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find deficits ranging from two to one and a-half million Finance eaid on this subjeet three years ago. I quote fron
dollars; and not until these exports increased to the figure his own Budget Speech of 1879. He said:
which I named was there the slighest sign of expansion or IlThere are other difficulties. The volume of importe has not much
the slighest appearance of the surplus of which the hon. diminished. Regarding the matter as I do, 1 think it is to be regretted
gentleman boasts. It is clear, I think, clear to demonstra- that the volume of imports has fot been materialiy reduced."
tion, that had we had to-day the Tariff which existed in This wae at a time when the volume of imports was
1878, we would have had ample revenue without adding one $80>000>000
iota to the burdens of tho people. I invite.the attention of ,I look upon large imports ever since the Dominion was organized,
the House to this simple fact. In 1875, our total exports showing a large balance of trade against 113 as one of the causes of the
amounted to $67,500,000; in 1881, to $81,000,000. Now, troubles with which we have to contend, one of the difficulties that it je

il j knon b il ractcal on hat he vlum o ur duty to remedy. Imports have béen decreasing to a certain extent,it is knwn to all practical men that the volume of are stilveryarge, showing distintly and clearly, in myjudgent,
our imports, and consequently our revenue, is noces- that they ought stili be fnrther diminished. It appears to me that we
sarily regulated by the volume of our exporte should turn aur attention to the best means of relucing the volume of
for the preceding year or two. Therefore, it is clear our imports from ail parts of the world'
that if, in 1881, we exported, as we did export, $14,- That le hie poliey as expounded in 1879, when our
000,000 worth more than in 1875, our revenue, under my importe amounted 10 nearly $80,000,000; but we find
Tariff, would have proportionately increased. What was blin now, that our imports, exclusive of bullion, amount b
the revenue in 1875 ? 'The revenue from Customs amounted $9M88>000> the hon. gentleman has not a word ' eay about
to $15,361,000. Now, if you make proportional allow- the duty of the Government b remedy thie state of thinge
anee for the very large increase of exports which took if possible, about il being apparent b hlm that wought
place between 1881 and 1875, you will see that I am stating to turn our attention to the beet means of redueing the
the literal fact when I say that, so far as it is possible to volume of our importe from ah parts ofthe worU. It may
calculate in a matter of that kind, there is not the slightest be news, or it may not bo news, 10 the hon. gentleman b
or remotest doubt that, with such an export as we had in know thaI in the Mother Country, to which be was just
1881, that Tariff would have produced at least $18,000,000, inviting us to direct oui attention in connection with some
and that without at all burdening the people. But the hon. other matters, during the last twenty-five years, the
gentleman was good enougl 1 allude, althougli in a balance of tade againet Englanof was someting lie
gingerley fashion, as 1 said, to the fact that our importe at two tbousand millions of pounds sterling, or tont
present were slighîly in excose of our exporte. I da"e say thousand millions of dollars. Tha ho witl find, if
the lfiodse will recolleit that in a public document, hechooses R look up the Englili Trade nd Navi-
emanating fromt a brother colleague, great credit was gation Returne. It might intere t himalso know
taken and great stress laid upon the fact that, that in spite of that, the English importe of bullion
alîhough. there wae a deficit, yet for the firsî lime were about $500,000,000 more durig the ame period than
la the hisîory of the Dominion, the export-la 1ý380 the English exporte of bullion. Now, 1 ar n l no respect
-bad exceeded olr importe. Wel, I arn not going concerned about Iis same disastrous balance of brade, but I
to delay the flouse by ontering into a disquisition on do submit, Sir, that unlese there has been a total reversai of
the moits of the balance of trade theory. I arn, I confese, the laws which, according ainthe hon, gentleman, oug the
myself of the opinion, whichdoos not appear teht shared govern our conduti these matters, then dIsuppose that Itis
by hon. gentlemen opposite, that if we are lucky $0,000,000 againpt us je a most depiorable fact, and the
onough to exehanget60,000,0h0 or $a0,t00,000 worth of hon. gentleman ought, as he said ho would, to turn hiebest
goods for $80,000,000 or $90,000,000 worth, we are largely attention 1o remedy ths terrible fow of importe vfrom afl
the gainere by the transaction. That le a theery, however, parte of the world. Sir, the won. gentleman bas one ground
whicb men like Smith and Mille, Pool and Gladitone, -and only one-for conesting these statement. If the hon.
Cobden, Bright and Fawcett, are silîl deluded enough 9, gentleman be prepared t show that heand hit olleagues
te ententain, but it je not the tbeory of the hon. Minister were reay the authors of the good crops whichhavo hin-
of Finance. That hon. gentleman entertains quite a creased our exporte, and, which le also an important factor
different idea. Firet of ail, lot me correct one errar in the case, that tbey have contrivod thi there should be
ino which lhe has falten. The hon, gentleman hos chosen bad cropu elsewhere, and o add to the prices which WO
to include in the xelative amount of experts and importe, receive for our goods, then I would say that the bon. gen-
'what are called short returne in inIand ports. Now, I do tbeman had made out a case for hies National Poicy, but not
ot think le is quite rig inu including those, for two ti l than, unles hothe prepared to declar that

reason.ntgtho great expansion of business on the Unitd

Sia LEONARD TILLEY. I did not inc de them. States, to which an extremely large proportion
of hiesutplus revenue j due, was caused by his having

SirRIHARD J. CARTWIUT. Those short returne taxed considerably more every article which the American
are but a mere matter of gness-work. had tesend.rs. When we speak of the injury inficted by

Mr. BOWELL. fias net that been pracîiced for the past Ibis over taxation, I would caîl the attention of the flouse
thn yearse? and the hon, gentleman te this wel-known fac; whenever

you attempt to raise a revenue by beavy indirect taxation
S RICHARD J. CARTWR IGT. I arn quite aware of you mut of necesity add very largely t the burden of the

that, and in raking my statements I have usually calied people, over and above the amount whieh goee ilte
attention b the fact thatlbDoe a more mater of surmise, but Treasury. That, there is no posibility of avoiding, nor
thared l special reason why ur is ebould nt o counted ingwili ail the caiculations wbich the hon. gentleman bas given
just row. As every man who tivesin the frontier knows, in the slighteet degree affect a faet so well proven as that.
there exists now what did neot exiet before, an enormeussNow, Sir, ille not a peint which necessgriiy mililates
importation ofsmugglodgood do Iis country quite as againt the National Poliy per se. 11e coaceivqbie,
mui as any short returns from inland ports i the United it may be argued, that s great are the other ad-
Staes. Taking what are known and proved t oave been vantages of' that poliey that i is worth our while
exported, and what we know we impored, eaving oeut te submit te a taxation f thirty or forty, or ifty
short returns on tbeeue hand and smuggled goodt on the millions in order te joy i ; but there ean be no
other, yen wili find that the balance of tradele juetw$10,000,- excuse for coucealing the selfevident fact that whenever
000 against us. Let us read what the hon. Minieter cf you raise a revenue by indirect taxation, yas e hampes

Sir RICHARD J. CARTWRIGHT.
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