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shall know what it means, the same young
gentleman will go down and discuss the sub-
jeet with the editor, and the next morning
you will sec a leaded column wholly differ-

ent tome. Nir. I attach no such importance
as  hon. gentlemen opposite affect to

do, to the opinion of the " Times” or the:

* Daily News,” written on such meagre
data as they have received; I would at-

tach a great deal more importance to a de-’

liberate opinion from a Canadian journalist.

What is the standpoint from which this:

matter will be looked at in England ? It is
the standpoint of the English manufacturer ;
it is not the standpoint of Canada, or of the
progress of Canada.
that has been sent over to England bas in-
dicated that something special has been
done for her: but when

tor England, their opinion will change.
What happened this

poesition ¥ IIe quoted a speech of my houn.
friend the leader of the Opposition in order
to buttress the position taken by the Gov-
cernment. That speech was, indeed. like all
the speeches of the leader of the Opposition,
thouglitful, statesmunlike, a speech strong
in its enthusiicsm for preferential trade, and
for the unification and the consolidation of
the Empire.

But =urely it ix one of the most ex-
traovrdinary things in the world that this

should have been quoted by my hon. friend : .

for what the leader of the Opposition advo-
cated on that occasion was something wholly
different from what has been done by the
Government. The leader of the Opposition
quoted Lord Salisbury and other statesmen
as in favour of denouncing the treaties with
a view to securing preferential trade which
would confer advantages on Canada. What
hon. gentlemen have done is
they could. to violate those treaties, and
thus make it impossible that the statesmen
of England should denounce them wuntil

whatever controversies arise over them are':

seftled. Now that this has been dene, if any
complications have arisen, no matter how

trifling they may be, the statesmen of Eng- |

Iand

the controversies have been settled.

moment any way made it impossible.
A word as to what my hon. friend
(Mr. Paterson) said about delay. The hon.

centleman said the delay caused no incon- |

venience whatever, that it did not paralyze
trade. that there was no evidence that such
was the case. The hon. gentleman is very
strong in pinning his faith on newspapers
when it suits his purpose, and he is willing
to guote *he “Times” and the ¢ Daily

No doubt the account

it is found thar:
the name of England does not occuar in the
resolution, that there is no real preference

evening when my
hon. friend wuas defending the Ministerial:

as far as!

can not denounce those treaties until:
Thus |
at evory step. instead of precipitating denun-:
ciation of the treaties., they have for the:

through the minds of the people of the
. United Kingdom ; but the hon. gentleman
f apparently does not know that the monetary
;and commercial newspapers of this country,
the * Monetary Times,” for instance, have
“declared that our business was paralvzed in
consequence of this delay. And we know
‘as a fact it was so. The Minister of
- Trade and Commerce (Sir Richard Cart-
wright) last night, said that the ex-Minister
of Finance had been disingenuous. It I
were as frank, I would say that the atti-
tude taken to-day by the Controlier of Cus-
toms, that taken on Thursday by the Min-
L ister of Finance, that taken subsequently on
Monday by the Minister of Trade and Com-

imerce, of standing up and saving that
‘they  had  fulfilled their promises, that

their promises had been carried out and
their pledges redeemed, was one of the most
impudent acts in the history of parliamen-
‘tary effrontery. There never has  heen
such a spectacle as that presented by this
Government, which is simply an organized
: perfidy. They have come into power. having
made promises and pledges and having glv-
en their political note of hand to do certain
things. What have they done ? They pro-
mised to give free trade as it is in England,
ithat we should get reciproecity with the
| United States, that they would abolish pro-
tection and not leave a shred of the curse
fin the taritf. But hon. gentlemen laugh at
;the people now. They laugh : We have
-bamboozled you at the elections, and we are
going through with it. Never was a1 more
ccynically impudent attitude taken hy any
Government.,

What were the pledges we had west and
east ?  Did not the Prime Minister visit
Winnipeg and promise that the Liberals
would give us free trade as it is in
England ?  Did not he go to Montreal
and tell the people that he would give them
fiee raw material 7 Did unot the Min-
vister of Trade and Commerce at Morrisburg
cand  from a hundred platforms declarve
ithat not a single element of that scan-
dalous principle of protection would be
‘found in the tariff which the Liberal Gov-
i ernment would give to the country. Were not
specific pledges given respecting lumber and
coal 2 The Prime Minister went to Mont-
real and promised free coal. and that pro-
mise went all over the west. Were we not
told by leading members of the party that

i

: we should have free implements in the
i North-west ? Is there any lowering of the

1

. duties on implements by this tariff 2 Hon.
‘eentlemen opposite have given, as T will
rshow a tariff which is net even a square
'protectionist tariff. because it is a higledy-
ipigledy. which Dr. Johnson defined as a
Pconglomerated mass of heterogeneous mat-
‘ter. They have given the countrv a tariff.
fywhich has more marked protectionist fea-

News ” as indieating English public opinion. | tures in it than any tariff which has here-
although there has not been time for the tefore heen seen in Canada. Take its pre-
facts in relation to the tariff to percolat‘eiferential element. That is a strictly protec-



