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down the country, and, worse than all. would
hiwve been a perpetual moudement sl promise to

the Premier of the Provinee of Quebee to go on

with lavish expenditure to whatever extent he
pleased, and when it was piled up too high to
make o combination with & Dominion
amd get it sivldled on the General Governiment.

If a majority of four or tive in a Provinee had been

obtained at such a terrible expense of consistency

and right 1 would not have the face to stand in .
Parliament and hoast of such a majority and so -

unwaorthily obtained. I think I have occupied all

the time that is necessary, although I might take

up other points and mike remarks upon the.
For instance., the hon. member for South Oxford (Sirv
Richard Cartwright) assails the numufacturers.
He has always called them monopolists s he has
leirned apother term. and now he calls them vile
monopolists, and he declares it is un-British to
have a protective policy in Canada, the result of
which is to foster those vile monopolists. And yet
he has heen urging throughout the length and
hreadth of the country a taritt twice as high, which
will breed vile monopolists twice as large and
numerous. It is said to be un-British to have a
taritt of 30 per cent. which does not discriminate
against British manufacturers an iota——

My, MILLS (Bothwell). Not at all.

Mr. FOSTER—but it is thoroughly British when
you illow the United States manufacturer in free
and raise the tariff up to 40 or 50 per cent. against
Britain. The British manufacturer now makes
waollen goods and brings them to Quebee, where he

pays a certain duty upon them : and the American ;

manufacturer, making the same grade of goods,
brings them to Montreal and pays precisely the
same duty on them.  There is no discrimination,
But there is a diserimination which is mischievous,
which is unnatural hesides being un-British, when
you allow the American manufacturer free ingress,
and place against the British manufacturers’ duties
of 40, 30 or 60 per cent.  There ure some great
difficulties for hon. gentlemen opposite to reconcile
hefore we can take their policy of unrestricted
reciprocity plus continental free trade. They have
to show us where the revenue is to cowme from.
They have never done so.  They have to show
what kind of a taritl we are to have, and who are
to make it. They have never shown that either.
They have t; show us whether or not theinevitable
tendency of such a state of things would not be to
drift us into political union with the United
States. 1 givemy opinion dittidently on that point.
But Mr. Blake says that a rift commenced between
him and his party in 1887, and it rapidly widened
year by year until after repeated admonitions,
when the clections were ordered on, he thonght it
his duty to give vent to his feelings and to express
his views, but from the sympathy he had with the
old men of the party who had worked with him
and acted under his leadership, he left the perforin-
ance of what he considered to be his duty to his
country until he should see whether his party car-
ried the clections or not. Then his statement
appeared, and these three points to which I have
referred were made by Mr. Edward Blake with
a terseness and force which has not been answered
and cannot be answered by hon, gentlemen oppo-
site. No they have to reconcile these flifticulties.
These have to be cleared away before they can
Mr. FosTER.
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“hope that the people or hon, members on this side
of the House will aceept their nostrum of unre-
stricted reciprocity and continental free trasle. 1f
“hon. gentlemen opposite want to know what the
Government will not do or will do, T can tell thew
in a few words.  “he Government will not wego-
“tiate a reciprocity treaty with any country, which
treaty would shut us ont from every other country
in the world., Great Britain included.  The Gov-
crnment will not uegotiate a treaty which would
place the framing of its il in the hands of a
-more powerful amd greater country. and woulkd
enable that country to pliace upon us a tariff entirvely
{ inordinate aud entively unfitted to our needs,  But
i regards the peaple of the United States and their
j institutions, together with the continnance of the
i peice, the prosperity aml progress of the American
! people, no member on this side of the House who
: thinks, and we all think on this side of the House,
this amy other hope or wish than that they may
. become consolidated and stable as a people, that
D their prosperity may be great, and that they may
(continue to thrive and grow and beeome an in-
i creasing factor in aid to the general civilization
i of the workl,  But alongside of that wish is the
P thought of hon. members an this side of the House,
tand of the people of the conntry largely. that we
fare now in too strong a pesition, that we have
Psacrificed too much to gain it, and have too great
| prospects in the future, to be willing to prejudice
it, and, moreover, that we are not in a position to
necessitate a choice as between Canada and Great
Britain and the interests of each, but in a position
where the hest interests of Canadic can be most
wisely and constitutionally maintained in connec-
tion with the best interests of the mother land.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). It is not my intention
to closely follow the observations addressed to- the
House by the hon. Minister of Finance.  The hon,
gentlenmn has discussed a number of topics that
cun more appropriately he discussed at a later
period of the session, and these I propose to pass by
this evening. The hon. gentleman has complained
of a combination between a Local Government and
the Liberal party in this House. 1 am not aware
any such combination existed.” But I do remember
that a short time ago the hon. gentleman’s prede-
cessor, who was a member from the same Provinee
as himself, took an active part in the provincial
elections inanother Province. That course, I think,
no other hon. member of this House, much less an
hon. gentleman while & member of the Govern-
ment, ventured to pursue. The Minister of Finance
says the Government are here. I dare say the
Government as a corporate body are present in
this Parliament, but I think there were two col-
leagues of the hon. gentleman who sat in the Hounse
of Commons in the last Parlinment, immediately
hefore dissolution, who are not present this even-
ing, and it was hardly in good taste on the part
of the Minister of Finunce to indulge in the boast-
ing which characterized a very considerable por-
tion of his speech. The hon. gentleman has told
us that it is true the Government may not be quite
so strong at the present time as it was
in the Parliament that immediately preceded.
this one, and he invites us to wait and see
how strong the Government may become. The
hon. gentleman predicts that four or five years
hence the Government will become quite a strong,




