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gis Brilliant Speech at the Con-
vention.

ENTHUSIASM  OF  HIS FOLLOWERS

AU nanswerable Criticism of the
Great N. P.

P

Effects Shown Up by Megns of the
Was Copied From the

Americans and Adopted With Shouts
of Loyalty—The Gerrymander Act
Unfair and Unjustifiable.

Its

Following is the’ full report of Hon.
3r. Laurier’s speech at the Liberal con-
ontion in Ottawa:
‘L;lir. Chairman, Ladies apd Gentlemen:
1 could vainly seek to find adequately
any words of physical effort to convey to
vou the sense of gratitude that I 0W<fa
to those-interested in the fortunes 'i)n
the Liberal party for the hearty wayll -
which you have responded to the call ©
this convention. (Cheers.) It is 1most
oratifying that there should be so large
4 b resent, and that we should
5 number p » Liberal
have with us the leaders .Of 1
thought from 8O many provinces of the
Dominion, not only from the banner
province of Ontario, but from the prov-
ince of Prince Edward Island. (Cheers.)1
Sir, if you allow me to utter a persona
thought upon this matter, I'would say
that proud as I am of the presence of
Sir Oliver Mowat, of Premier Fielding,
of Premier Blair, of Premier Peters of
the little province of Prince Ed'ward
Island, of Hon. Mr. Sifton of Manitoba,
if you’ would allow me to speak the
thoughts of my heart, I would say tlgat
I value still more from a personal [?omt
of view the presence of my old friend,
Mr. Joly, of Lotbiniere. (Ir'nmense
cheers.). Under his leadership it was
my good fortune a good many years ago
to serve my apprenticeship when ‘he
was leader of the opposition in the local
assembly of Quebec. (Cheers.) He has
told you that he had retired from public
life, but when he heard tl.le sot}nd of
the bugle he quickly fell into line. I
am proud to tell you, gentlemen, that
we have to-day representatives from all
parts mostly of the Dominion of Cana-
da—from the province by the Atlantic,
from the valley of the St. Lawrence,
from the region of the great lakes, even
from the prairies of Manitoba aud' tl!e
Northwest. The only province whlcp is
not represented officially is the province
of British Columbia, and yet to some
extent it is, for this morning the chair-
man of the convention received the fol-
lowing telegram: “Although not' repre-
sented, British Columbia takes warm in-
terest in the proceedings of the Liberal
convention. Sentiment here favors a
policy of freer trade relations with Great
Britain and her colonies, especially Aus-
tralia, and reciprocity of trade with all
other nations.” (Applause.) Nothing
lise this convention has yet taken place
since confederation, and to find any-
thing of the kind or approaching it you
must go back to the days of old Canada
—to the famous Liberal convention which
met in Toronto in 1859.° And,
Chairman; you *will “allow ' tié&“the pleas-
ure of saying that this meeting is pre-
sided over by one of the leaders of that
convention in that year. Sir Oliver
Mowat was one of those who helped on
that occasion to shape the policy which
afterwards prevailed.” Sir Oliver Mowat
belongs in more senses than one to the
school of that great old man who to-
day, under the gaze of an admiring and
wondering world, is struggling against
many odds to relieve a country from a
regime of oppression, and to give it good
covernment of the people. (Applause.)
Time seems to have made no impression
on Gladstone; his mental activity
seems ' to increase with years. Sir Oli-
ver Mowat, perhaps more than many
others at the convention of 1859, had to
deal with the difficulties that were then
prevailing. - Canada was suffering from
severe ills at that time. These ills, how-
ever, were of a constitutional nature, For
vears an imperfect constitutional sys-
tem had prevailed in Canada. There
was the union of Lower and Upper Can-
ada, an English and a French province,
with all the disadvantages of a fgderal
and a legislative union, and without any
of the advantages. You know that the
principle which was then adopted as a
solution of the woes which Canada was
then suffering was representation by
population. This -principle was gradu-
ally extended until it became the origin
of confederation, until it became the
means whereby. the four provinces of
British America were united into a con-
federation under sanction of the moth-
erland, with the objeet that it was to ex-
tend all over the contiment. We, the
Liberals at this late day, are again as-
sembled in order to discuss the present
Dosition of this country. I am glad to say
that though Canada is suffering many
ills and woes they do not arise from

ional defects. I am glad to say
constitution, though not perfect,
ach that it should command the
nd love of all Canadians. (Ap-
I want it to be known at ‘the
set of our proceedings that while
here from all parts of the Do-
to discuss the political situation

-~ . _ountry, to remedy, if possible, the
llls from which the.country is suffering,
we do not come here in any carping
Spirit, with any revolutionary words. I
S4y we come here with our hearts full
°f love for our Canadian country—(ap-
Dlause)—with pride for its past and hope
~F 1ts future. (Renewed applause.) Mr.

flairman, it is undeniable that to-day
the position of Canada is not what: it
Ought to be. In the eyes of many of us—
* should say in the eyes of all of us—the
Position is such as to make a good many
Uf the people of Canada feel anxious for
the fate of the country. We are here to
!\:wuxs the situation of our country.
y ‘fienever we meet, as we do upon ihis
(f‘("‘”“'“v to discuss the situation of our
“’v'.”fm‘y we are met by our ‘epponents
v”] a very singular objection. If we
“Peak of the situation of the country and
% We do not represent it in roseate colores
¢ are told at once by the Conservative
5";‘-" that we are decrying the country.
“'wifn is a very strange objection. . It
the r( Iﬁlean that the party in power haye
the (:glt to do anything they please, and
“I'Drog;{i' thing left to the opposition is
tion gen d‘:D- The position of the ‘opposi-
PR T this rule would be a slavish

it would never dare ‘to speak

‘crime—for anyone to speak ill of

‘Mr. |

crime undoubtedly—it "m.
country if he spoke falsely. It would be.

under which the country is presented are
not true; but I submit that it would be
more a crime to conceal the truth for
fear of causing fear or shame, There is
but one thing to do, sir, and it is 1o
speak the truth on every occasion. It is
not, perhaps, withifi the bounds of ku-
man nature to expect that every page of
the history of a people would be  free
from conflict, but I gssert that a people's
history will be closest to truth where
you find a strong and. healthy public
opinion to denounce every crime :‘.nfl
outrage. I submit every possible condi-
tion of the successes and grandeur of a
people is that all moral offences should
be denounced, that all crime should be
denounced, and that the truth should
be spoken on every occasion without fcar
or favor. If any one were to look at
the history of the country for the past
26 years, that man must admit—and I
may say here to begin with that Canada
has made great and substantial progress,
but, great as that progress has been,
he must admit that it has not reached
the legitimate expectations of the Can-
adian people. No man can say, I de
not care to what party he belongs, that
Canada has realized in these 26 years
the hopes which we had 26 years ago.
If our hopes had been realized the pop-
ulation of Canada would be at least
7,000,000 of souls. It is to-day about
5,000,000. If our hopes had been real-
jzed we would to-day have upon the soil
of Canada 1,000,000 of our fellow-Can-
adians who are now to be found in a
neighboring country. It is not too much
to expect that a country like Canad'a,
with so many resources of every descn;.)—
tion, that every child born upon the soil
should remain a citizen of Canada for
all his life. (Hear, hear) When th'e
ministers of the crown speak of this
matter they affect to treat it very lightly.
I submit to you that there is nothing of
greater importance than this very ques-
tion. Why, sir, it is a well-known fact
that the growth of population is the
measure in many instances of the devel-
opment of a people. Not only, that, but
so important is it considered that, not
satisfied with the natural growth of our
population, we have spent thousands and
millions of dollars in the last_ fifteen
years in order to bring in immigrants.
It is a matter of regret to think that,
though we are spending $200,000 or
$300,000 every year in order to bring in
immigrants, we cannot keep our oOwn
people. amongst ourselyes. Is it to l?e
supposed, is it to be expected, that if
those born on the soil cannot remain at-
tached to the soil, that this foreign popu-
lation will be attached to it? Is it to
be expected that if we cannot keep our
own people those we bring from abroad
will remain? There is only one conclu-
gion to be arrivd at, and it is this, that
if a country like Canada, which can keep
and maintain a hundred millions of men,
cannot keep its paltry population of 5,-
000,000 there must be something wrong
with the policy and the government. (Ap-
plause.) The conclusion is irresistible.
When the -ministers of the crown deal
with this question they simply deny the
facts. They tell you that the country is
prosperous and that there is very little
emigration. There was a few days ago
a meeting in Orangeville, which is situ-
ated in the county of Cardwell, and you
know it has been rumored that the goy-
erninént were contemplating rewardidg
one of the faithful, that the government
were contemplating removing Mr. White,
the representative of Cardwell, to an-
other sphere of usefulness, to make him
the collector of customs in - Montreal;
but before they came to that conclusion
they had heard that perhaps it would not
be safe under the present circumstances
to open Cardwell. Therefore they made
a descent upon the faithful of Cardwell.
One of the ministers who was taken up

‘| was Mr. Clarke Wallace, the controller

of customs. He opened his remarks by
expressing his great admiration for the
beauty of the surroundings of Orange-
ville. He spoke in glowing terms of the
appearances of prosperity of the farm
houses, and of the farms, which he saw
in all directions. I have no doubt that
Mr. Wallace had good reason to speak
thus. Orangeville is one of those places
which claims to be the garden of On-
terio and of Canada. Mr. Wallace said
that if the *Grit croakers,” as he called
them, had been there, they would “find
evidences of the error of their = state-
ments regarding the condition of the
country, but if the “Grit croaker” had
been there he would have told Mr:; Wal-
lace what was a fact, that every one
of those farms had decreased in ' value
30 or 35 per cent. during the last 15
years. He would have told Mr. Wal-
lace yes, this is a fine country. The sun
does not shine upon a better in its
course, yet upon every one of those
farms they deplore the loss of a son or
daughter who has gone to the .United
States to find what his own native coun-
try does not give him. 'This language
of Mr. Wallace is the strongest possible
arraignment of the policy of the present
government, that with the undoubted ad-
vantages we have, these people of . Or-
angeville and the surrounding country
cannot keep their own at home. (Ap-
plause.) The minister of finance also
said on that occasion that the country
was prosperous to a degree and the story
of the exodus invented simply by the
Grits. (Laughter.) - There might be, be
said, a few emigrants now and then,and
what think you was the cause Mr. IFos-
ter told them of these people leaving the
country? You could not possibly divine
it, because what little exodus there may
from the country is caused, according
to Mr. Foster, by articles in the Globe
newspaper. (Great' laughter.) According
to Messrs. Foster and Wallace, those
-who leave the eountry leave it simply
because they read the Globe newspaper.
Well, sir, the Globe is a very good pa-
‘per in many ways. (Applause.) I com-
mend the Globe, and "I commend the ed-
itor of the Globe, who is on the plat-
form to-night. I am glad to see a com-
pliment paid by an opponent, but I am
a Frenchman, and they are supposed to
Be chivalrcus, and I must stand up for
the Conservative press. It is mot fair
for Mr. Foster to discount its influence.
If - the people around Orangeville read
the Globe, is it not possible they read
the Empire, which tells them they ure
prosperous? (Laughter.) Is it possi-
ble the people of Orangerville andgricinity
are so stupid as to believe the Globe
when it tells them.they are not pros

ous when they are?'(Loud laughter.) Are
tpey such geese as not to know their own
circumstances and to rely upon the Grit
papers to tell: them? (Laughter.) Sir,
such arguments do not deserve any an-
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| there be, in the national policy

a crime, and a great crime, if the colors |

ws, if flaw
y. A few
John, N. B., and his admirers gave Mr.
Fostér a banquet, at which a  fellow-
countrymen of mine, who happens to be
minister of agriculture, Mr. : Angers,
smade a speech. He proved that he could
be, on gny occasion, the equal of an
‘Englishman, that he could be equal to
his predecessor, Sir John Carling. He
gave figures to his hearers and spoke of
the exbdus and prosperity of the country
and told the people assembled that the
exodus “was not of a very great size.”
He spoke in a city which in ten years
has not increased in population, but has
actually lost 2,000 souls. The popula-
tion of St. John under Mackenzie’s re-
gime exceeded 40,000; by the last census
the population was reduced to under 40;-
000. That is to say that the whole of
.the natural increase had been swept
away and 2,000 souls more. (Sensation.)
He spoke in a province in which the
whole increase in ten years was.37. Yet
Mr. Angers said the exodus was nof of
a very great size. We are told that the
Lord one day sent His angels to smite
the first born of a people to punish them
for their cruelty, but here not only the
first born are swept away: but the whole
issue of the people are extinguished.
(Loud cheers.) Yet Mr. Angers says
that the exodus is not of a very great
size. The newspaper report did  not
say that this statement had been receiv-
ed with cheers, but if-they did not, they
did not do him that justice to which he
is entitled, because it must have been
something new to them to know that
the exodus was of no great size. What
would be the condition of New Bruns-
wick and of the city of St. John if the
exodus had been of a great size? There
would have been nothing left of the citys
the whole population would have been
swept away. Under Mr. Mackenzie the
city of St. John was swept by a disas-
trous fire. I assert in your presence,
without fear of successful contradiction,
that the national policy has done more
to injure the city of St. John than that
great fire, and, in the face of this, Mr.
Angers could tell them that the exodus
was of no great size. Once a mission-
ary went to preach the good news to a
heathen city. From the first house which
he passed he received the contents of a
pot of boiling water. He did not go fur-
ther. He thought-he had gone far
enough and went back and told his
friends what had occurred. He * was
asked “What did you say?’ and replied,
“I-thanked them. “For what?’ ‘Be-
cause,” he answered, “they did not send
the pot as well as the water.” (Laugh-
ter.). Well, sir, the people of S. John
must thank Mr. Angers for knowing
that the exodus was not of a great size.
The statement was made at a dinner to
Mr. Foster, who, as you know, is, or
was, a cold-water man.- (Laughter.) He
is' still a cold-water man,; I believe, yet
of not the same degree of intemsity as
in former days. (Loud laughter.) In
former days I remember in the house of
¢commons he wanted every man to be a
cold-water man like himsglf. He seems
to have changed his view, but for that
I have no remark to make, save this:
that the statements of Mr. Angers re-
quire a good deal of cold water to wash
down, and perhaps something elsee be-
sides. (Laughter.) But, sir, the ills
of (Canada to-day are not constitutional;
they are altogether of an economic na-

“set ‘it down at once that this-is an as-
sembly of plain and practical men, met
together to deal with plain and practical
questions. I agree with every word of
the chairman of to-day.® We might be
tempted, and the occasion would be a
tempting one, to enlarge the political
horizon, to enter new fields, and perhaps

Canada. Some people—perhaps they are
represented here—favor closer.union with
the meother country—(hear, hear)—some
want Canada to take rank with the other
nations of the earth—(hear, hear)—and
there are some to-day who would favor
the union of the two great branches of
the Anglo-Saxon race on this continent.
(Hear, hear.) Sir, I respect all these
opinions; but listen to me when - I say
that we should not indulge in speculative
politics. (Cheers.) This convention ought
te be confined to
PLAIN, PRACTICAL QUESTIONS.
It is not when the house is on fire
that we should think of needed improve-
Fments. Our first duty is to arouse the
people to a sense of their immediate dan-
ger, and the immediate danger is the tar-
iff which now oppresses Canada.(Cheers.)
There is, as you well know, a universal
consensus#@f opinion among classes, nay
among all parties in this country, that
the tariff which now prevails ih Canada
is a burdensome tariff, that it is an op-
pressive tariff, and that it is known
what was known at one time as the N.
P. has been found to be a fraud and a
failure. (Loud cheers.) I say ihere is
this ‘universdl consensus- of opinion
amongst us that the tariff has to be re-
formed. What ‘do you see in Ontario
to-day? A large section amoung the
rank ‘and file of the Conservative party
openly de¢claring that: they want to un-
do the evil they helped to establish in
former years. Look at the ranks of the
faithfal, those who are ministerial to the
backbone. Last session we saw man af-
ter man rising in his place in parliament
and proposing ‘amendments to the
tariff, men like Messrs. Cleveland,
Pope, and others, proposing to take
one brick here and another there
until the wall’ was threatened with de-
truction.  Sir, the feeling became so un-
animous among the Conservatives them-
gelves that the government had to come
forward and promise that they would
deal with the guestion and reform the
tariff. That was the¢ promise extracted
from them, but what reform can you ex-
pect from men who tell you the country
is prosperous and that there is no exedus;
who tell you that their system is perfect
and hardly in need of modification? Look
at what took place a few months ago.
Sir John Thompson, *at the board of
trade. banquet in Toronte, told a large
audience that the government would be
prepared next session to dop off some
mouldering branches; but we found that
the government had changed their view,
and what were mounldering branches in
January, like the rod of Moses, became
flowering” boughs -in' March. (Cheers
and laughter.) They had no alteration
to. make. Gentlemén; you have nothing
to expect from them. :Apart from the
logic of events, you have the word of
Mr. Foster himself, who has declared
again and again within the past few
weeks that tariff reform would consist
in this that there mignt be a few changes
_here and there. but that the principle of

protection in the N. P. would be main-

weekS8 ago they were in the city of: St. |

ture. . In my humple opinion we should

direct a policy to the future destiny of |

ﬂi‘nfthe’ko‘

d put on a new cvat of varnish,
-cal ‘tariff reform.  (Laughter dnd
omtd . Spea,k‘ er, again upon this
ion T want it to be well understood
with the government. = (Applause.) The
_government tell us that the principle of
the N. P. they areh zoing ‘to maintain}
and we answer to the government' that
the' principle of the N. P. is vicious and
must be taken off—not only the branches.
S_lr; you remember what took place pre-
vious to the defeat of Mr. Mackenzie.
At that time we had for premier, as you
well know, a man of independent recti-
tude. ' There pever was a purer or
greater man in my estimation in Canada
than Alex. Mackenzie. (Applause.) He
would not stéop to pander to what he
supposed to be popular prejudice. He
thought that the country could not be
made prosperous under high taxation.
The people believed otherwise. I have
no fault to find with anybody and no
writicism to offer, but I appeal to your
judgment in the face of the experience
of _the last 15 years under the system
which was introduced by the Conserva-
tive party, which was dubbed the N. P.,
to say if that system is not vicious in
prineiple, iniquitous fn its terms and
dangerous in its consequences. (Ap-
plause) I say that it is vicious in prin-
ciple. I want to know—and I put the
question so as to be heard through the
length and breadth of this country—by
virtue of what principle will you tax a
.man to enrich his neighbor? By virtue
of what principle will you tax the farmer
in order-to give work to the working-
man? ., On what principle will you tax
the workingman in order to give better
price8 to the farmer? We were told in
1877 and 1878 that by adopting a policy
of high taxation we would create labor,
and if we created labor those who bore
the burden would be recouped in some
way. P®All ‘these promises have been
found to be fallacious. If the principle
had beer true that by high taxation we
would create labor we would see the re-
sult to-day; 'our population would be in-
creased, and you were told that = you
would have a population of teeming
thousands in the cities of Canada. What
are the results? I am going to give you
just a few figures which ure, in my es-
timation, a most eloguent arraignment of
the N. P. ' During the period‘from 1871
to 1881, in the province of Ontario, there
was an increase of 342,071 souls. In
the following period, from 1881 to 1891,
the increase of population fell from 342,-
071 to 151,553, a decrease of more than
100 per cent. In Quebec during the
previous period. the increase of population
was 167,551, and in the following period
the increase was 130,035, or a decrease
of 37,000. In Prince Edward Island in
the former period the inerease was 14,000;
in the following period the increase was
how much? not even one thousand, not
how many? not even 1000, not even 500,
not even 200, but simply 189. In Nova
Scotia the increase was in the previous
period 52,772, while the following period
it was 9920. In New Brunswick the
increase was in the former period 33,639,
while in the second period it had fallen
off to just 37. Phe whole increase was
swept away. Such figures as these are
the strongest possible arraignment of the
national pelicy. It is true there has been
an increase in ‘Manitoba in séme respects,
but Manitoba has been peculiarly situ-
ated. The fine prairies of the west have
attracted. immigration, but we know by
the figures of the census, which have
been taken from time to time, that no
more than 50 per cent. of the immigrants
that went to Manitoba remained there.
There is not, I may say, a single prov-
ince throunghout the ' Dominion which
clamors so much and so loudly to be
freed from the incubus of the national
policy. I appeal to the farmers who
are now -before me if it is not true that
the most- difficult period for the farmer
is the period following the first settle-
ment. , This is the period when, if the
farmer is to be favored he should be as-
sisted, but farmers of Manitoba have
been forced to pay tribute to the manu-
facturers of the east. Manitoba would
boil with joy the day when it would be
freed - from the incubus of the national
poliey. We are told that we cannot
say that the national policy has been the
cause of .the exodus because when the
people leave the country they go to the
United States, which hds also a pretec-
tive tariff. 'The argument is a captious
one. It is true that the national policy
is nothing but a servile copy of the Amer-
ican. system . of _protection. . .The- Con-
servative party, the loyal party, left the
example of the mother country and went
over to the other side for a poliey, and
they brought it back singing “God Save
the Queen.” They advocated that poli-
cy in 1878. In 1879, after they were
returned to power, they intfoduced an
American nostirum and gave it to.the
loyal people of Canada. When they were
told by people like myself, who claim to
be as loyal a3 they are, but whose loyalty
is in the heart, and not on the lips, “You
are endangering British connection,”
they said, “So. much the worse for Brit-
ish connection.” They adopted the poh-
¢y, but“the result was not what they ex-
pected. The policy did not stop the ex-
odus, as they said it would. The exo-
dus under their policy doubled and
trebled.  What is the reason the pelicy
prospered comparatively in the United
States and not in Canada? The reason
is that the great variety of -climate to
the south of the line, their increasing pop-
ulation, and the great accumulation of
wealth, were a proteétion against protec-
tion. ‘They had free trade amongst an
ever-increasing community, and were sav-
ed by freedom notwithstanding the high
protection. But there was more. You
know very well that this wisdom which
was borrowed by our government from
the United States has been condemned
by the American people. (Cheers.) You
know very well that this Yankee system
has been condemned by u majority of the
states and a majority of the popular vote.
(Hear, hear.) Last year there was a
Democratic convention, and on that ec-
casion they declared “hThat we condemn
Republican protection as a fraud and a
robbery of the great majority of the
American people for the benefit of a
few.”  (Cheers.) That condemnation
was endorsed by the American people at
the first opportunity following, and they
declared in the most emphatic language
that the system of protection over there
was a fraud and a robbery.

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I submit
to your judgment that the servile copy
of the American system which has been
brought amongst us by the leaders of the
Conservatives is /[dike its prototype, a
fraud and a robbery—(loud applause)—
and 1 «eall upon you one and all to pro-
nounce at once and give your emphatic
support to the proposition that we shall
never rest until we have wiped away
kfrom our system that fraud and robbery

»

nt are going to scratch off the paint | ches
that We tike direct issue’ here and now { tive party more than once, whenever
their clothes become dilapidated, to steal

. red the word from us. * Yon know
it has been the system of the Conserva-

the clothes of their opponents, and pre-
sent themselves before the public decent-
Iy attired. ‘This is what they want to
do again, and:on this oceasion I do not
object to their stealing our clothes, but I

‘do object to their appearing before the

country in false colors. They want a
reform of the tariff only to retain thé
system of protection. I submit to you
that the ideal fiscal system is the Brit-
ish systein of free trade. - (Cheers.) ¢
Sir, my loyalty, as I stated, does: not
ooze from the pores of my body, but I
do want to go for an example to the
mother country andgmot to the United
States, much as I the people on
the other side of the line. I say the
policy should be & policy of free trade,
such as they have in England, but I am
sorry to say that the circumstances of
the country cannot admit at present of
that policy in its entirety. But I pro-
pose to you that from this day hence-
forward it should be the goal to which
we aspire. I propose to you from this
day, although we cannot adopt the policy
itself, to adopt the principle- which regu-
lates it; that is to say, that though it
should be our misfortune for many years
to come to have to raise a revenue.by
customs  duties, these dutles should be
levied only so far as is neceéssary to car-
ry on the business of the government.
(Cheers.) I submit to you that not a
cent should be extracted from the pock-
ets of the people, except every cent goed
into the treasury of the people, and not
into the pockets of anybody else.
(Cheers.) I submit to you that no duty
should be levied for protection’s sake, but
levied altogether and only for the pur-
pose of filling the treasury to the limits
required. I submit to you that every
cent. that is levied should be levied first
and foremost upon the luxuries of the
people. -(Cheers.) I submit to you
therefore that the system of protection,
which is to be maintained by the govern-
ment, that is to say, of levying tribute
upon the people, not for the legitimate
expenses of the government, but for a
private and privileged class, should be
condemined without gny qualification.
(Cheers.) Let it be well understood that
from this moment we have a distinct is-
sue with the party in power. . Their
ideal is protection; our ideal is free trade.
Their ‘immediate object is prgtection;
ours a tariff for revenue, and for revenue
only. (Cheers.) Upon this issue we en-
gage in battle from this moment forward,
and I ask you once more never to desist~
until we have achieved victory; until we
have freed this country from the incubus
which has been weighing it down for 15
long years. (Lioud cheers.) Nothing is
more difficult—that is one of the evils of
protection—than to wipe away protection,
because under it interests have been es-
tablished which every man who has at
heart the interests of all classes must
take into consideration. It is always
easy to increase the tariff, because by so
doing you increase the private fortunes
of certain individuals, but whenever you
decrease the tariff it has always to be
done with careful consideration, and I
am sure that:-when the Liberals are in
power they will not be Indifferent to
those truths. Any one in this audience,
any Conservative in the country, if I ask,
do you crave more markets for your
products, I would be told “Yes” IfI
were to tell him that there is on the
other side of the line a nation of 65,000,-
000 of the Anglo-Saxon race, that is the
greatest commercial race in the world,
would you not like to be able to trade
with them untrammelled and unfettered?

RECIPROCITY WITH THE U. S.

Some years ago we had a treaty of
reciproeity with' the United States, and
you knew that was the golden era in the
history of Canada. Again and again the
wish was expressed that we should again
obtain that mark if possible, but it has
become a settled fact with both the great
parties in the United States that they
will not renew the treaty of 1854; that is
to say, a treaty confined to natural pro-
ducts only, but manufactures have to be
included as well. In 1888 we adopted a
policy of untrammelied trade with the
United States.  This policy was distort-
ed to a most wicked perversion by our op-
ponents. Theyrasserted on the platform
and in the press that what we wanted
was unrestricted reciprocity,.and nothing
else, and that we would not take any-
thing else, whereas the fact was that
we were prepared to negotiate upon a ba-
sis of  unrestricted reciprocity; but we
would have been ready to obtain any
treaty with reciprocity upon a basis of
natural preducts and manufactures as
well. ‘The Liberal party, when it for-
mulated the policy of unrestricted reci-
procity, never disguised that there were
difficulties in the way, and that when we
came to negotiate the treaty several lines
of manufactured goods would have to be
eliminated, but what we wanted was to
send a commission: to Washington to lay
down a basis for a treaty. We would
have supported cur opponents in any sim-
ilar policy, but, while professing a. willing-
ness to®go to Washington and negotiate
a treaty, they never had any such inten-
tion, and while with one breath they told
the people they wanted to negotiate a
treaty, with the other breath they said
“we were disloyal because we wanted to
negotiate a treaty. (Cheers.)

You know the part disloyalty played in
the last election. I am loyal to the Brit-
ish crown. I have often repeated in the
province of Quebee, and I am happy to
repeat it to-day, when so many of my
fellow-subjects of French origin are pres-
ent, that we-owe a deobt of gratitude to
the British crown for the way it has
treated us in the last 50 years. (Cheers.)
Loyal although I am I do not think it
would be my.part to say that the inter-
ests of a colony are the interests of  the
empire. Take the best families in the
land: there is often a diversity of inter-
ests between the members of that family,
and there is a diversity of interests be-
tween the members of an empire. The
commercial interests of England are not
the interests of Canada, and the commer-
cial interests of Canada are not the com-
mercial interests of England. And there
is no Conservative who can say that, for
the fact that England is free trade and
the Canadian Conservatives protectionist
shows that there is at least-a diversity of
“Interests between England and Canada.
Sir, I want now to say this, that if the
interests of Canada clash with the inter-
ests of England, is it any part of my loy-
alty or yours that we should make the
interests of Canada give way to the in-
terests of Great Britain? (Cries of “no,
no.”) What is the reason, I want to
know, that my ancestors left the shores

of France to come to the savage coun-

fied with their

| thought they

What is the reason
left the shotes
land, Ireland s
because your ow‘;;;

tive soil, but believed tha: '
this country they would build up for
themselves and ' their families a: better
and more prosperous condition of things.
And are we, their descenddnts, to be told
when we find ear interests clashing with-
those of the mother land we must stand
by ‘the mother land? I do not attempt”
any sucp .loyalty, and I am quite sure of
the position that would be adopted im
any part of Great Britain. I would not
hesitate to go upon any platform there
and state the same things that I state
to-night. I am a British subject, and
if it were gny lot to have been a member
of the British House ' of Commons T
would speak like an HEnglishman and
stand up for England in preference to
Canada any time, g

CANADA FIRST. R

But I am a member of Her Majesty’s
House of Commons of Canada, and I
leave it to Englishmen who represent
.the interests of Her Majesty's subjects
in tl_le Imperial Parliament to deal with
the interests of the Hnglish nation, and
I cal upon the people of Canada to
stand up for the interests of Canada;
and if there be any man in- this audience
—no, there is no one in this audience—
but if there be.any man outside of this
audience who says he stands up in pre-
ference for the interests of England, I
tell him “go back to’England.” And in
speaking as I do, I claim I am perfectly
loyal, because Her Majesty the Queenm
does not expect that any of her Cana-
dian subjects should abase - themselves
or should refuse to stand up for the in-
terests of their country; but she expects
from us upon every oceasion that the
interests of Canada should be para-
mount. - (Applause.) Again, I say, this
is loyalty such as I understand it. But
there 'is more than this to satisfy the
conscience of those extreme Conserva-
tives, who, I am afraid, will not be sat-
isfied with anything except the posses~
sion of power. Let me tell them this,
that if a treaty is negotiated by Canada
with a foreign country that treaty will
have to be ratified by the Government
of Her Majesty the Queen in England,
and if the British Government object
that we should make such a treaty, them;
sir, and not soonmer, it will be time tor
raise objections. What I claim is that
upon this policy of reciprocity, it should
be well known and well understood that
while claiming to do the best for our
country, we know full well that our mc-
tion is subject to the approbation of Her
Majesty the Queen. These two ques-
tions, in my judgment, ought-to consti-
tute mainly the programme of the Lib-
eral party. (Applause.) The battle in
which we are engaged at this moment is
a battle for the welfare of Canada, and
the welfare of Canada dependes uporm
her fiscal policy.

But there are other questions still. One-
of the evils of the National Policy and
the system of protection has been here,
as everywhere else, to lower the moral
level of public life. It is a subject, how-
ever, into which I do not desire to enter
at length. I speak of it more in sorrow
than in anger; but I tell you this, if you
want to purify the political atmosphere
of this country, you must revert to the
principle that not a cent is to be levied
except what is necessary to carry on the”
legitimate expenses of the Government,
economically administered. I speak of
this subject more in sorrow than in an-
ger, but there is not a man who has in
his bosom a patriotic heart that does not
see with shame that the name of Cana-
da has become a byword of corruptior
among the civilized nations of the earthe.

THE MAJORITY MUST RULE.

There are other questions, but we
have not the time to take up too many.
One or two, however, ought not to be
forgotten. We should endeavor to retain-
in every election an honest expression of
the public mind and of the public will
We must be governed by the majority.
I do not say that the majority is always
right, but until we have something bet-
ter we must abide by the rule that the
majority must govern. What I want is
a true and honest expression of the pub-
lic fhind. I object, therefore, to those
laws which have been placed upon the
statute book by which the men in power
continue not to have an honest expres-
sion of the public mind, and distort the
true expression of he public will. I de-
nounce it to you as infamy. I say that
the best and safest principle is to resort
to the old policy we had in former years—
of having a provincial franchise. This
system prevailed for the first eighteen
years, after long education, and I never
heard a single complaint against it. The
majority ruled, but in 1885 this infamous
act was passed. So infamous is it that
the men who promoted it dare net put it
in force because the law requires that
there should be revision every year. But
a revision every year costs so much that
the Government are begged by their fol-
owers mnot to put that expepse upon
them. But the act is put in force on the
eve of an election because it gives to the
party in ‘power an unfair advantage.
Again I denounce this infamy, this sys-
tem of gerrymander. Under our own
system of government it is necessary
that there should be after every census
a redistribution of seats. There is but
one basis to adopt, the basis of the

| mother land. There have been redistri-

butions in the mother land, but there
has never been a word of complaint; be-
cause the redistribution takes place upon
a well-known basis and principle, and
that is that the boundary of no county
should be interfered with. That is a
principle which ought to be adopted here,
and I hope that upon this we will have
most emphatic expression from: this con-
vention. -

There are other questions, and it
would not be fair on my part not to deal
with them. Within the last fifteen days
I have received several applications fromr
different parts of the country asking me,
“What are yon going to do about tem-
perance?”’ ‘“What are you going to do
about prohibition?” ¥ ought to speak
frankly upon this. I don’t pretend at
this moment to give you any more than
my views. On a former occasion I al-

_réady announced that this was a free.

democratic convention. in which no cut-
and-dried resolutions are to be placed be-
fore you. You are fre to move upon
prohibition or anything else vou choose.
but I ask you simply to allow me to
give yon my views. Yon are aware that
two years ago, against our protest,“how~




