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our policy was a policy for the destruction of views and the expressions of my views, I wouId fot disguise
nanufacturers. The Finance Minister himself stated my real sentiments. h would, indeed, be trange if, in
that unless there was a change in the Tariff within two this Parliament, when the able mon on both sidos have
years, almost every manufacturing interest in this country debated this question with the vigorîid îpwer we have
would be closed up. Such extravagant statements being seen for many years past, if a.man tiût learn soine-
made, and a time of depression existing in the country, ears thing new with reference to these matters. But while I am
receive the words they utter and hearts believe them to be willing to admit that my views may have been, porhaps, a
true. Had they contemplated and more clearly looked at littie modified, and that my expressions may have been, in
the position of parties in the history of this country, they some points, a littie toned down by experience, I yot stand
would not have entertained the views that some of them here, abiding by the tenor of that speech, when that speech
appeared to have entertained at that time. What has been is fairly quoted and taken i its connection. And just per-
the history of political parties with respect to the manu- mit me here to make an allusion to one instance the lon.
facturers of this country. vheir position was iot one of gentleman related, in which ho e was toroughly unfair o
antagonism to the manufacturers. I have challenged on the myelf in making-that is, in r defrence to a word or two
platform, as I challenge the hon. gentlem.n now, to point out that passed between me and the hon. the Finance Minister
an act of the Mackenzie Administration designed to do an in the course of that hon. gentlema's speech, with reference
injury to the manufacturing industries of the country ; and to an interjection made, in which the hon. m mber for
I defy them to produce a proof of Mr. Mackenzie ever Lincon said to-niglt that I ad denied the statement
having levelled a blowattcseinterests. Let themtakeup oithe hon. the Finance Minister. I did noV deny that state-
that challenge. This is beyond their power, so far as ment, and I believe my hon. friend did not so understand
remnember, to prove any act of the kind. But, on the me. I have not beard any hon gentleman during this argu-
other hand, I ean addnce to the iHouse and hountry, proofs ment express himself in that way. The hon. the Finance
that cannot be refuted, that whule the Mackenzie Minister was speaking about the employmet o? labor aud
Administration were carefulmo conserve the rights the bringing i o? mon fromatheU tnited State. Ihasked
and interests oal classes of the community, they him was there a tax on labor coming in. He replied: No;
took care that the manufactring industries should also but we propose giving laborers the same encouragement
have that share of encouragement that 1 believe they tbat the hon. member complimented his leader for giving
ourht ao have.lon,.gentlemen opposiwe,ay hear hear. o the cigar industry, when hu put a duty on cigars,
They seni to think it a stùange thing for a member Vo stand saying it had brought thousands into the country." What
on this side of the ouse and pronounce himself ini favorof n saidVo the hon. the Finance Mînister, whieh bh
our manufacturing industries. The member for Lineon wili admit, was-tlat it was very nice, but bis quotation
spent thrce or four hours this afternoon speaking, dring was not correct. I knew in the speech I nade there
which hu referred to speeches I have made, and quoted was a sentimeut like that, but at that Urine I did not think thé
garbled extractb therefro se, as well as from the speeeh of phraseology rau exactly as it did; and I said the uotation
the aon. member for North Norfolk, and several other waasno exactly correct, and I thought I had said that
rmembers., is objeet was perhaps a double onu. It may the effeit oBtu imposition of that dty by the Finance
have been, primarily, to misrepresent Vhe sentiments 1 Minister o? that day lad been the same, as if a thousandof myse f and other hon, gentlemen inthey ouse;smenad been brouglt from other countries and set to workbut ce iay have rfad, in the second place, another in hs country. But am bound Vo say thgt the phrase.
objetin view. we maye cognizant o? the fact that ology of my speech in the ansard did not bear me out,ndothingtle can say would b received on its own merits; and so far the on. Finance Minister was right.aod ic the speech in whicti iheattempteds o argue the That is vry different to saying that I dniedalis statement.question on its merit, hoe purued hs year precisely the Nowon, gentlemen opposite understood that, while
ame plan loi bas pursud on the occasion o? every Budget saying that was not attempting Vo repudiate the fact that
peech. sie made the old argument, searcedi ansard for I ad uttered the sentiment that this change o? pohcy hadpioofsu ho quoted from eminent speakers portions o? their given additional employment Vo men in hs country. Thatspeeches in order that they might appear in the lansard as i did say and stand by, bcause it is the ruth, and I desirehis Own and lend grace and dignity to that performance. Vo speak Ve truth at ail times. But who effected the

in bis s'peech of last year you will find the same remarks change in the Tariff that produced that result ? We areand garbed quotations, and you will seo that my hon. old the lae hon. Finance Minister s a gentleman whose
fthend th member for North Norfolk atn reforred to his w ol aim and policy was Vo destroy Ve manufacturing
garbled quotations, that he would like Vo seQ a retaliatory industries o? this country. How then will hey reconcile
POlicY. But, whenthe lion. member for Nort ma Norfolk that with Ve fact that Vîrougl the revision of lis Tarif, lihaid that it woulyd t unwise, impolitie and injudicious Vo was enabled Vo bring about VIs result? The bon. gentlemanof a retaliatory po n.cy, did the on, gentleman oppo- insinuated to-nigt-and iV was an insinuation unworthy ofsbte that utteraey ce ofdmy on. friendp? No, liedidnot him-ehar tIe laVe hon. Finance Minister yieldudquote it, and iew quoed i not designedly, because le hato pressure from me, and that the Vax was imposedeolved the explanaion, and it was in te onaesard, as Vo benefit mysel. I hink 1 can stand hure in presence
nade by yhon. friend last year. t e bas quoted from o mn who know me and say, wiVh a clear conscience,qY Speech, and said a great deal wth rfernce Vo it. ie that I have neyer mad anything out oparliamentary
seaended Vo have found a mine there, and the sentiments lifu; and if every othur hon, gentleman can say the sare,ttered. Hb e in that speech, lesaid that I do not hold at pre- with as clear a conscience, I shah be glad. 1 stand here Vo-Sente e is mistaken . stand here to-n igt prepared Vo a utter nig t Vo defend the changes in the Tarif effected by tethe oame sentimentsto say that on no occasion, cither la e Finance Ministur. I propose Vo take that very changein the sOuse or on te platform, do I remember eaving as an illustration o? the principle that would guide me in a
lttered sentiments contrary to the true tenor of my révision o? Vhe Tariff. 1 take that very instance as a proofangurne qCOntained in that peech. And am willing o?the ability and wisdom oyothatn.on. gentleman so machto beleld Vo the enor of that speech, ecause, at denouncedhiy hon, gentlemen opposite as an eney o? the
that tirie, uttered the sentiments 1 believed; manufacturerd and unabie Vo grapple with the commercialand While q old the right if my views become questions o? this country. I take that instance as ryréfuta-
ei tat if my Stores of information become any greater, tion ousucd u assertions. I arnoldhs change affected the

if toae things in a different ligt, o, change my cgar industry. Whie hdrenoembers this, i is net go men-


