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those duties. It is true that the advan-
tage resulting fromm them was not so great
for the time, but the day came when we
were able to take adv:mtage of them. There
came a time, in 1894, when the city of
Hamilton began a ' great iron industry.
When I made that announcement, seated
where the hon. Minister of Customs is now,
that there was about to be erected in Ham-
ilton an iron industry which would expend
$600,000, and employ some 200 or 300 men,
the hon. member for North Norfolk and the

‘hon. Minister of Customs laughed so that

You could hear them all over the Chamber.
I remember very well, because I took oc-
casion to stop and answer them. I need
only refer to the member for Hamilton to-
day to show that those works have not only
‘been established. but are increasing their
capacity, at an expense of $6.000,000. There
1s'a great increase going on in other por-
tions of Canada as the Minister of Finance
himself says, in connection With the iron
mdustry ‘
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‘I said
it took place under us.
Mr. MONTAGUE. The hon. ﬂentleman

knows very well that if he and hxs friends
had had their way there would not have
been a tariff and bounty under which the
shadow of an iron indu.stlv could have been
established in this country.
~ they did not come in. under the Conserva-
- tive partv If they did not, it was because
capital is nervous, and is not anxious to
- invest where it might very shortly, by ad-

verse legislation, be destroyed, and here

was  the announcement of the financial
critic of hon. gentlemen opposite when
those iron bounties were voted The hon.
member for South Oxford said:

" I disapprove of the whole business altogether
For my part. I refuse to be bound- by it, and
I say, expressly for the benefit of the manui’ac-
turers, that I for one utterly refuse to be bound
by any such propo:itxon I take the opportunity
to protest against it in advance, so that parties

hereafter, should there be a change in the policy

on the part of the peaple, may not be able to
- say they never had any warning. v

" What does that mean ? It means to sav to
every man who was likely to invest a dollar
in Canada in the iron business: If we get
- into power, we will take off the bounties.
‘we will do away with this protection, and
. will destroy your investment without regard
to yourself or your capital.
circumstances -you could not expect much
capital to be invested in this country under
the iron bounties and iron tariff. But
there came a change. There came a time
when hon. gentlemen opposite came into
- power, when it was demonstrated that they

were not going to do as they said they
would do: and then. Sir, capitalists were

ne longet ‘nervous because they had confi-
dence in the policy of hon. gentlemen who
‘DoOwW sit on the opposition benches, and they

He says that
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. Under these

were willing to invest their capital because
the time had come, it was thought, when
both parties were agreed upon the promo-
tion and protection of Canadian interests
and Canadian industries. Sir, if we had
not given more protection and more boun-
ties In 1887, we should to-da; have no iron
industries. More than that, Sir, if the hon.
gentlemen between 1878 and 1896 had not
by their never-ceasing howl against protec-
tion and their declaration if they ever got
into power they would destroy it root and
branch, we should have had many millions
more, how many millions we shall never
know, invested in <Canadian enterprises.
The hon. gentlemen prevented development
and they did it for party gain.

Now, I wish to say a few words on sub-
jects of particular interest to the farmers
of this country. Some men, Sir, are born
too modest ever to be great;—but that is
not the fact with regard to the members of
the present government. And I think it is

“tless the fact, perhaps, with regard to my

hon. friend the Minister of Agriculture (Mr.
Fisher) and his department than any other

{ branch of the administration at the present

time. Among the loudest boasts that have
been made by hon. gentlemen opposite. is
the boast that they have done a great deal
for the farmers of Canada. and first of all
by appointing such a Minister of Agricul-
ture. 1 am sorry the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Fisher) is not here. because. I should like
to refer to him in his presence rather than
in his absence. The Prime Minister (Sir
Wilfrid Laurier). at a meeting held in the
provinee of Ontario. said this : I have given
to you one of yourselves; I have given you a
practical farmer. I  have given you a
horny-handed son of toil. to be your Min-
An hon. gentleman
hear me suggests that this was spoken at
Orillia, but I think it was at Kincardine.

At any rate, T have no desire to dispute the
popularity of the Minister of Agricuiture
at five o'cleck teas and other agricultural
gatherings : but I submit that he can
hardly be called a horny-handed son of
toll, as he is described by the Prime
Minister. ‘The Minister of Agriculture
boasts a great deal of his achieve-
ments. And I am prepared to admit that he
is not without genius. We are told that
there is 8 genius creative and a genius per-
ceptive. 'The hon. gentleman (Mr. Fisher)

has not much genius creative. but he has

a good deal of genius perceptive and re-

ceptive; and he has done what hon. gen-
tlemen opposite in other departments have
sometimes failed to do—he has accepted
what was done by his predecessors, and
has had the good sense to continue the
work. What can a government do for
the farmers of Canada ? In the first place,
the government can make experiments for
them at the public expense, it can establish
experimental farms and.experimental sta-
tions ; then it can secure and preserve the



