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languishing industries, so have gentle-
men on the Treasury Benches. I have
taken down for example the words of
the Finance Minister on the subject,
and before recording my vote I wish
to ask him what he means by the
following :-" I do fnot wish to lose
sight of the fair play due to our
manufactures." I wish to ask the
Minister of Finance if by these words
he understands that if new dangers
should arise to our industries, no
remedies are to be provided for those
dangers ? I wish to ask if, in the ever-
changing phases of trade, manufactures
languish, there are no remedies to be
found. I wish to know if there is
such an undue desire to pro-
vide for the nineteen-twentieths there
is no determination shown to make
provision for the other twentieth
The Minister of Finance said that
he was not prepared to legislate
for one-twentieth part of the popula-
tion to the exclusion of nineteen-twen-
tieths; but I ask whether if the latter
have riglits, the former do not also
possess them? If the hon. gentleman
would pause for a moment, he would
have thought that the class which has
invested eighty millions in plant and
in the development of the industries
of this country, annually expending
forty millons of dollars and employing
two hundred thousand persons were
entitled to consideration. If three pen-
sions are allowed to each of the 200,-
000, which would be a fair allowance
for each faimily, it would give a total
of 600,000, equal to more than one-
eighth of our population; and if you
add those who are dependant for sup-
port upon other industries, you have
as many more, or fully one-fourth of
our entire population interested in
manufactures. le will agree with me
that this is something more than one-
twentieth. I will simply ask in conclu-
sion, whether the Finance Minister will
announce to this House---because I hold
that a hasty adjustment of the tariff
would be a dangerous experiment-
whether after he has patiently investi-
gated and looked into the claims of
these languishing industries, he will
provide such measures as will save
them from destruction. It is due to me
that this question should be answered
before I record my vote.

Hon. Mr. CARTWRIGIIT-I do not
propose at this hour to enter on my
reply to the right hon. member for
Kingston, or to make any reference to
matters that have arisen in this debate,
I merely rise to answer the question
of the hon. member for Centre Toronto.
Undoubtedly circumstances may arise
-we have never denied that they
might arise--which will require further
action at our hands. Our position is
siniply that we see no occasion at
present for taking further action.

The members were then called in,and
a division was taken with the following
result:
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