8
ound better and greater questions upon which to exercise their ability.
A8 a consequence of this, our politics often descended to’ pemsonal
lcssues and to unw”rth_y attacks on the characters -of public men, for
-gvhich neither of the great parties is entirely blameless.
f The New Party Issues.
e  But we have at last a great question, an economical uestion, a ques-
*iion upon the solution of which will largely depend theefuture of the
ydDdominion. It is not, I believe, as was .\t.m-«l by the Hon. the Min-
nster of .the Interior, go one of those pic-nic speeches, of which
o¥e have a voluminous record, a contest between knowledge and
gnorance ; it is not a contest between a generous spirit and selfisi-
nss it is not, as had been stated by th«j Hon. the Premier, a ques-
'l"“ in which the views of one par t‘_\ savoured of barbarism and the
Sharbarous age, but it is a question upon either side of which the best
Npinds of all civilised countries have been, for very many years, engaged.
't is a question on which a certain class of thinkers, able, intelligent,
weute, thoughtful men, I admit them to be, hold to certain theories
lmd views which they believe are applicable to all conditions of
Y PR ¥ 1. . . . 5L weipe
Mfairs, in which I will freely admit they are fortified ]»y the
“\I‘(‘Stl“‘t‘ of the great manufacturing and commercial success of England,
f ince she started upon the policy which they so loudly appl(mtl ~ But
‘mn the other hand, it must be remembered that while the doctrinaires
ire so strengthened by that illustrious example, they are opposed by
he statesmanship of every country with the exception of England—that
_he leading public and influential men who controlled the fortunes
‘lvf anw Germany, Ruscia, the United States, and every other
3sivilized country, so far from having accepted the views of those
floctrinaires, have acted upon adifferent policy, upon the policy which
‘hs recognized as that of the Opposition in this House to-day,
Iche policy which is affirmed by the amendment proposed by the
oright Hon. Member tor Kingston.
"h Sir John Maecdonald’s Amendment.

18 [t is not true that the proposition before thie House is, as it has been
raermed by some one, a vague, unmeaning proposition. I maintain that
‘hhis amendment is a ¢ l«,al, old, distinet and intelligible declaration of
o positive policy, and that those who support the views therein
, {xpressed do so maintain thenr as the result of calm and settled con-
piction ; that they are not put forward for ad captandwm purposes, or
or the ]mrpow of getting votes. They have been iterated and reit-
rated for years in this House, by thoughtful and patriotic men,
asvhose views are entitled to as much weight as any in
his country. The amendment starts with the assumption that
he country needs a national policy. Now, it is not denied by
ither party that a customs tariff, as a mode of raising revenue, is
favourite one witk free traders and protectionists alike ;

or that, largely on the way in which a tariff is framed,
'mepends the existence and the success of the industries to which the
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