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tnVl hy th«* hon, |^«ntUmPn on the othor

Bid** tlmt tlioy would iff't no Iticrenned

yirotflctidii. I claim Uiiit l>«)th xi'lcn womi

diacusHinu prinriplfH tlmt iiivcilviMl, no

doiiJit, iiitJividiial intt'ri'HtH ; mid I woiiM

ank if it was not th« liiijlu'st trihnti^ tlmt

could ho Jiuiil t') tin* lu'opl.* of tho

Dominion to hhv tlmt, on tlio I7tli Sep-

tenilit-r, tlu'V laid HHiil(< nil |mrty qufH-

tions. iind voted for tln'if princi|il<'H liy

an ovtTwli.'linin'J! m ijority. NiistiiuiiiK

tho nirr\ who hiivi- Huhuiittt'd this policy

to PiirliMtncnt. We am tol I that thin ia

a Hfctional policy, that it is coins; to

soptiratH thi' pwplf, that tho (}i>vt>rn-

imtnt or tho Financi* Minister was Hiniplv

a ^omniittno appointed to leccivo projio-

HJMons from the men who ramo to

Ottawa. I can only say that, if we ac-

cepted tilt propositions from all partH of

tho Dominion, tho tariff wouM have been

a cpieer mixture iiuleed, hecauso w(-

naturally had conflictiii)^ interests to deal

with. But th« Go\'einment, in view of

its respoTisihilities, as ropresontini; On-

tario, Quebec, New Brunswick, Nova

Scotia, Prince Edward Island, and the

North-West, had to consider and decide

as to what was in the interest of ih-

whole Dominion, nnd what misjlit meet,

fairly and justly, tho interest of the

whole country. Tf we had come down

with a proi)Osition directly in tho interest

of one Province, no matter how preat it

miirht he, had w^ taken propositions en

hhc from Ontario for exam])le, the other

Provinces would have <;rounds for com-

plaint. Our scheme is not for a section,

but for the interest of the whoh) country.

A great deal has been said about the

))Oor man by hon. gontlemeii oi)posite.

Sir, if these ^Topositioiia are successful,

the laboniinp man will derive the "great-

est benefit from them. If they are now

idle, what is the advantas;e of their

living in a chea]) country 1 Do yon want

him to be idle! No; you wish to ge

him something to do. When our friends

on the o'iher side of the Atlantic under-

staxia our sch(!mo, and see that, inste.id

of sending hundreds of thousands of

jieople out of this country, it is to keep

them in it, under the sovereignty and

power of England, they will lieartily ap-

j)rcvu of it. Tiie hon. nuuiibci for North

Oxford (Mr. Oliver) said that I had

stated that, had I been in otlice in 1874,

I WQuld not Iiava distuibed the rate of 15

nflr e*>nt. T did ««t "o. W« lntimnte<i,

in I87:<, that thoro would probably b« a

,.j,,,„„o ill the tarit! tho next HeMHion,

which then, however, wo did not iiotnl.

Then we had an ample revenue for (Mir pur-

p,.He, to meet(he^l2J.r)0(».(W»0 that ought

to have been expnmU'd, and no more.
^

I

stated tliat, for the yearH IS7;J to 1878.

th'> exi)en.litureH of the governmeni of

this country migltt have been kept with-

in A2'J,.'S()0,(t()0, or an avenig » for those

four years. The Kstimates I submitted

to Parliament a few days since prove

that. T did Htate this: tiiat, had «»o

Ir-en iu power, we would not have asked

to disturb the I.") per cent. list. Wo
would have taken tho money «Hitot other

articles that woid<l have afforded enconr-

a'lement to the industries of the country.

Ami now, if we ask something mote than

\1\ per cent., it is because w.' are under

thepainful necessity of having!?'i,00(»,()()0

more of money than \1\ per cent, yields,

not because it is our desire or our wish

to increase taxation. But we come b.i.k

to the poor man. I stated, for the pur

pose of showing the position our fVi(>ud8

occui)" with reference to the <piestion()f

the jioor man, that it w.is unjust, to him

to levy 5c. on a pound of tea, whirli cost

Itjc, vvhen a man who bought 4<»c.or 5()o.

ten paid the same duty. And I say so

still, and it is consistent with the propo-

sitions now before the House. I sa (• it

was \infair to make a man who bought a

gallon of wine costing but r)()o. pay 7'Je.

duty, while a gaUon costing $4 or ^5

paid the same duty. Then tluu'e i' the

question of pi"tioli-nm. Hon. gentlemeti

opimsile thou<;ht it proper to impose 75

per cent, on it. Hon. membeis say :

" Under these circumstances, yon are

taxing tho poor man. and letting off tho

rich." In the case of tea there is no

remedy—you must ])ay it ; but, iu tho

case of woollen goods and cotton

goods, what is our object '? I stated

\t distinctly, that wheu_ we could

not n.anufaetnre an attide in tho

country, there was no reason why

we should exact from the Eng-

lish mr.nutacturers a high rate of duty,

and make our people jiay it. But \»o

impose a duty upon coarser material, lor

^.„P. vcjisnuK.
' Take woollen goods as an

illustration ; tho coarse article can be

manufactured in the country, and will not

only ^ivo cu'iployment to nia:iuractui'cr.s,
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