada are much more
burdened with taxation, much less advantage-
ously situated, than the people of the United
States. The hon. gentleman should take one
position or the other, and I care not which he
chooses to take. If he chooses to take his

last position, and will apply it all around, to

the I'nited Slates as well as to Canada, he
will have to revise the figures he hasgiveaus,
and I am sure the finance minister will be
glad to revise the figures he gave, and will

show, upon that basis, that the condition of

things in Canada is infinitely more advantage-

ous to the people ef Canada than is the con-

dition of things in the United States to ilM
Americans. [Cheers.] Every loyal man,
every man in Canada who loves his county,
will decline to adopt one basis of calculation
for Canada and a different basis of calculation
for the United States. [Cheers.] I will give
the hon. gentleman the benefit of the excise

;

nay, more than that, I will give him the
benefit of the entire revenue, and I find
that if he takes the whdle revenue,
including the revenues from post office and
railways, he will find that instead of $50 per
family it is only $36 per family. [Cheers.]
Why should the hon. gentleman, with his
responsibility as a public man, looking in the
future, I suppose he thinks the n3ar future,

to be the leader of the government, and there-
fore to control the public afiairs of this Do-
minion, why should ho go on to a publie
platform, and, addressing an audience of fel-

low Canadians, venture to make a statement
of that kind, a staters ont which is false in
fact, which is false in inference, which is false

in every relation in which yeu can possibly
<ook at it — a statement which has
•imply one result, that of creating the im-
pression outside that the people of this

country are less advantageously situated than
are the people of the United States. [Loud
oheeri.]

IlfMiaRAi'ION AND PBISON I.ABd<t.

These hon. gentlemen hare been making
their appeal to the workingmen and tbey
talk to us about immigration. Well, in the
earlier part of what I had to say, I referred to

tbe condition of immigration during the time
thev were in office, and I do not feel dis-

posed to repeat what I then said. But what
is the position of the government, as regard

to the workingmen 7 In the first place, we
have had the announcement from the minis-

ter of agriculture, in answer to a question

put to him by an hon. member of this house,

that the government not enly is

not going to [assist but is actually

going to discourage the introduction of ordin-

ary laborers and of ordinary mechanics into

Canada ; as, in view of the fact that the Pa-

cific raihay will nhortly be completed and
that there will not be much prospect of any
great r«\ilway work being cousicructed then Ci

in the immediate future, it may i ot be neces-

sary or advisable that these people should

come to Canada. [Hear, hear.] We have
that statement from the hon. the minister of

agriculture. Then we have an important

statement in the tariff resolutions which are

now brought down. When I was im ttaaan.
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