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selves an imperishable monument. How tain and that the poliey of this Government
did they make both ends meet'? By spead- was Just the reverse. But I bave shown
Ing the largest sum on consolidated funds you how this Government bas acted to-
account that bas ever been expended in wards Great Britain. Later on, hie went
this country-by ineurring a deficit of $519,- on to say, much the same as ,hs leader:
981 on current eonsolidated expenditure That England has protected us- with her army
account alone. Yet, he says. they made and fle2ts, she has given us elvil and religlous
both ends meet. And over and above tIs, liberties. she has never asked us to contribute
they have spent on capital account $4,000,- one cent towairds that army ancd fleet. Out of
000 and inereased the debt by over $3,000.- the fulness of our beart and our love we have
000. And yet this kind of reckless state- now ylelded to the desire to cement more
ment is made Ln financial London to the strongly the bond of union whicb ought to unite
statesmen and business men of Great Bri- the mother country and the colonies, and are
tain, that this Governient had made botb prepared to propase a preferentia: tarif,. the re-

sult of which will be that British' goode will beends meet, and so had earned for them- admitted to Canada much lower than any foreign
selves the plaudits of all good men. But goods.
there were some other admissions. There Nh
was, at one time, he said, ln the Domi- now beae otis metin do nut
nion, arising frorn causes which he could know, because lt tg flot giVen here, but 1

nnesohichecudtake It, that it was probably after-yes, Itnot explain, a sort of desire or premonition was. as I see by the context-after thethat the future of this country would be decision o! the law officers of the Crown,
bound up with the future of the United
States. Did my hon. friend try to explain that we were bound by the treaties. Now,
that? DId he try to investigate the causes? if there was any meaning in that' sentenee,
Could he not have found them ? Could it means that these hon. gentlemen. having
he not have found them in the campaign of found out that they were mistaken, and
1891, in which lie and his party ran fui tilt having run through with this comedy of
for discrimination against Great Britain and theirs, are now nrepared, at the earliest
the closest commercial relations with t date this session. to excise that article from
United States, as being the foundation of their tarif and t place in the tarif a
such- an impression? And yet my hon. clause which shall give to Great Britain,

adGreat Britain alone, preferential ad-
friend. again sbeltering himself under the >andaGeat Brittinan oternt d
shade of that green bay tree. naively put vantages-not admittinmg any other country
it aside as something too deep for his ex- to a participation Ihetemgmentmadeon that
planatory powers to grapple with. to clinch the argument madle by my hon.

SiaorLouiDves to graplso rerte ah friend the other night and to add weightSir LouinDaviesIs also reported as hav- to t. But if we are to believe that, whating said':Jare we to believe with reference to the
He observed that Canada, smoall as was ber statement of the hon. Finance Minister,

population, 'had fought thei battle of lfe under a who. when asked at Sheffield whether there
system of fiscal government that he did not ap- would be any change in the tariff, de-
prove of. He was a free trader. elared:

Now. some one said the other night, in We do not believe in tarift tinkering ; It hurts
the course of this debate, that there were business. Therefore, aithough I did not go so far
no free traders amongst the Liberals. I as my free trade proelivities would have carriedtnk freeitrwasethehonmhe berrTo t i me, there will be no more important, changestbInk It was the hon. meruber for Toronto!roe a h etssin
(Mr. Bertram). If he did, I now ask him made at the next session.
to revise. his statement. When a man Now,. if this change is made, it will be a
stands up in the middle of London and says most important change ; and there l, there-
to his audience: "I am a free trader," what fore, diametrical opposition between the
does It mean ? Does it mean that he lt statement of my hon. friend the Minister of
a revenue protectionist to the extent of Marine and Flsheries (Sir LouIs Davies) and
29-86 per cent? Surely not. But one the statement of my hon. friend the Ministerimpresio.a could be given, namely, that he o! Finance (Mr. Fielding).
was a free trader, as the term is under- j In another part the Minister of Finanee
sàtood in Great Britain-a free trader of the was easked squarely the question: "Do you
good old Cobden school. The only impression intend to'give Great Britain exclusive pre-
eould -be that he stood on the very sanie tferential advantages by legislation"'? And
platform with his leader Sir Wilfrid Lau- my hon. friend, with that caution which he
rier, who was so good a free trader of the i.exerclsed over much, because sometimes it
Cobden school, that lhe put away from hlm ,does not conduce to clearness or perspieuity,and Cand-which is the most serions replied pretty muchi ln these words : I must
part of It-the best opportunity we ever tell you, Sir, lu answer to that question,
had of getting trade relations with the that having put our hand to the plough, we
Empire whilch would be invallable te us. do not intend to turn back. Now, Mr.
He alse took up the ,argument' of the hon. Speaker, that may be either a negative or a
Minister of Trade and Commerce (8fr Rich- positive or nothing at ail I ieish e
ard Cartwrlgght), that the policy of the patcoulld get a definite reply from my hon.
had been discrimination against Great Br-i frlend. I suppose that if I were to meet

*Mr. FOSTER.


