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more imaginative he is than 1 could possibly
be. The hon. gentleman, in calling attention
10 the reorganization of the Government, and
in the ecriticisms which he made upon it,
naturally saw. as the only subject of admira-

tion in connection with it, that characteristic

which he and his party lack hbove all othevs,
He saw that we were strong in numbers,
and he apparently viewed the reorganization
of the Government entirely from that retlect-
ive mood into which the observation of the
condition of his own party would naturally
lead him. Now, in commenting on the ob-
soervations which have been made on this
cide of the House as to the condition of the
country, the homn. gentleman described us as
going about the country endeavouring 1o
preach the contrary of what we know to he
the fets as to the condition of the eoun-
my. Well,  we  have  tiken  advantage
of every opportunity to state to the couutry
whit the tacts, the recovds of the
prove to be its condition. We have never.
so far as 1 oam awnre, discussed this ques-
tion  without  showing  what  the  public
records prove in that regard ; and while the
hon. gentleman has replisd toous in severil
plices, 1 have never scen that in any place
he his cited the public records to refute
a single statement we made, if T except alone
the fanciful theories. which he  builds upoen
the census.  But if we take the volume ot
trade of the country, if we take the increased
industries of the  country, if we take the
mileage of railways or their business, it we
rake the business done in the banks and other
institutions of the country, as pointed out
by wy hon. friend fromn ILent (Mr. Meluer-

nevi this afternoon—if we take the record ot

these and simply untold them to the people of
the country, we are accused of making a hue
and cry about a false and fancied prosperity.
Gentlemen addressing public audiences im-
mediately atterwards declare thatv this is all
delusive. butdo not venrure to wrestle with
the figures any more than did the bon.
gentleman this afternoon. I have referred
1o the hon. gentleman as having built fanei-
ful theories upon the census, and I think he
has. He is entively mistaken, however, in sup-
posing that I had apologised for the results of
the census tigures on the ground of the inac-
curacy of the census. What I did say was pre-
cisely the answer which the hon. gentle-
mun's argument invites this afternoon, and
that is that a comparison between the two
sets of figures exhibited by the recent census
and by that of ten ycars ago is a most unfair
one. It is unfair because the basis ot the
census was practically changed in 1891, and
the conditions :dind regulations under which
it was taken, though they tended to greater
aceuracy, ave deceptive for the purposes of
comparison becaus2 they left uncounted in
the population tens of thousands of people
who would have been counted under the
regulations of the previous census.. Yet the hon.
sentleman insists upon a severe comparison be-
tween the census of 1891 and that ot 1881, and
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upposes we are apologising for the discrep-
“ancy on the ground of inaccuracy of the cen-
‘sus of 1891. I do not assert thar the census
;of 1891 was more inaccurate than that of
S1881, or that the census of 1SS1 was more
“inaccurate than that of 1801. [ say they
sere taken under different conditions, which
;reduced, apparently, the numerical popula-
ition of the country. very greatly to the dis-
dvantage of the subsequent decade. The
‘hon, gentleman himself was mistaken for a
fmoment in stating what the ratio of inerease
[mad been during the previous deeade. He
Pstated it was something about 19 per cent,
rwhereas, as a matter of fuaet, it was 17 5. That
Vis merely by the way, however: and was no
doubr a slip of meory. There is greater faulr
1o he found wich the hon. gentleman, when he
rminkes the assertion that from the so-called
“and fancied prosperity of this country hund-
freds of thousands of persons are tlecing year
by vear. If that had been the fact. the
census of the last deeade would have shown
S exodus of two millions of people for the ten
Cvears, at least, The hon. gentlenin, uot
satistied with the facts contained in the censis,
(although his friends have been guotine them
reverywhere in condemnation of the Govern-
riment's policy, multiplies the actual exodus
tenfold in order to make an effective speech
: to the House. T think that if the hon gentle-
fman s in oo poxition to compliment e this
Cafternoon on the aequisition of o new gift, |
jam in i postion to credit him with enhancel
ipower of slighting facts and slurring over
E:n-;:uments in order to make an address which
swill be effective and brilliant. but nt based
;on sound reason or justified by the publie
irecords of the country.  The hon. gentleman
made a facetious allusion to the Nutional
CPoliey and myself, in connection with some

“observations which T made upon it. 1 must
take leave to execept altogether from the

assumed right of the hon. gentleman to detine
wwhat the National Policy was and is. He
called it a gospel. T would not like that the
apostle  of that doctrine should he 2
gentleman who doos not believe in the
aospel at all ¢ and therefore 1 dissent entirely
both from the hon. gentleman’s detinition of
what the National Policy was and his right
to define it. When 1 addressed the audienc.:
in ‘Toronto at the meeting to which he refers,
T was alluding to the policy of the Liberal-
Conservative party as having been national
in a far wider sense than the sense of any
t1ere  customs tarviff  arrangement ; and,
| whether I am right or wrong, I ¢laim that we
rare justified in putting before the country
that it was the poliey of the Liberal-Conserva-
tive party from its formation, as it is its
policy still, to unite and build up this
country : and when the union of the proviuces
was  accomplished the first step in  that
great task was taken and the task has been
carried on ever since by the policy of that
party, which has put on the face of this coun-
try every structure worth preserving, and
which has put on the statute-bpook almost
every cnactmment worth continuing. But I do




