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of distressed manufacturers opposing the
lowering of the tariff on the respective ar-
ticles in which they were interested. I must
admit, Mr. Speaker, if that is to be
taken as a conclusive reason why protection,
either in the United States or in Canada.
should be abolished, that never at any
time can we hope to abolish it, because, as
has been pointed out, the manufacturers of
Canada not only availed themselves of the
opportunities that were given to them by the
unavelling inspectors of the Government, teo
show why the tariff should not be reduced,

but came down here in hordes to prevent the ;

Government giving, as they had given, some
reason to suppose that they intended to o
semething to relieve the country of its bur-
dens. In this respect. I was somewhat amused
by the hon. First Minister's reference to an
interview which is said to have taken place
between some of those rapacious manufac-
turers and the hon. member for South Ox-
ford, in which that hon. gentleman told them
that they should go to the father of all evil.
Well, I must say. Mr. Speaker, that those

Minister of Finance and the hon. Minister

of Agriculture. Reference has already
been made to the fact that the dis-
“tinguished Minister of Agriculture (Mr.
Angers), and I may add his colleague.
-the Minister of Finance, are able, from
{their superior knowledge of the prin-

.ciples underlying the great science of agri-
ceulture, to give to the farmers of the North-
cwest, who are, comparatively speaking, new
‘to the thing—who are not as yet masters of
i the principles of that science—very valuable
information and instructions as to how they
an overcome the diffienlties and evils in
(their way.  The hon. the First Minister
iseems to take issue somewhat with the dele-
; gation, because he tells us that there are no
tevils in the way but that the people of
gC-:umda are quite prosperous and contented.
: However, his colleagues seem to have found
rsome evidenee in contradiction of that state-
;ment when they came as far as our pro-
svince ; and the Minister of Agriculture told
four people that if they would only engage
;in mixed farming all their difticulties would

manufacturers scemed to have had a great | disappear. He seems to have been so pleased
deal of confidence in the hon. member for|irzdeed with this panacea, which he dis-
South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) ; for, | covered in his pursuit of the science of agri-
if we are to believe the statements of the !culture in the library adjoining this House,
hon. member for North Simeoe (Mr. Mec- {that when he found himself in the neigh-
Carthy), in the speeches that he is making i bouring province of British Columbia, ad-
throughout the country, they seem to have at |dressing a meeting there in a mining camp.
once taken the advice of the hon. member (he said : No doubt, you are somewhat hard
and gone to the father of all evil, as repre- iup : no doubt the times are depressed ; but

gented by the great statesman across the
way, then in search of a job. and they scem
to have received that counsolation from the
father of all evil, as represented by the hon.
gentleman, which the hon. member for Sonth
Oxford refused to give them. Now, allusion
has been made in this debate to the journeys
which took place during the recess by the
members of this Government., who in this
matier seem to take this position : We have
not any particular views oursclves ; at one
time we were free traders, we adopted—:is
the hon. member for North Simecoe, thien in
their ranks, and perhaps as well aequainted
with the motives under which they acted as
any of them, has told us—we adopted pro-
tection, because we wera led to believe that
it might result in owr return to power, not
because we had any particular faith in the
doctrines of protection ; and to-day we are
quite liberal in this matter : we would be
prepared, if it were necessary to our salva-
tion, to again profess the doctrines of free
trade, and give to the people of the country
the relief they are asking for; provided al-
ways that we were quite sure that the result
in which we are most deeply interested, of
our remaining in our places, would thereby
be arrived at. And for that purpose. in order
to investigate thoreughly the position of
affairs, hon. gentlemen sent deputations of
their number throughout the country ; and
even the small province from which I come
was not neglected, and in course of time we
had a visit, a very friendly visit, from the hon.

Mr. MarTIN.

‘T would advise you, if you wish to improve
;your condition, not to ask the Govermment
‘to reduce the tariff, but to go into mixed
farming. And I may say that his advice
to the miners of British Columbia was quite
as acceptable and quite as complete a cure
for them as it was to our people. I may
;say that we 4o not require in Manitoba the
advice of the hon. Minister of Agriculture
or any one else¢ as to the proper way to de-
velop that country. The speaker who pre-
ceded me said that what the people of Can-
ada want—and I can emphatically say that
what the people of Manitoba want—is to be
allowed to follow their occupations without
any interference from this Parlinment. And
the people of Manitoba will undertake that
that province shall be developed in the pro-
per way. They will undertake that, as it
is found from time to time, as necessarily
it must be found, that one particular system
of agriculture fails, they will be prepared,
as fast as circumstances will allow, to take
up new ideas, to go into new lines. But
they ask emphatically that the policy of the
Government shall not be such as to mater-
ially hinder them from taking up these new
lines—from going into mixed farming, a's the
Minister of Agriculture suggests. It is very
casy to say, go into mixed farming. I do
not know that the hon. gentleman himself
exactly understands what that means. What
did he intend that we should do ? Are we
to raise cattle ? We have been engaged—1
suppose he knows—largely in the raising of




