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Then fhcy say, the (rovornment usoji the railway subj-^dy system a« u uiet>.u.s to debauch ain!

corrupt the olectorate and fllso to put money into the pockets of iheir favorites. Let us tinalyxe

tfal<i matter. It is f-aidby Mr. Blake and his followers that it is used by the Govornoient as a n)eaD(<r

of corrupting the members of Parliament who seek to obtain a bonus or subsidy for a railway
rnnning through their county, and that such subsidies are chiefly ^iven to the supporters of

the Government. Ruch is not the case. Some of course, obtain subsidies, others do not. Yofi
could not grant all the subsidies asked in any one year. Mr. Blake says it causes the people to

look more favorably towards those in power a4 Ottawa who grant the subsidies. That is true.

Tell me anything tliat a Government does for the benefit of the people of Canada from the bhort-

est postal route to the various suras given for the erection of public works that has not a

tendency to create a favorable opinion to the Government in the minds of the conwnunity that

gctt4 these tacilities, ami which are naturally thankful for them. 3o it is with railroads and
other improvements aided by the (jrovernment. The people will look moife f«torably on such
a Government, of conrse, than on one witich d(M\s not pursue such a policy. But I wiuh tolshow

you that the Government l»y this systetti does not and cannot put 'noney into the pockets of its

favorites.

Buppose, for instani^e, yon elect niyself to go to Parliament and you say to nie:

—

wm want h

railroad built in Kings Co. from any pne^lnt to another, and We shiill look to you (o.njr^e this

claim on the Government and lay the facts l>eibre them and nee if a foonas cannot oe griinteiii for

it. The time nomes, an application is made and the subsidy is granted. Now how much w
granted? $3,200 per mile, that is- the general bonus, it maybe a little more, it is n^verksn.
tkxfX that is the amount arose from the fact tht^t at a certain tim« a policy wa8 introduced of lend-
ing or giving the rails for some roads when built, and later by granting li>3.20(i it was considered
about the same wna given. Then suppose I built the road myself, is tnat $3,200 put Into my
pocket 7 Can anyone gay in Parliiunent '* of course you will support the Government because you
^t $3,200 for every mile of road built and you sit here with that in your jHXjket." Is the inone^
in my pocket ? I think you will say not, for every cent and much more has been taken to build the

road. Before that $3,200 per mile i»paid there has to be a company formed, a location for the lino has
to be found and the surveys approved by the Government. Then a contract has to be entered into.

10 miles o{the road must b^ built before a single dollar of that subsidy can be paid. How mm^
does it cost to build ? From ten to twenty thousand dollars a mile, and when I. if I am building
the road, have exp^n<led that sum, it may be more, then I will get this $3,200 per mile on the
road being built in 10 mile sections. Then having paid for the building how much do 1

have orhow much does the companj^ have in pocket ? Haa not three or four times more been
paid out in order to obtain that ^absi^y ? Yoo-have the matter plainly before you and I ask you
as honest men where in such a policy is the corruption to be found and where the possibility 6i

putting into the pockets ofthose to wnem the subsidy has been granted? (Applause.)

I have now answered the chief charges brought against the Government as a Government with
reference to its being guilty of a dishonest or corrupt administration of the ati'airs of tSe e-wotry
in its dealings with tlK public trusts of the countiy. (Applause). ,/.»-.;:

THK CIIAROK OF WTC\K ADJHMSTKATION—BKCIPHOCITV.

The next criticism made is thatour8 isa weak and incapable Government. Now, ladies aud gentle-

men, what are the charges made against this Government in the endeavor to prove its being a weak
9t incapable administration ? Oivs of the first is that we have not obtained a reciprocity treaty.

"If you had been a strong, if you had been a willing, if you had been a capable 'G^^yj^i^^pfl^t
" this country would have mid ^yhat it needs, iv would Tiave had what it desires, a fair rcbiptooity
" treaty with the United i?tat^, of America."

•Let us examine that for a inoment. Does it not strike you in the first place that the very idea

of recitMPOcity supposes that there are two parties to the arrangement nod, that the two "pivrties

must think that they get countervailing or equivalent advanta^ or else they will not enter into a
reciprocity treaty ? 'One party itself, however well disposed it may be to an arrangdinoat f«r

reciprocal trade, cannot make a reciprocity arrangement, it takes two parties to arrange such a thing

and to carry it out. The reciprocity arrangerae&t wanted is between the United States and the

D|minion of Canada, and I say here, and f assert it most unhesitatingly, that the present Govern-
ment wd the preceding Government of Canada, has never shewn b^ a single record, bpr a single

utterance, or by a single action, anything else than a favorable desire to meet the United Ltates

, fully hinli way and to arrange a fair and eq^uivalent system of recipnocity between themselves and
us, and if th« United States does not wish it, it makes no difference what party is in power, it can-

not be gained unless both parties agree to it. (Hear, hear).
,

What has been the attitude of the United States on the question ? It has b^cn 'nnffi^o^t^bk

to anv reciprocity arrangement or system of equivalent advahtagee. We had a reciprpdty

treaty'from 1854 to 1866. Wh^ did it lajjee in 1866? Because the United States autlvbritieii

gave U9 notice that it must discontinue, that they would not allow it to continue. ,,That thej;,*4lid
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