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going to operate is largely the tariff of to-
day. Whîat will the country say about the
lion. ieiber for South Oxford ? They will
say that he was either wrong then or is
wronig now. thiat lie vas dishonest either
then or now. that lie either misled the peo-
ple or vas misled himself. and did not know
what the necessities of the country were ;
beca use now that lie is charged with re-
sponsibilities of Governient. lie finds that
lie cannot carry out his promises. If that
tarif was taking $00.000,000 out of the peo-
ple before, it will do it again. I say that so
far as the general tariff is concerned, the
people of the country were misled. and they
have a right to call the hon. gentleman to
aceount for it.

The lion. member for North Wellington
said this afternoon that the systeni by which
thie_ duties are levied is wrong : it should be
the aid valorem system instead of the spe-
eifie. I confess that my examination of this

to touch this session. There is the export
duty on logs. I live in a part of the country
whicl feels this evil very much-thlîat is the
right to send our logs out of Canada to the
Vnited States without any export duty
being charged. and the riglit to send pub)
wood out of this country free of duty. We
have only a limited timber area to-day, espe
vially of white pine. That wood is becom-
irg more and more valuable every year.
The people to the south of us are anxiously
looking to us for that luimber. and they will
be obiged to cone here for it at no niatter
what price. Years ago I urged that an
export duty should be put on logs. I have
always blamed our friends because
t ley did not do so. and I was
il hopes tha1tt the lew 1nen would
profit by the experience af the past :nd
n:ove in this direction. But they tell us they
are not prepared to put an export duty on
logs or pilp wood altho h if the did

subject leads me to the conclusion that 111ev would le-the means of bringing bun-
there are stroig arguments in favour of theidreis of thousands of dollars of capital
ad valorein systen. and perhaps equally Ironî tue cher s
stroig ,arguments in favour of the specitie
systeli. It is imeelicasier and occasions would-giv.% eiployment to our owii people.
less difficulty to the importer to colleet the 1 trust, therefore. that these lion, gentlemn
duties on the speeifie principle than on the I will reconsider that point and decide to Put
ad valorem system. because everybody an export duty on logs.
knows exactly what the amount of the duty Let me now vroceed 10 au analysis of the
is. and it is not necessary to keep an armytlion.Finance'Miistr
of ien to ascertain the values of the goods !s that tlîe ohve a ceneral and a specialvhere made. But the lion. member1 î- f. :ind that the Libr" .r ' t
for North Wellington advocates the ad-1tt(tiT romi. Bt tvhenwt1iiz
valorein principle because lie says it takes general tarili. we fiudthat in it there is Li
less money from the people. As an illustra- suclithing as îaniff reform. A21'ew items
tipn of the working of the ad valorem prin- are chang.c tleipe. I find that a student of a medical (luties an(l.,few unes are incrcased and
eollere i Montreal the .ther day sent abroad -omc otiers lowerod. 1 reieinber the
for a. book. that lie wanted. What is the1lion. member for -orth SimcoeM P
taxation on that book on the ad valoreM! Cartly) spending an ho.>r. during the session
1;rinciple ? $1.30. Wliat was it on the old before laQt. in attempting to prove tlat the
jrinciple ? Thirty-six cents. Iow lias the people of this country were iniposed upii
ad valorem principle iiproved that nian's 1»-the very higli duties on cotton. andie,
finances or taken less money out of his did this. aithougl lie is to be one ofpocket ? If that was the purpose of the ad! ticni'"t . .
valoreni principle. it lias proved a failure inSpeaker. the duties on cotton are iiier in
this ir.stance. This is an illustration of lic ncral tarif of this Govemument Ihi"
what the ad valorem principle may do when tîîey ivere before. and Iigher on thec saine?
imiproperly applied. and what the specific lirie of eottons on whiihe hon. geDtlUaù
principle may do when properly applied. dclared theduties iere too 111«11. We
Now. the hon. Finance Minister said. and have also hcaîd the bon.gt n
the statement was repeated by his riends fs e Chair of Speaker (Mr. Egari
that our classification of, goods was wrong prove conclusively to bis own mmd that the
and that in the new tariff there was an im- cotton manufacturers of this countrv iere
provement in that respect. Well. the classi- ùnpoverisîing the people and enricling
fication in this tariff is not materially dif-thcmselves by means of the too highiduth'
ferent from that of the late tariff. If the imposed. And yet, these duties have been
late tariff classification was wrong. why raised stili higler.
did not hon. gentlemen opposite change t,1corne now to the subject of the recipro-
and In not changing it they fail to corne up'cal The first question I ask is. have
to the expectations of their. supporters. w the constitutial night to make sudi a

There is another feature of this tariff to trif? -&endeavoured to elicit that infor-
which I shall for a moment call attention. nation from the lon. Minister of Trade and
There are one or two articles which hon. Commerce (Sir Richard Cartwright) the
gentlemen opposite have not touched and other night, but I regret to say that the vcry
which. judging by the explanations they dignified and courteous reply I got. was:have made. I fear the willflot be inclined 1fo. w-e wtere lot born yesterday. That
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