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I suppose lie took this idea fron what the prophe
of old saw after three years of drouglht. He goe
on

"That may not afford our lion. friends opposite as intci
pleasure as it d<oes us- bt it excites in some of us th(
hope that. before we are nany years older, we mnay. b.
mnea nis of new poiic al adl justmient s. find ini the oldJ colin.
try, for the products of our farns, a larger market than
we have hithcrto found. A very smiaIl difference of duty
a duty of 5 or 7 per cent. in the English market in favoui
of our wheat. ani our barley, and our beef. and our mut
ton, and our poul r.v, atd our eggs, and our lumber, vouhi
guarantee the very rapi'l building u p of this country.''

Sir, lie believes that the Englishi people are going
to coite to the rescue of Canada. because Canada,
unler its own fiscal policy, lias failed to extend its
trale. But, Sir, do you believe that stchi an event
willever transpirie inI Iritain ? Does the hon. mm-
ber believe for a moment thiat fron that cloud will
comle a part.y actuated by the protective spirit of
fossil Tories of fifty years ago, and roll back the
wheels of 1british progress lifty years ?' No, Sir, rain
will cone froi that clound that vill drown out every
one of those protectionists, and the · English free
trade sky will be clear agaii, and a rainibow will
appear which will indicate thiat no such fossil Tories
will ever appear again. And wliat does that policy
niean ? Supposing that England adoptel a policy
giviig a preference to colonial goods hi the British
market. 1 vouhl mnean an addition of £40)-(,(0)o
sterling to the price of the food supply of the Eng-
lislh people, or 20t,0,(M 85>,for every ian, womnan
and child in England. :25 additional expenditure
every year for each famnily ii England. Sir, whîat
• ouild be the consequence ? They say the English
fariers -ould be benefited by an increased price of
farm products, and if there were an increased price
in Eigland the colonies sending in their products
would receive the saine price in the Englishi
markets, and an increased price in the colonies
neans an increased price to every niait, womnan and
child who consummes food ini Great Britain. Sir,
what would be the consequence if the English far-
mers were more prosperous than they are now ? The
landlo-ds would raise the rents, the farn labourers
would ask for additionial wages. The labourers,
niechauuics and factory launds of EngIand, on
aceount of this additional expense -of living,
would demand froi their employers additioial
wages, and the mainfacturers would have to
put on an increased price upon nanufactured
goods throughout England, and tien that .would
handicap the manufacturers of England in the
oreign markets in coinipetition with the other

nations, of the world. Do you sùppose that
England.would ever. consent for a nonient to con-
sider a poliey that, froni firs*t to last, would injure
every class of -the. people, and not only injure the
classes,,of people living iii thé country, but would
injure toa great extent that renowned position
which England occupies ml the·various îmarkets 'of
the world But, Sir, that policy of Inperial fed-
eration is not.entertained iii-Englanl by the lead-
ing.statesnen of that·country. A:few days ago a.
deputation from the Federation League.called upon
the Premier of England, Lord Salisbury, mii refer-
ence to this policy, and he answered themn in the
following words:-

" The league, however, said:the Premier, must work
hard to'convert their countrymento'the league's way of
thinking, for it was impossible for -England to give pre-
ferential treatment to tho colonies at the expense of the
rest of the world. . The league must first ascertain how.
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t far the country would support the policy of wliich. he
Sinagined, a·prominent fea ture was :. preferenmia tax on

grain, wool and ment. Englishmen, i his opinion, would
never consent to legislation of a vague or indefinîite kind,
especiuîly where their dearest daily interests were con-

e cerned."
y Still further, he says

" The difliculties have been often stared. but I will iust
refer to theni again. If yoiu give preferential treatmueit

r to your colomies it must e, of course, as Sir John Mac-
- don:ild sui. that you tax the similar goods of the rest of

the world. If you give a preferential treatment-that is,
a better price-to your colonies, it must be a better price
thai that which. with unrestrieted conpetiti'in. is obtain-
ing now. A better price to the producer means a more
disagreeable price to the consumer."
Sir, I do1 not see mutichi hope for the hon. gentleman
iii the cloud, and if he puts lis hope and lii. aspira-
tions iii a clond that is risin- over BritainÏ, as a
imeans of ilmtpovinîg the prosperity of the peuple of
this coiiitry. it is timne that the party lie is -tupport-
îng on. the (Governiient beichtes slioi(l be placed
on the Opposition side of the H ouse, and allow
abler and better ien who can griasp the necessities
of the country, to formutîlate a policy better caleu-
lated to furthmer the interests andi the prosperity
and advantage of tiis great country. No-,
I think I hiave lemtuonstrated at the National
Policy lias not been successful in establisingcr
a foreignî trale, and I will next consider it fi-omt
another stantdpoinît. 'he question mnay be asle,
wiy the Liberal party is opposed to the Nationîal
Policy. Well, the first reason is the Oie I
gave, namnely. tiat the National Policy lias.
not been successfîîl in establishing a foreign traile ;
iii the ne.t place the National Policy lias been
a failire becatuse it lias iot given to the farmii-
ers of thîis country what was proiiiseil theni in
1878. The National Policy, it was promiised. woîuld
benefit and foster the agricultural iidustries of this
country. Now, I ask, in presence of facts and
figures whici cannitot be disputed, if it lias accoi-
plished the ends whiich it had in view M1r.
Speaker, tiere are only three ways in whiich the
agricultural iiterests of this country cati be bente-
fited. The first, if the. fertility of the soil cant be
increased, thie farime-rs of the country will be beine-
fited, and 1(do not suppose the mîost ardent sulpporter
of the National Policy will say that it lias Cver in-
creased the fertility of the Canadian soil. The
second way iii whici the farmiiing industries will be
benefitted and fostered, is by giving the agricul-
turists a better price for wiat they produce.
Now, bas the National Policy given a better price
for whiat they have produced ?

Mr. DAVIN. Yes.
Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). My hon. friend

fronWest Assiniboia says "yes. Now, I think I
ean prove in a very few monients, froi facts and
figures which cannot be disputed, that the prices
given to the fariners since the ·Natioial Policy was
adopted have been far .less thanu the prices tiey
ia'e.obtain*ed..under the tariff of the hon. mn iember

foi- East York (Mr. Mackenzie). I have gone to
considerable ·trouble in getting figures upon thuis
niatter; .1 have examined.fyles of the papers for the
lasf fifteen years; and I have -taken the s*tne date,
namely, the 5th day of March each -year.. I have

·exaniined fyles of the Globe, I have examined ffles
of the Mail, I'have examined fyles of'the Monetary
Tim o, s- that I niglht have côrrect stâte-
ments from the farmers' arkets m the city of
Toronto on the 5th of March of acih of -these
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