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taxation out of the country 
tiemen are taking out <* ft 

to-day," tot would hare met all tkateiyendi-

SLftKfSSA'WSjWa
edtTtbe debt ef the eountiy. The W- 
gentleman «aye: Now, look at mr eurnlu». 
Yea, look at Ua eurrfne .Why. Sir.thero 
wm an bon. gentlemen does behind him 
(Sir Richard Cartwright), who roada re
mark* with reference to mrpluaeo, not 
once, but many time* in this House. lat 
me read one. In 1882 he declared wnen 
Mr. Tmey announced a surplus of (4,000,-

got. 11,100,000 was 
of the most odious 

and oppreosire taxe* which were never 
imposed in any drilised country before 
under similar circumstance* at keet- 
the taxes on bread stuffs, and fuel. If 
he really wants to relieve the Mople, 
let him remove the taxes on bread stuns 
and coal.
If mv bon. friend boasts of a surpin» to- 

dar, there ie an bon. gentleman sitting 
dose beside him who will tell him that 
he need not look around very long for a 
method of remitting that to the wool*, and 
thus ridding, tie people of what this pro
minent member of the Government declar
ed over and over again, an odious tax 
which should not be allowed in aM cm- 
lized country—the tax on breadetuHs and
"mV. COCHRANE. Who mid that)

Mr. FOSTER —That was stated by Sir 
Riehard Cartwright. Bat we have another 
au'horitv on this question, also a 
of thii Government/ by name D. Mille, and 
the Hon. David Mille said:

He boasts of a surplus I eay that a 
government is not entitled to have a 
surplus. There is no stimulus to econ
omy when a large surplus remains in 
the hands of the government. A large 
surplus invites to extravagance, and 
has invited to extravagance in this 
country. The Government and Parlia
ment of this country should inaugurate 
a system of economy.
That is a statement made in 1893 by a 

gentleman who is to-day acolleague ofths 
Minister of Finance, and when the Minister 
of Finance comes down and boasts of one 
surplus of *4.700,000 and ol

I refer him to hie colleagues.

infers*»? 1 

of the dutv. and

____"le W1.WM83, and taremtimiyhae.

ring hi* memory, namely, that im a book- 
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hia nlaskaov and tell this House that he ha. WtioffXt liability. Hldurpd th. 
total sum in* the railway #ubnd»e* erf 18» 
to the late Government, and to thw day 
he is simply paying the interest, _as .was 
the condition of the grant made m 1882.
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Foster’s 
Budget Speech.

That is
friend (Sir 
into a trap.

Now, Sir, when you------- . _
bon ol thit matter let H for ever alienee 
gentlemen who state that the Liberal-Con
servative Government for the last ten or 
fifteen years of its existence was an extrava
gant Government as measured by neat in 
creases in public expenditure. What is 
that summation? It is that the Liberal- 
Conservative Government spent in totality 
*388,237 per year less from 1*2 to 18». 
than from 1887 to 1801, and that the pres 
cut Government has exceeded the Liberal- 
Conservative average expenditure from 1892 
to 1896 aa follows:

ASTONISHING FIGURES.
TnJdT’and* Comma** (Sir Ricb^LC*^

AVERAGE RATE OF CUSTOMS 
TARIFF.

f. ssr^si ïanAnst
SS2. iSlSTifeWsSM
to 18», three yean, the average rate was 
17.17 pir cent. So that if yoe take three 
scare of the boa. gentleman’s administra- 
tion, they have 
rate*
Hww
be: Well, but, in 1897. we had dona no
thing with the tariff until the very last 
month, or two months of the year. Very - 
well, tiirn, we will take 1808 and UM, two 
years. During these two year* their averi 
age was 16JB per cent, and if you. deduct 
that from the average rate from 1892 to 18» 
it gives a reduction ef 66-100 of one per 
cent, of the average tariff rate. But they 
will my: Our fuU preference was not to 
force in them two yeara. Then we will take 
the year 18», when, by their own calcula
tion. their rats was 16.70; this is a reduction 
of 77-1» of <w Per eentcompared with 
the average tariff rate from 1892 to 18» 
Now, them are gtatemento wte* are made 
from their own figura, which are open to 
the Hoorn and which can be canvassed bv 
the country and pondered upon. The fol
lowing table shows the rat# of duty from 
18» to 18» inclusive:

000: Ato the eumma- iI ask how it
derived from two wrigh ■>. aentfsmin

(Mr. FMdtog). waa speaking i thought I

^^^■Str Richard Cartwriaht)^* 
■in replying to am j 

carrftu a manner aa I «

But, dr. whan thebe;

in British Columbia, far r

of the expendi-

the sources of and extravagance that we should find
«fc. «rntlrmai. it necessary to augment our number to

— to the 50 mdhôn seventeen. This is far too many, and 
Sly'because he d.d not '* • dissatisfaction to the country.

>. and more particu And, if I may be permitted to join the 
m*t in hrinfing it up to | lees to >he greater. I would say, that in 

he would have to take l«*M. the present bon. member for North 
lellars more in taxation i Wellington (Mr. McMullen), said:
-, which he must drag j muet take exception, in 4l* Srrt
! the people. % i place, to the office ever hiring-_beei*S

EXPENDITURE. created.

reduced the tariff 
by 3HOO of one per - cent, 
tbefr;s.”:;r$77 

S^Sstrrsâa«fârsfts? .t
‘°Now*let me my eemdbing with reference 
to the uxaticmof WroStoT. Tbo «to 
ion has prevailed, made to prevaa. by tome 
hoe. gentlemen very Urgely. that the taxa 
tion token from the country by the laherah 
Conservatives waa exceedingly high. lMs 
was urged aa a strong reusonfor the d*tM‘ 
of the late Government. The Pk^gra ^
those who are now in power Jed the 
country to believe that_ the load^ of *** 
tion would be relieved if they were ratnru- 
ed to power. It will be intorertfag tormd 
them figures, token from »e bon. gentio 
man’s own return*. In l889-90, w» had the 
period of highest taxation in this country, 
and I begin with that year.

1to that will weld lI gave in aa

fgirîBeh&oSwSirwwi
o.mypwiti.l^^wOTrh.'Xr 

Bulk deposits! g*

>*
very ■ir

In 1897 by .. .. 
In 18» by .. .. 
In 18» by .. ..

* 830,992 
. 3.192^18 
. 9,400,872

V-
the

If n
bank deposi!.! 
y? Yon have net

. 1 What office ? The Ministership of Trld« 
e up sen a tun some or Commerce y
touched upon by my „ ^ jt n, frmted. un- And. sa estimated by the Emance Minister

*• w-'h.rolbrence to the oot^ why n ^ ^ fcf ^ rU]T„nt vrar of ,900 they wUl over
I country. The hon * . + \ *n thé'hon sen- expend the arerace expenditure of the late

•‘tTV'JS’iK SiSSSlrfrUlsslfrlÇ SSSS. i™.1« 1. «.-to a. —e&rJto.'sesi S-llt*■ ”r ■■'rs1.»—* 

"Htou-s1
■assSHhp yshg&rt&g
n who. in 1883 and lived in this country and engaged in its into snv [ .nî^not
icular plank in the.r politic, for thirty, twenty-five and eighteen ; lotion of this rountry, because I “ 
.o6itnrcs of the coun- years These are th# utterances of men. able to do so an> more than is the Miniaier t.gh .nd th.tThe ^‘woodXfore the people with .her of Trade and Commerce .>though mjfo
over n ment should be hands on their hearts, »“« «eclsred tl«t j ,reeeh in Massey Hall He undertook him elf

lecuuse they would not they were honest and truth-tolling : them to make up the populabonofthiscount^ 
Sir, in contrast, I wish are the utterance, of men, all anxious to ,„d draw his
n ef this House and of climb into power, taking luild of these he made, and he got himself mt# an absurd 
itoto the pwitioe they pledges as of the rungs of a ladder bv which tangle in his attempt to do it._I 

ed to the strange com- they hare gained power, but which, after ing what the public records give xu as t 
I they rail their pnn- they ha#*^gained power, they have kicked the population of this country, «a we have 
iev in the years preeed- over, and broken entirely the pledges tJ do between the years when the census 

*uwjl acts •inofC 1896. ; which they made. Hon. gentlemen wide j, taken. Well, Sir, how doee it stand. 
tiemen commenced, in as 1 recount these things. W hy ? Because -j-^c following table will show it at a 

thev believe there ie no longer *eeewitv for giance: 
i. . , _ truth and honour in the public men of this
riew with alarm the rountry. because they believe that the elec-

he public debt and^of torate is aa debauched, aa utterly to be
nnual expenditure of wntmin»d, as utterly to be de-
I the consequent m- lwd », *„ them promises so
he people under the wdemnly made and ao often repeated

have heen continu- Wow y,. p^,r|, » f, there any reason
■nee 1878, and we de- . thp,, —ntleroen should not cover their 
ray m the admmrstr.- f^, ,ith th,ir hands Whenever they meet
froment ot the coun- j ,n ho(u>^ man in this country ? Do they

, brlieve that, by means of the machine wfuch 
ncement of the Liberal j they control, of the creature* that they take 

MV Davie*, now ^ r j ,nto their confidence, and arod off to do 
ire «ont Minister of. Ma- j their electioneering work,, they are going to 
declared : j r.aM scot-free for this violation of what, in
rtv say* that several England, would consign any public man to
lopped off the present | political oblivion a* surely a* he haa en-

t injury to_jh4bPub- gaged in public life in that country .
*■*' TAKING MONEY-FROM THE PEOPLE

Now, these hon. gentlemen eafhe in, and 
what have they done since they came in 
What have they done with the expeiuliture 
of this Country ? , The hon. Minister of 

,. at that time and still Finance I Mr Kieldinzl, said, in a light ami 
House, declared in thu airy way: We had J"' T«r mir*

we had a revenue 86.196,000 greater than 
we had the rear before. (Great applause 
from the hack benches M Let me translate
that into plai* Englmh.sneh as the hon. Mm- Increase . . .15,089.443 
ister of Trade and Commerce would have . , , ....11**1 to 1806. What does it mean ? That And yet these hon. gentlemen dam that 
vou are taking out of the pockets of the thev have fulfilled their pledges. Having 
neonlVtlie lagr-earner*. the labouring driven out a Government which was so ex- 
chi/cs, the farmers of this country, $1.16 ; travagant these gentlemen haven ”»r^ 
pee head more tbaji the previous year for | anrt marked in a significant manner ine r 
every man, woman and child in Canada, appreciation of economy by spending .* 
He made the statement that thev had f,531.000 more in the last year than waa spent 
taken five million* and odd more in eus- in 1993. Well, Sir. that is not the best of 
toms and excise than they took last vear. it or the wor*t of it: for the eetimatcs 
Again applause from the back ^**,,£2e** given by the Finance Minister for the cur- 
Tramdate it, and what doe* it mean . That rrnt ye*r are as follows: That the 
from these people, who, in thy .UlJWF <>* j ture on consolidated fund will be $4.1,1.5,- 
my hon. friend opposite were T>1ed White, poo. and on c ipital, $9,875,000. a total expen
se farmers, the people whose back, were 1 (iitnre nf $r>3.080,000, compared with a 
bowed beneath the burden* of extravagant |^laj expenditure in 1896 of $41.702,383. In 
government, vou are taking $1 per head over ^ riirrent year, the revenue is-to go up to 
and above what you took the year More j.-,l .000,000. an excess of $4,400,000 over last 
in taxes alone. Then, Sir, he bota«ste<1 that y an<| the expenditure is to jnoreaae 
he had a surplus of $4,837/100. It was again ^ver t|iat „f the present year by $1/100,000. 
greeted with applause. 1T>c «rsndahonof INCREASE OF THE DEBT,
this into langue,, nf old >«•»»»«¥' , “ 6jr ^ m,de thi, eompariron,
«ness with to^surplù»; when you take *uf- i I wish to come back to the *tat«iient which 
(Orient out of thr^poekeOi of the people of waa made by the Minister of 
this country to care for the ordinary con- i desired to show, as regards the increase of 
mMsted fund «x|ienditure and service^ yin ; the debt, that tiie
have no huai nee. to take more. You should , much better position than the lat 
hare let that remain in the pockets-of the t Government; and how did he attempt to»TJ&V3S nàe it i^t deal bet- .ho. that? Why. Sir. he took Ih. year.
tor thin you could use it here." My hon from 1876 to 1890, and said that in those 
friend was very solicitons, lest we shpuld eighteen years the debt ’r“ l"freaMd by 
confuse the expenditure* upon consolidated »H8,UOO.OOO, an average of PJ*
fund and capital. He said that sonie gentto )ear, whereaa from 1896 
men were apt to confuse them. Who ere tliere was an increase in the debt of 87,700, 
the gentlemen ? They are apt to be eon< 000> or average increase of $2403,000 per 
fuswT when we find the hon. Minister of yter. ,nd then he imagined that he had 
Railway* and Onals (Mr Blair) epreading ; «hia House, and thu eountiy, that
upon the estimates and voting through this h„ hul proved the matter ut> to the hilt 
House, on the lines of cap»*! expenditure, j w*s «here ever a more unfair statement 
hundreds of thousands ot dollars, which, in n,ade, Waa there ever a more flagrant 
preceding - Governments, were always met , outr»_, committed upon all feeaonable rules 
out of consolidated fund and charged fa ; of comparison? The hon. gentleman take# 
consolidated fund alone. It ■■ | the period from 1878 to .1898, and he com- 
things, roch as this. Sir, which make It ,^the increMe of capital exnend.turo in 
impossible for people fa rightly »PPl^l"t® tho* yeara with the increase in the three
the expenditure, of the country, unless I ari ,ult -»,, when Canada had almost
vou take the total «rad,tura because. V ^ houw ,Dd installed her mam 
the line of distinction between canitol snd (llrn^hing1 ,nd hsd but to provide the 

. . , revenue expenditures has been oblitoratoo. lr$ser rcqulrsnwnts in the various depart-
a member of tin* Wottod out. a course approved by lmu ren m,„t, o( «S, public service. Lot me. road

, declared : tiemen opjjwito, wJl"‘,î1^eerid7 to my hon. friend soi*, «fl»"* in'!
taking *6.115.060 more determinedly oppowd by »te aide of the ^ jf h, doe* not himself feel ashamed

the people than we House in the interest of a £*^7 rd.*"1 : o( having attempted to palm off so unfair*
t F.’iTl.OOO more than we and roneeqnently of fair eompwtsion. »• t t n« upon «he country. From 1878 to

rarod that an era of eco well a. to the internes of rood administra ^Tbnilding the Canadian Pacific
Iture should be *1 once ■ tion itself. Let us take hot . ___ Railway and we spent $65,000.000 ot capital

TWO GOVERNMENTS COMPARED. oll ,hat road; in the three Jvaropaet ttx^ 
at that time, hot now . . . eUtw] OY„ »nd over again, gentlemen have spent just JM.000 on the
uatice, declared in 1893: , 1. gentlemen opposite, that when the Canadian Pacifie Railway.

the government of this //o.iv^m^ti werato power, they were it» we spent on cans!*, 8»00O,M0, in the 
ramed on for a very îïtrav.gant itovernment. ,1 wish ; )„.« three ye.ra th«c
„ than that whi.-h is ?„ put a table before the House. ; *0,300.000. From 1878 to IH* we set astfe
out of the pockets of „nd P { wil) resd the figure* eon- », debts to the provinces, $10»0,«», white

hat purpose. jB it It gives the expendi- tfcw hon. gent emen have made *n appro
for a reduction of „„ consolidated revenue account, and of "t*1/-*®0 000: ^'*00 500 -

asking for economy in , «he total expenditures in parallel col lht. In-ercolomal R»ll7*7. u?eM-
of public affairs. „1PBS consequently, I offend in neither re- Wg,; they have roent *! ♦».««> Wc a*
that time, ami still, a .Xldo not confura the two. somed the

Hou«e. declared that the om R|5 ON CONSOLinAJED î/ent^mrscîvc.; they have assumed nothing
FUND ACCOUNT AND TOTAL wi«b regard to the debt incnrred by the

EXPENDITURE. Montreal Harbour Commtaaion in improymg
_ . . the St. Uwronc*. On <he Qu^br^ A 
Total Shore Railway we assumed $«,394,000, they 

Expenditure. po«bioa Qi, territorial expenses »e eg- 
*424»,000 p,ndcd *900,000; they nothing. And yet the 
l2.CT.n6 Knauee Minister of thi. country think. » 
40463.727 „„« beneath his dignity, and that it »ms M

yon would have to go to EM 
borrow it. You owe It; It ia 

works and tnflwuy i 
kind the

-V» i

a?
good 1

inmember to
Lxhumour.in

Tï,'^Srîg^’a.“îrtS»
Mr. FOSTER—Well, I will etoo at 

humour.” It in a very «gpwprtofa^i to
stop and the argument

on Imports for Home Oon- ™“ (Sir RiAard C*rt^gbt) ^
Dutiable and Free. out. I did not entirely agree with ray Boo.

Under Liberals, friend (Sir Richard Cartwright) when ho 
criticised these indication .bet. anyway, 
there ia what he said. Tho Minudar of ÏL 
nance and the Minister ot Trad* and Omn- 
nrarce are now sitting together, mid I dare 
eay that on Friday night th* Mintetwef 
Trade and Commerce (Sir Richard Ctert- 
wright) quietly took the Miniatar of Flnara 
(Mr. Fielding) by the lapel of the eon* aad 
mid:

See here, Fielding, you 
take in that. Do you know that 
of debt are not evidences of

Kate of Du

...............5SK

on »

OtT «sfoVOLUME OF TAXATION AND REV
ENUE.

Total
Revenue.

i, ., ,. *0.06 p.O. 1*90 .. .* .. H-70 P.C.
.. .. ..17 * p c.

It* .. .. «1 17.38 P C.
MM .. ». .. 17.11 P.C.
MU...............U M P C.
“x^rnge ‘i*-5,Pir47 p.O.

Average 1887-00, 17.17 p.c.
Reduction, 10-1» of 1 p.c.

But there ie a peculiar circumstance that 
I would like to call to the attention of the 
hon Minister of Customs, who deals honest
ly with figure! and wial^a to do what ia

CORN NOT FOR HOME CONSUMPTION.
I will ask him if. in 1MB, 23^)00,000 bushels 

ef Indian corn had been imported into the 
eounttfy, how would it have been entered 
in the Trade end Navigation return» of that 
year? He knows that that 23,000,000 bush
els would not have been taken for consump
tion in this country, and that a vara «mall 
proportion.- comparatively, ia takeu^rato 
Uow for norme consumption, of the co* 
dial comes JK from the United State*. It 
Basse» through the country intransit, Uffffk 
exported from this country as foreign pro
duce. I ask the hon. Minister of Uudoma, 
if, under these conditions, in 18», there 
lad been 23.000,0» bushels of American corn 
brought into toi» country, in whs* column 
would it have been entered—for home con
sumption or under general imports? 17ie 
hon. gentlest an knows that not a bushel of 
it would here been entered for home con
sumption except that email quantity which 
waa actually: intended for home consump
tion, and that the rest of it would not have 
gone into the home consumption totals for 
tbe calculation of the revenue rates, and it 
would have gone out as foreign prod 
ported. Now, the thing ia changed, Corn 
is free, and I ask the hon. Minister of Cue 

to take hie Trade and Navigation Re
turns, to tarn up the book and find how 
much corn, from the United Staten, was en
tered in the column of total importa, and 
not included in the home consumption eol- 

upon which the scale and rate of duty 
is to be calculated. HoV much will be find? 
I venture to tell him that he will not find 
a bushel, but he will find that 23,842,8*7 
bushels of American corn were brought into 
this country, placed in the columns of hia 
returns; ‘entered for home consumption,' 
that the relue of that waa *8.966.925. end if 
he will go to the column of exporte he 
will find that at that *23,000,0» biuAels, 
W.009,847 bushels, valued at 86,362,683. 
have been exported from this coun
try, as foreign product, to the old coun
try. If the non. gentleman wishes to deal 
honestly with figures he will instruct the 
dirks of hie departments to take that »,- 
362,688 worth of corn, entered here for home 
consumption, but which did not go into 
home consumption, and which was never 
Kraut to go into home consumption, but in
to the exporta of foreign products, from the 
«854,000,000 which be has taken aa the 
home consumption totals upon whieh to ml- 

Will the hon. gentle- 
he consider that this 
with the country? I 
greater credit .for saga- 
than not to know the

. .*31,587,071 *39.879*23
... 30,314,151 38,579,810
.. 28,446,157 38,921,871

29,321,367 36,1”,**
36,374.693 
33,978,129
«.«I».»”
37,829,778 

.. 29,576,455 40,555,238

.. 34 $58,069 46,741,249

188»» 9

18923 ...........

383;::.:
1895-6 ...........
1866-7 ... .
1897- 8 ... .
1898- 6 ...........

.. 27,579,203 
... 25.446.1» 
... 27,750,285 
... 28,648,628

*7.5TO,0W
»SURPLUSES AND DEFICITS.

Why, you have not got that money; it Is 
interred in railway subsidies and public 
works to keep some troublesome follower 
behind you m proper subordination; do 
you not know that if yon were called on for 
the money in the savings banka you bare 
not got it in your treasury aad the* yoe 
would have to borrow it.

what yeara do vou suppose he chose in or
der to make a fair comparison between the

"'i sssk^tïss
«re -M12.500 . sndlSiv and he said that in thor three

titian, an inerraae of *1.58 for every rean, (h(-n jing this surplus to the former de-
v.oman snd child in the Ikiminion. Npwvj' Mci»;med: ltehqld a betterment
Sir, let me make another comparison. (,f sn (X10 000 Does mr hon. friend think 
In 1893 it was that my nfht .J “ieleet Vperiod of deprrasion. such 
honorable friend (Sir Wilfnd in this country from 1893 to
rier) denounced the Liberal-Conservative ^ an<| compare that with a period 
fgovernment for it* extra\-^ance, and ^ latest expansion, as he himself 
déclarai that he would bring the expendi- eTer known in Canada? Whv did m
hire of this cmmtrv to two million* or bon;friend not go back to \MV He would 
three million, lew than it was. Now, Mr. hlT# (ouod «hat in 1861 we had a «urplus
Speaker, what are the comparison»? ,n(1 ,lso 1892, and he would have found

out some other things. He would have 
found that in 1891. when we h^d » h'myint 
revenue and a surplus of *155.971. with grt- 
other surplus in sight for the next T*a*. 
I. •« Finance Minister ef the Oovernment 
of that day, came down to this Houae and 
wiped out entirely the duties on raw sugar, 
which were very high. If he had looked at 
the calculation! he would have found tha 
following result, and I give him this table 
for comparison:

Sugar tax
remission, 

mi-I 227.474 
1822— 6.202.000 
1*91- 4.000.000 
1894— 4.821.000 
1896- 8.608.621

I, therefore, by there ti*or«j that 
1894-6, when the taxation was *25X48.1», 
and the total revenue 833,978,129, waa the 
period of lowest taxation, and we know that 
from 1890 to 1894, including there yeara, 
three successive reductions had been made 
in the tariff of the country. Now, sir. What 
follows? That, whereas in 1889-90, $31,500,- 
0» were taken from the country m taxa
tion, in 1894 5 4b* had been redured to 
$25,500,000, or -Saemmd numbers, *6.0»,0», 
largely by the tariff revire» which bad tok
en place under the Conservative Govern
ment. These figure* I' thmk, ret a etnking

d“SS: hfoMi^
under the Liheral-Conrervative Government, 
and the beautiful way, the unique way, In 
which there economists have carried cut 
their pledgee and reduced the taxation by 
increasing it to 17,190,000 from 18» to
^Weti. sir, there is another way of making 

comparisons, which is the taxation per head, 
and that will be shown by the following 
table:

th declaring: We ereExpen.

And ao I think that a modifying ti 
may have been used In that way hr the eel- 
league of the Finance Minitier. However, 
maybe the sweets of office have modified 
the asperities of hia former critic*; may
be, that the delight» at sitting back as aa 

and alternately laughing, and un
derneath his beard sometimes, I fere, swear- 
jet at the vagaries of hia colleague.; per
haps there have so softened hia former opin
ions or obliterated them, that he has not 
used the keen edge of criticimn on hie 
honourable colleague the Finance Min
ister.

V •

ooker

AN ARBITRARY DIVISION.
Well, air. I have nothing to quarrel with 

ia there indications ot prosperity, but I 
have some remark» to mate aa to the man
ner in which they were collated and placed 
before the Houw. Doee the Miniatar of 
Finance (Mr. Fielding) tell me that he ia 
giving any fair comparative or ether 
ment ot the trade of Canada by dividing it 
arbitrarily into three unequal periods—the 
first period from 18» to 1878 (tenjreara); 
the second period from 1878 to 1866 (eigh
teen yeara) ; and the third period from 18» 
to 18» (throe yeara). On what beam ha* 
he made the collocation ef thane figuras 
on what basin ha» he made this aggregation? 
Ooee not my hoi. friend know that when
he tintes that in 1868 the trade_____
000,0»; end in 187», it waa only |163.n».ro0; 
does he not Know that he has 
•imply caricatured, the state of trade 
from IMS to 187», hectare if 
•on look over the eourw of trade, yea vHU 

find that in 1873 It had gene up to (217,000,- 
0» from 8131.000.mo in 1868, end then In 
1873, for some reason it commenced to de- 
rime until it went down to *153,000,0» at 
the end of the administration of the Mao- 
krnzie Oovernment in which my hon. friend 
(Sir Richard Cartwright) wreFinrae Min
ister, at compared with $217,600,0» in 1878. 
Well, toko the other period, from 187» to 
18». In 187» the trade wue 1183,000,000, 
and in 1808 it was *239,0»,0». Any one 
looting over the trade reporta known that in 
that long period of eighteen yearn _ there 
were penods of greater and lew trade, be
cause cycles of grater or tore prosperity *» 
ceeded each other-twiee, three times some
times four times, in that length of tins, 
Mr hon. friend known also that 
cumataneee of this country radically change

wished to exaggerate the immure and 
splendid increase the last three yeara had 
registered in the trade <rf thin country, tok-

s«rsrtTsîSfltt S.7K3
us look at this question ef tad*. Nobody 
doubts at all that the trade ef Canada has 
advanced splendidly in the teat three yeare. who win be fair doubts that the 

the tide commenced in 188*.
NO PANIC IN CANADA.

Mills, now”.Master of 
crament, estimated that 

would be lourwiving
Consolidated Fund Total 
Expenditure. Expenditure.
*.-tfl,F14.('52 *45,853., 27
41,903.5» 51,542.635

1893 Taxation Per Head.18» Customs. 
Customs. A Excise.

uct ex-rty, if in power, could 
he public exiienditure 
savings to the extent 
Bare per annunvfritlv 

efficiency of the see

the leader 
t, declared m Toronto# 

wr r we will follow 
Markenz.'T and I 

h we muy.-aol be able 
tidrture* *h what they * 

we can the
three millisno of dol-

*10,689,108 *6.60
■6.66

*6.011890 ................
1892-96 ... . 
18»................

3 95 toms6.1121.61
6.421.941896
6 623.831697 . 

1898 .. 6.83:: »uner, now 6.MDeficit. 1899 ...........................
Reduction 1890 to 'tM 
Increase, 189$ to 1899 ..:
That ie to say, the réduction per head from 
18» to 1895, under a Conservative^ adminis
tration, was $1.49 in customs, and 1U» “» 
customs and excise both. From 18» to 18», 
the increase in custom» alone is 80 cento par 
head, and in customs and excise together, 
11.16. And this past year is but a promtee 
of what the present current year and the 
succeeding year are to be in the nT ot 
tiill greater increases.

COMPARISON OF TARIFF RATES.

Surplus. 
I 166.977 

1.664.565
1.681 49NIL umn1.1690 $131,-£ m

TotaV9njn^?«1on of^taxatîon .. •fW.Jg’g*
V

ter of Trade and Com- 
.jrly twenty veers went 
thi- coun’rr againgt the 
of rhe Government, - de- 
•e in this House:

^irt. I do not hesitate 
I consider a yearly ex- 
Ty million dollars, or 
ip dijlarw, altogether 
i present resources of 

it is a disgrace and 
Government that have 
ith our affairs that they 
is and ask for an ex- 
*86,(1» a vear for fed- 
je, the thing is utterly

............... *16.6*7.766Net gain to country ..
Those âre facto which were known to my 

hon. friend and which he might have token 
into account in making hie companren, but 
which, unfortunately for him, would have 
entirely destroyed it. That no doubt was 
the reason why he ignored them. Hers is 
another table.

s

Now. sfivt want to say a word <* the 
tariff rats* re aa to make a comparison 
which will bring out aa dearly aa we pos
sibly can what ie the differeaeSs between 
there hon. gentlemen under what they call 
their low revenue tariff, or modérât* tariff, 
and the Liberal-COnrervatbre 0 
under what the hon. gCntismen < 
nominate as the extravagantly hi^ 
policy duties. Now, I am not going to make 
there calculation» myadf. There ia one 
thing that a member of an Opposition can 
sometime» get oat of the Government, that 
is, information, and when thane hon. gan- 
tlemen do gefwieir blne-booha-dewn—wrneh

St
when we do get the figures mads up by 
themadvsa, I propow to take them as long

thi'drtteL « dutiabte and*Ira» impolis to-

tariffretawrein 18»,when ttwirell.» p* 
cent. Tbe Howe will ere that frbm 18» to 
1896 the percentage rate of taxation fell

i^gt back, and the rate

1964 to •**. 16*7—1*.

T“ tected. . IM.7W.M0 *96,100,000 *18.400.000 

n. ooo.MO *,reo,ow

I yean (liberal)..«*.«0,000

Other .. ,nn nn.
revenu*. . . %de-
Total, excel 

Expenditures 
on consol-
rénd^ . . .m*.ooo.ooo hi*,wow * m».ow

«lata hia aver tare
man do that? Imea 
ia jading honestly 
give my hon. friend 
city and knowledge ,
currents of trade upon such important ar
ticles aa Indian corn, in the department of 
which he Is the head, and where he is con
stantly in touch with the details of the 
busine*. Why is it they have gained tii# 
advantage of a tower rate per cent, this year wîtch the addition of thin 86.000.0» 
odd, where it should never have been

tiiru&SRti: sra
do tbe right thing, or. beeaure when the 
hon. gentleman waa calculating the rates 
he did not give what waa fair and honest 
information in reference to them. If bo 
will deduct that 88,382,083 from Urn $!«*.- 
0M.0M and divide the remainder into the

calculation, hia rate for M» mil be 17» 
per rent., a* oomparad with 18 » per oret. 
in 18», and with 18.» per cent, m WW, 
and he will find that hm gmn of reduction 
of duty in 18» over 1886 is only «1 1» of 

t, I may be mistaken in tiue 
I am anxious that I may be ret right 

mistaken, but, if I am right in my 
________omI think it is tha dutv of th*
fc.’Thi.'TT- t te:
Miniatar of Trade and Commerce, to at
reanTST. STb

calculations upon tke baais ri the ciroum

Which wffl sissrnally. That is a tiatsreCM of grert farea amd pua>

ssSSOSsSs ssçsMag

the Hr-
pick! Minister, the Post- 
-, Mulock). who, when he 
into office, objected to 
Ouverno^ûeneral a se

rif honr-e over seventeen 
Cabinet Ministers in a 

Ida. swallowing up the 
fry in an attempt to gov- 

1895 declared, w’th his

On Cap.
Account . . 11.000,000 re.700.ree atoo,om

Total axeree expen. I yearn (Llb.).*lA*0,00* 
Making tha comparison in this 

way, comparing the actually ool
ite ted revenue in both cases, they enh 
leered 818,2»,0» more from the people in 
thexaree yeare of their administration than 
we did in the three years of our adnunm- 
tration which the hon. gentleman seireted, 
and this would have entirely wiped out 
his so-called betterment of $ll.»0,»0. and 
left *7,000,0» to the 8°od Jwsiare, and not 
content with collecting $18.200,000 
they made an extra expenditure i
three rears of *12,200,000. ____

.Surpluses, says my non. friend. Dow he 
know that ainre confederation there have 
been twenty surpluses in our financial his
tory) Does be kqow that tha Liberale can 
only boast of three of three, and that ont 
of twelve deficit* the Liberals are respon
sible for five, and the LiberalUontervstiyss 
for reven. But of the reven. two were due 
to the paying of the Nortb-Wwt rebellion 
expenses out of the revenues of the coun
try. and the other three were due to thi. 
remission of surer taxation ot which I hare 
spoken.

I am 
caused b

aa Iify the expenditure of 
Sy-? It cannot be jux-
__ 1th of the country.
to warrant this enorm- 

of nearly *."ti,»0,illk> 
that wc are burdened 
and with office-holders.

Nobody 
turn of

?

Nobody who ha» rend the 
trade history of thla country double for a 
ttnxlc moment the
of the national poMey from 1861 to UM

____trios in the world. Let me grveam «rt-
tide authority ^ that -« ontlmrigwfca

Mr. Welle, who ia the Forma of 1W wrote
aa follows:

In the Dominion ot Canada, separated 
from as oe the north by an imaginary 

- line, there he* been no panic, no unusual 
demand for money, no stoppage ot in-
dii«tri~. no rest net ki-i of trade, no in-

-rs-stssruiA,.;».
. lk«j .rta. w—

^tes^bet wMd&T Ornadi» ten*

more, 
in these

. now re
in a

the coun

tieiSgore
•S>“St. «LYw. — - ww. „„

iS2,fch^“^r57VS^
in tke rate of taxation under th* Ubernl- 
Conrervatira If you toks the imports of 
UM, which were (lOUO^Mjyourell find 
that 4.W per cent, of Yt ia *4,»»,000, that is 
to say, the reduction in the rate of taxation 
from 18» to 1*96 wre 4M per rent; and the 
actual volume of taxation taken off on that 
baas wna *4.900,(00. Nowwe wfll tail» 1886, 
their own from tiill. Th. Unff rate waa 
18.28; in 18» it was 16.70, » differace be-

a a“.^tt?sss3S
would have UkeW from the people ««.O»

xrfsjtsS’SiXa, »».—ï
ln;SZ.olU™ .f U..lio. ,^>. 0«W t-W

which

5Ti •4

! :willing to take a deficit when it ia 
by relieving the burdens of tha

rtu ASii’J B rï:
Sir, he has added taxation. He has «ided 
taxation on 'iquors snci tobacco. And, hf 
has added taxation on sugar, under tfie pre- 
teose of giving a preference to the West 
Indies, which h« knew nt the time would 
not be operative, and he came up at the next s«ioo Of hrliament and declared 
that it had not been operative. And whyT 
Because at the very time he put bn this 
duty, there wae euch legislation in the Uni
ted^ «Hates of America in respect of the 
countervailing duties, that it more than 
made up to the West India can* ragar pro
ducer* fat,‘ke prefracne* hn *ar* times. 
Yet he added from ”0M» ~

that it ’ was

■: T

ing disgusted, 
taxation from custom* 

the public debt 
see the inordinate in- 

(penditure, . . . and 
leaving the country in

*««y.

Consolidated
Fund

'Mggg
.. »,8H.082
.. «A».”*
.. 38,132,003 
.. r 2»,223
., MS49.I42

J
first

7.. -
1893 .. ..

la red ia 18»: 
lht at all that the «S 
raie service might be 
;h* expenditure dimio-

UM sugar under that 
he acknowledged 
tense, he had. n<

theto
iTttfElt*5 .. ..

iKUiwe
MW .. .-

ofBieo-half. .Jwhich fci

i. 4-: »

, vat,Lilij

uS:
, i * ’ «M’-i t ÀiL’rati; ; vk< •
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