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platforms in the country, that the National Policy deviseilas Ingeniousiy as tlat argument.
would never allow the price of wbeat to go be- Now, it las been paraded as a great adian-
low $1 a bushel ; but no advocate of the National tage to the farmers of Canada to stop thc
Policy, either in this House or in the country,itt
believes that that would be an invariable rule.
What we did claim was, that in years of scarcity ti C dU
a duty would be of great service to us, but that Urne of the Mackenzîe Government.
only helps a few, and a large number suffer I cannot see the point of that argu-
hereby.Ment. Any person Wlho consults the

To carry ont that Idea the bon. gentleman Trade and Navigation Returus will see the
quoted the difference in price of wheat iD exports of wheat, the produCe of Canada, and
Chicago and in this country, and iei found the exports fot the produce of Canada.
that the dwfference amounted to 15 cents amncZizd that at tihat ime our enterprising
a bushel in favour of Canada. Had that exporftrs and merclants were enabled to
taken place last winter, about January or make profits by purhasing wheat at Ci-
February. it would mave been of great ad- cago and sending it through to Liverpool.
vantae to our farmers. But at preset n 1S78 there was a profit miade by those
they have sold nearly ail their wheat. 1 who handled wheat thisway of a acents
vcnture to assert that un the county I re- a bushel They also pandled a largequan-
present, wherethere is one wo leas tim gf indian corn, on whec they made
a busel f wheat to sel, there are twenty a profit of 20 cents a bushel. This was a
F ho bave to buy their four. In that county enedit to the people of Canada. remem-
theyageuerally fmise oats. and seIl ber the cireusues prfi wll. nly a
their oats and buy four. So that thet i wgh hll quantity of wheat aie into the eoun-
price of w seat to-day is of no adintge to I tr for elsui sptioh. but nlretu a larger
the frmer who has no wheat to sehl. If!quantity was exported to the United States.
anythng could e done that would make the Ia remember farmers teaming ten, twenty,
mharket steady al the year round, that would thirty or forty miles to the city of Toronto
be an adwantag. But it is poor consolatuonpati t to Anerian buy-
to the farmers to tell them that prices have ers on the wharfs. The wharfs were so
gone up, when most of the things they sell crowded that sometimes the farmers had to
are out of their hands. Now, I wish to wait four or five hours before they culd
touch just for a moment upon a remark get their wheat delivered, so great was the
that was made by the hon. Controller of quantity exported to the United States; and
Customs in regard to pork, in order to set
that matter right, because our hon. friends
opposite have come to be very ingenious in
the way they present their arguments, and
the hon. Controller presented this one with
great skill. The hon. gentleman said the
price of heavy mess pork in Toronto was
$15.75 a barrel, and in Chicago $12.02 to
$12.12, It would cost 40 cents per barrel to
bring from Toronto to Chicago, the duty is'
$4, and so the Canadian farmer gets $3.25
of the $4 duty on the article of mess pork.
When I heard that statement I was curious
to find what was the price of live hogs. I
went to the reading room and consulted the
" Mail-Empire," and found that the pricel
of live hogs in Buffalo was $4.90 per cwt.,î
live weight: in Chicago, $4.7à0; in Torouto,
$4.80, and in Hamilton, $4.75 ; so that the
price in all these places was nearly the,
same. Probably in Toronto only a few bar-
rels of pork were sold, while in Chicago
large quantities were sold. But, at all events.
when the farmers are getting no higher price
for their hogs in Toronto tian in Chicago
or Buffalo, and there is such a difference
as $3.70 in the price of mess pork, the differ-
ence must be due to the combines ; therefore,
they cannot be getting their share ; there
must be a combine ln pork that forces up
the price ln Toronto, and I do not consider
that that would be to the general advan-
tage ; It would only put more money Into the
pockets of the gentlemen forminlg the com-
bine. A great many of the arguments put
forward by hon. gentlemen opposite are
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it is a well-known fa.ct that wben the Ameri-
Can vessels went away, there was a drop in
the price of wheat of three or four cents a
bushel. This year 7,000.000 bushels of corn,
not the produce of Canada, have been ex-
ported, and this has been brought through
Canada and shipped to Great Britain, while
only 711 bushels of Canadian corn has been
exported. The great majority of the farmers
of this country would prefer to be able to
iniport corn free of duty, because it would
enable them to feed their stock eheaper,
and sell their stock at a greater profit. So
that it would help them if corn were
brought in free. This is the opin-
ion of the most intelligent farmers ln my
riding, Now, Sir, the hon. member for
Bellechasse (Mr. Amyot) asked if the Liberal
party would put a tax on raw materials.
I do not know what they would do if they
were in power, but the Conservative party
have put a tax on raw material, that is. on,
sugar, and I do not know under the circum-
stances that they have done wrong ; because
when a revenue has to be raised, I think
it is just as well to raise it from raw sugar
as anything else. Al the money raised by
that tax will go into the public treasury.
and none of it would flow into the hands of
the manufacturers. Speaking of the deficit
of $4,500,000 this year, there was not one
hon. gentleman on this side of the House
who accused the Finance Minister of inca-
pacity because of that defieit. But when the
Mackenzie Government was ln power and
there was a deficit under the then Finance
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