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w.ays was the free-traule party in this coun-
try. I supposé no one will doubt that Sir
4G«eorge Etienne Ca.rtier was a Conserva-
ive: I suppose likewise that no one will
doubt the statenient tiat the lion. nemuber
for Three ltivers iSir Hector Langevini bas
always been and is still a menmber of the
t'onservative party. At a dinner given to

Sir eorge Etienne. Cartier by the Quebecf-

ledge a Conservative l Sir Charles Tupper.
Now. whbat did he say wlien .in 1878. the
Mackenzie Government ileased le d1uy
fromn 15 to li½ per cent '? Sir Charles Tup-
per then saidi libis Ilouse :

I very much fear the Minister of Finance is
going into the perilous path of protection, whi-h
will bring ruin and desolation unto us.

trade. on the 23rd December, 18G9, Sir N% only was Sir George Etienne a aier,
Ieorge Etienne Cartier. then the leader of not only was 3r. Thonas White, not only
lle Frenvh section of the Conservative w-as Sir Charles Tupper mu favour ofi a tritf

party. referred in tihe following words to the for revenue and ierefore o)psed r a pro-
question of protection tetive tariff, but even Sir .lohn A. Macdon-

ald had pronounlIediI bumself as opposedll tb
The Quebec manufacturers ask to be protectel Trecion, The hon. ienher for Noith

to the utnost. It is a preposterous proposition. Simeoe (Mr. 3IeCarthy) whom the Ministerial
as nuch so as are extreme ideas in connection pres enlls al ally of the Opposition. which
Nith free trade.

This last system comipels you to pay to the iisf the hon, member for North Simnoe.
Government by way of a direct tax the sanewh lias heome a leader of a third party
iuties as before. andi wihe to be considered as a Conserva-

With unlimited protection. you strike a fatal iivý :and a iemulber oif the Tory party. tis
blow at the foreign trade. Just inquire about h1n. member, I say. bas given out. since he
that froni the Anericans. We will not commit his teased to support the present Govern-
eairselves to such a folly. We have decided to n hiliat in 1878. Sir .lohn A. Macdonaldimpose a revenue duty that vill give at the sanie
time a suffieient protection. reserving our right
to ehange our fiscal policy according to circuni- Idil that Ihe only laui hd forth te Na-
stances. tioual l'oliev as set forth in his resolution
In antî.her parî of lis speech. in answer to of ie Tth Marli. 78. because 3%r. Ma-
a aii mlade for a foreign outlet by one of kv.ie 1adi1 deelarc-I in favour of a tariff fr
tle audiene. Sir Georg' Etienune Hatier renue. He added that if Mr. Maekenzie

idl: sho.ild bave declaretd for priitcetion. lie (Sir
.ìhna would bave taken to free-trade. This

You have got it : see what ny hon. friend, sttem t f lthe hon. inenber for N.rthMr. George Stephen. of Montreal. did. He estab i is corroborated b the hon. member
lihed a cloth factory at Cornwall, where. at the for East York 4Mr. McLean) in an editorial
outset. he had to iiport labour by dint of money.
Now he sells his eloths at lower prices than the pi1 si'l te issue of the Canadian
Scoteh or English nianufacturers. Ma.izine " for December or' .Ianuary last.

I was reproached by the Manchester and Shef- \M e have moreover. a 110W substanî1tiain ofi
field people with giving too much protection to iis fact in a letter from Professor Gldwin
this industry. I replied to them that the maxi- Smith, publislhed in ie Quebec press. n
nmm duty was 15 per cent, the sanie as the duty .Taiuary hist. Ilere is wlmat one ean read inimnposed on their own goods. How is it. then ..
they said. that you can sell at lower prices tha'insletter:
we cau ? We are unable to manufacture as good Till the election of- 187S was over, Sir John
and cheap eloths as those sent to Mlanchester by -Macdonald disclaimed protection, and described
31r. Stephens. his commercial policy as readjustment of the
So you see. Mr'. Speaker. illis leader of the tariff. I had a personal Interview with himu a
Ministerial party was opposed to an extreme few days before the election. and I learned froni
protetion. Cartier', a leader of the Conser-- his own lips that hc foresaw the evil consequences

of an application of protection to a country likevative party. -was ii favour of a t:ariff for Canada, as nearly as I can think myself.
revenue and opposed ob an exrem prote-s e
rive systemn such as the one we no0w have. ti ilsiAnd evfr sinoerwe tave seerva-e
As soon as 173. Mr. Thomnas Wbite, w-ho tieary chngin; its polny. fori after lte
ater' w-as mad a Cabinet .Minister. said Ie eleeionim187. id tevi.zlthe tariff
fore the Dominion 7oaird of' Trade by unposing at once proteive duties ram:-

ing fron thirty-five to sixty per cent :s tey
A 15 per cent tarif means more than 15-per 110W Me. As an evidenec of iis, we have

cent in favour of manufacturers. We must add on1lv to look ait tie statutes passed since
to that the rate of transport of the goods Im- 1879. We will find iat these changes were
ported which represents 5 per cent on the aver- brought about i iegr'ee, li proportion asage, thus actually bringing protection up to 20 prot:'etion dip simiething fo' Sir Jon A.
per cent. This ought to be suffleient for any ln- , :% 1 <, -t
dustry suited to this country. As to others, it M doa i nd hist friends. In the fae of
would be a want of wisdom to keep them up such t« I% hav terefoe a i bos
through fiscal legislation. thaet it i the Ctoinonsr aiitive patty whih has

changi-,ed hoth its Op-inlionls anild its platform :iI suppose Mr. Thoias White. who h aenme a from free-tra(lers the Conservatives becamo
Minister. was surely a Conservative. But protectionists. But, as for that, what right
there is more. and I fancy nîo one will hahaveave the gentlmuaen opposite to charge us
any hesitat'ion for a moment to acknow- with having no platform ? The Opposition

Mr. BRUNEAU.
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