
[MARCH 19, 1894]

be doue under the eircumstances. But, Sir, Again, the Hou. Claude E. Swanson, another
while they have in years past sat at hei enmber of Congress, refers to it in this way:
feet of the Congress of the United States iu For over thirty years, uter the pernicious
connection with the trade question. I would system- of a protective triff, inaugurted and per-
ask them what advantage there bas been petuated by the Reputbliani iarty lias the tGov-
to thei. and what advantage there has beeu er'nnenit been uînjustly aud i î ufairly controlling the
to Canath in their waiing these two or three distribution of wealth. For the last thirty years
months ? Have they followed l tIe foot- this country has made marvellous striles ii the
steps of their fiiends to the sonth ? Have iicrease of wealth. It ias increased its wealthî frm
they learned any reasons froi theml in that S i.iM) in 18.60 to about S'MlxM,N9
resjpect ? If they had so learnîed. instead now. Neyer 1,efure in its lisîiry of Ilie people have
of comning here to-day and unouneing that the )e<lecit more frugal, more îergetic, ,îîore
they stood by the policy of proteetion, they perseverng, ii l more toiliii'< \týr Morl

wVouhl have followtd the examîple of that tiir labour produeed more lMwîîtifIil aumîd-
great nation. 1nd say : We have disregarded aut crops- But aIl tiinurease of weallil aamu
the principle of protection ; we are now pre- production l en, nut for tit- Lendit. of tlt

_ared to adopt a revenue tariff. Hlon. gen- grei toilig ebut for the favolured few tt>
tleimien opposite laugh at that stitement.wlomulu tier the operatioi of tlis )eiiioi11tarit

The Democratic party went to the eounîîtru l
upon1 a elear ani detinite issue. They said ).Infair aîîd uîijust lias heeî
that a protective policy was a legalized roh- tIs dîst"il.ut ilmer it tîjat it i-;estitîateil t liait
hery, a system which inade th.li ricli richerhaut Of îlît- W4eltli of tiis vast e.ilîîtry is now
and the poor poorer, anid with the detiite 1Ivlllai4 Pe"Ple. Unuler t1ie
policy in their lhand, apealing to he eleorv-f< i' s stiilils fortiies have
ate of that great country. iley were returnied Ieeli crtedlwitl îsl
to power with an eiormous uaijoi-ity. iIon. s. tcilias tr-ate<lliujUj;mires weahhs -

gentlemen opposite seek to sereeni thtemnselves eel tlat of gr.mt. il sovervigutte..While it
froi followinig the Aiericat people ini thisg m tti

use 'tniressliasf:îied Jî>rug'lit îovertyv, di'stress, aîmd iat to tilt- 1maly.Connection, hIeeauIlse lCongress has failed to-
carry out the full iiamilate of the peoplef

hut if the Congress lias fa.iled to carry out VCrge of hauikruptcy and esp Ilias
the ful)l mandate of the people. is thîat a-itîyî a l
reason why. if they are prepared to followv ;tll"t hitht mi ecîîrîched the capitaist aiti î
the Anerican people lin their dealing withi f-cttrer. Illia-,re.luced what uhe fariner lias
tlhis great question. they should not rather tg sel) far- beiow the Cost ofpructioni, an.
have followedo te wishes and dlesires of teat lie ha to ly50perCentalve ilsIl.-ve fllo ed tje w,.-,Iltilatil-l prce. It lias creat-ed the îiillioîîaiire amiti
rank and tile of the Anerivan people, tli the tranîp. Uîulr its ellects the agri-
great proing lsses, ti ltaliterest of theeuetrrovr is pratill

mechanie. the labourer ; or is it rather better
that tley shoufld follow the wfeakness o the
Congress of the Ulnited States. ati seek to j joll iid, ti svstellî liais tkci.(),,, Itle
still fasten upon Canada the policy of pro- pock.tsof thefaruimerand
tection ? Thie lion. the First Minister, in t eof ihie mitifacturer and capitalist.

ns.ver to tfie leader of the Opponsitionit y if Tl1ese
t1hat no public man in the JUnited Stalte-8 ha gt preopltel s a stor of u , oumo , deritimir
attetuj>ted to s-%ay Ithat tie hîaî-d tiies, ite a ferleer srad more liythiig furNise by the
seriopsepre i now afleting thataotntrys t frth beei

Pl% gat oia ) ligmssesru. lfoe rethe avoued few toli

ws attributable to the protective polly.1wilcaree r of viciory auhomunerhepero ofet neerctorted
nîighbt del:tiis Hoise at ver conssterable fro the Gover nt whii iay prostrate

Iengtli In quoting froin publie limen ini tlî<' at lis feet oie-tif asr ith as titis etaoveretat
Unit Stntesq to show what w-, s theix tirotigl re phijwd yi legliseation lias extortel froîh
po.sition wlth regard to tlîis question. 1 ils «ow toipi i itizems for the enrihnet of its
shal content utyseif wltlî referringr to tw.î. faivotrited. wthaeserpry figuresaity he rea Tie
The Hon. .amesq B. M.-eCreary. speakingiii ause of the aat., wrehenies, ad wespalir of
the House of Representatives, puts the mnatter the great masses of theg n s reigntizsto-at . They
In thi q.wiy staisd power-less ati l heipless itînder the iiiîîmine.

aldtls brougtindatwealhthe fwit hasri

Theiarvellosprosperity whiliacorigmeIa himepoeIuristess ni wti to the m
to Repîblican propîecy, wascertaiu follow tîemit has roughtShe o farmelaboueramechani
MIcKiiuley Act in 1890, proveil to bet a mirage fulof tavraker f byarupcy nhespsai rt s
lisater (tistress. Like the apples of n taenteu C anada, ngs af thfame tn uCaure
whichaturnen to ashes om the lips. the fruits of a-
the great Protection Act have heen umitis- ada bas not gone the ful lengtb ln the Une
factory. disappointing aitdlisatrous the o. of protection that the Unted Sutesrd asdone
pIe. *Stagnatedl tradle, reicedI values, cîosed anud tha.t has been Its great ,-afety In this
factories, failing batiks, uortgaged farins, unei- inatter. The bon. gentlem n seceme tO
ployed labour, suffering people amutla nepleted thuik that It was a tonclusive proof thatthe
treasury, are some of the fruits of the law which Ariieticans had not decded to vIo away with
wewere told would h a blesrinot Oa a boon to ail the sernilous principle o! protection, that

clate nd publicectin of our Uonited Sttes har Ctgres telas asryeof wong deprivation,
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