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ton. Mr. DEVER-By simply making
the revenue on tobacco through the customs
the same rate as the excise, you would raise
two fiMillion dollars, because then the whole
duty of 25 cents a pound would be paid upon
the tobacco coming into the country, whereas
nOw we are giving the differerce between
25 and 35.

1 on. Mr. BOULTON-That is just
exactly what I have been arguing.

lion. Mr. DEVER-If you would put it
0n that basis the House would understand

.llon. Mr. BOULTON-My hon. fr:end
will have an opportunity of replying to the
Position I havetaken, and I shall beglad ofhis
assistance in making it clearer. I am merely
Pointing out to this honourable House that
in the question of levying our duties upon
spirits and tobaccos, while in Great Britain
the revenue derived from this source is
$5.50 per head it is only $1.60 per head
here, and by adopting the duty and excise
that I have presented to this hon. House,that We would increase our revenue from
t1.60 per head front these sources to $3.50
Per head and it is a more legitimate object
of taxation than the taxation of the neces-
saries of life, than the taxation of all that en-
ters into the cheapness of production in pur-
Sing our industries andin this way we bring
th'n the priceof sugar again to 30 pounds to

dollar. Thecustoms revenue as Ihave said
before isderived from thetaxation onseventy-
Ole Maillion dollars on imports. That is the
value we imported in 1894. The duty was
lineteen million dollars on that seventy-one
lillion dollars according to the last reports
tf1894. Of that nineteen million dollars

ere is three million dollars collected on
ýPiritsetc., includedinwhatl have been argu-

.g and therefore that brings us down to the
1s8uSion of how sixteen million dollars

re to be provided to inaintain our present
evenue of thirty-six million. The re-

oenue is derived fromu three sources.
'e is public works, and the post o1ice,
4. eight million dollars, another is the

erise, eight million dollars and the other
18 duties. Now we have to deal with nine-
tee" million dollars in duties. Three mil-
hln dollars of that is already dealt with in
t'excise; and therefore we have simply to
Con8ider how we can raise sixteen million

dollars for the treasury in order to enable
us to initiate the policy of free tradle and so
open the markets of Canada to the competi-
tion of the world, in order to induce a
growth of our industries and allow it to be
expanded beyond the narrow confines of the
consumption of five million people, that we
can get out to the market where there are
five or six hundred millions of people ready
to be supplied with articles we can produce
or manufacture.

The next question of revenue that we have
to deal with is the post office. There is
$,517,000 expended in the post office de-
partment and the receipts are $2,809,000leav-
ing a deficit in operating our post office of
$708,000. Nov these receipts are derived
from a postal i evenue of three cents and of
course under free trade the business of our
post office will be extended enormously in
consequence of the correspondence that will be
carried on with foreign nations and the rapid
,growth of business generally in the country.
There is no doubt about that. The revenue
of Great Britain in the post office depart-
ment is fifty mil!ion a year. People will
say " Oh well, Great Britain is a wealthy
country ; it is conducting great operations."
I have shown you to-day that while we
thought it was the prosperity of England and
the consumptive power of England in rais-
ing $5.50 a heAd in the excise it is simply
the difference of paying the excise into the
trea3ury of the country instead of giving it
to private profit. So it is with the post
office. The post office will be increased so
that the deficit will be changed to a surplus
of five hundred thousand dollars. The per
capita return of the post office in the Unit-
ed Kingdom is $1. 10 at two cents postage.
The per capita revenue in Canada is 55c. at
three cents postage. I have not the slight-
est doubt that the five years after the
adoption of the policy of free trade you
will wipe out that deficit of $707,000
and replace it with a surplus of $500,-
000. Of course that is simply supposition,
but at the same time we are not arguing
upon any theory such as preceded the adop-
tion of free trade in Great Britain. We are
arguing with the solid experience of the
mother country which has for fifty years en-
joyed the principles of free trade, and it
stands to-day pre-eminent in the countries
of the world in its commercial supremacy, in
the power of its revenue and the com'ort
and prosperity of the people.
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