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Mr. HiNCXS, tfKNigh not ready to make anj objection to thé.

BtatiBinent tbps made, wotild offer a few remai^s oit th§ policy of

tbÎB govemmeat.—His hon. friend had stated that the advantagea>€>f

reciprocity had been'overrated, and he thought it beat to give up
tfae a^tempt to- obtain it. ^-Now the différence between them
Iwerned to him to consist exacUy of the relative v^ïue whioh tlrây

respectively atlaohed to reciprocity.- For his own part hé
attached the greateat iippprtance to reciprocity aa respected

.

Upper Canada^ and as to.what the hÔn..jDember said about

pricea, he wàs not prepared to admit that the pricea ef wheat
were equal on the two aides ôf the Unes. A friend had jnst put

infb his hands a statement, by which itappeared thàt'while wheat
was 8o1d at *n cents on one aide of the line, it waa aold at 91
cents on the ottTer. But wheat and âour were not the bnly

exporta from Canada to the United. States. There isthe value d*
£100,000 eithér of animais or 4ie produce of animais, the'entire

duty on which appeared to him to corne from the pockets of tne

Can adian exporter. Hia i^as<Hi for this beliefwaa that, in a large

consumingi population like that of the States, the ioiports from
Canada were not large enoUgfa to afiect prices at ail. Last year
Canadian exportera paid to the Americana $300,000 on articles

that were exported to the United States. He adihitted Uiat

generaily the duty on floqr would not be greatly against the Cana-
dian exporter ; but under4he présent System of duties in Englahd,
it must be remembered that sometimes the United States becadie

the beat n)i}rket, and that then the Canadian exposer had to pay
the dd^.' Canadian flour was of very superlbr quality, like

Grenesee, and it would be a great thing to ^tpin for it,a free. ac-

cess to the American market.. Then, beli€vîng reciprocity to be
thus advantageous, the next question was wheuier the proposed

course was likely to obtain it. On free trade his views agreed

with those of the hon. Member from Montréal
;
,but he dissented al-

togetherfrom the viewsofSir Robert Peel as respected reciprocity.

He beJleved that had SirR.'Feel taken the slightesë trouble

—

had he written one despatch to the ambassador at Washington,
he would hâve obtained ail we'wanted. I^ believed, too, that

if at the présent day.we were to go back to the time wben we
removed the differential duties not one man woidd be in iavor of

that course. Now, he merely wahted to retrace our stepa, and
to put ourselves ^ a position to trest. To prove tha^ the taxa-

tion of the people could not be inrreased by the policy the

Government was now recommendlag,' he would Mmaçk that it

Vras proposed (aa we understood) to take dutjes off sugar,

molasses, &o., in sbch a msrnner as would. give the St. Lawrence
. route an advantage in duties ;'b^t the fact was that thèse goods

can be.broiight at présent by the St. Lawrence as oheaply aa by
any otber routei It must be recollected, too, thdt not merely the


