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carriedl out and carnestly pressed forward
in every direction by the Liberals, when they
governed the country. Do we not find our-
selves taunted with the fact that during the;
Liberal regime the national debt mcre.lsech
something like $8,000.000 per annum ?  Are

we not ch.u'ved with that increase because
We were carrying out honestly and earnestly
the policy, which was in a great degree the!
poliey of both partes, that of extending our
dlway  system and developm" the North-
west, as well as earrying on public works for |
the henetit of the people of the Maritime pro-!
vinees 7 Therefore, when our hon. friends
opposite attribute all the elements of develop-
nent and progress of the country to the
National Policy they are trifling with the |
intellizence of the people, and are assuming!
that which they have no right to assume as:
their special  prerogative and  sole wsult\i
of their policy. The only thingin which,

in a largce and general degree, tho;
policy  hon. gentlemen  opposite  differs
from the policy of the Liberal  party
ix the proteative features of the tariftf. [I!
listened with a great deal of eare and interest
10 the speeches of the tyyo hon. gentlemen
supporting the Admindstration who have just
closed their arguments; and while I con-
eratulate them upon the ability they have dis-
played, I must also congm atulate themn upon
the careful manner in which they have avoid-
ed almost every reference to tariff reform.
The hon. member for Richmond (Mr. Gillies)
siid it was a subjedt that required great
delicacy of approach, and I noticed he ap-
proached it with such delicacy that he never
came near it at all. He quoted statisties
of many years back, showing, as 1 said before,
a very pleasing indication of progress in vari-
ous directions.  Another distinction should,
in fairness and candour. be made by those
who aspire to secure the car of the people.
They ought to diseriminate between the
general progress made in any  direction,
aml that portion which might be attribut-
el to  the tariff policy of the country.
From the Finance Minister down, they
diave refered to the savings banks and
the indieations of progress made in that
particular.  Now, while there has been de-|
velopment in this branch, I think it is;
altogether going too far to assume that this
indicates something so extraordinary, so ab-
norma:al. so generous in its proportions that it
points to a complete and triumphant success of
the tavitf policy of the Administration, While
the increased deposits in the Dominion savings
banks and the Post Office savings banks
represent the growth of a disposition on the
part of large nunibers of the people to deposit
their savings there, it does not indicate any
very enormous development of wealth among
the working clisses and among what we call
the medium classes throughout the ocountry.
Those who are not conversant with statistics
refer to the savings of the people. - They
sayv: © Look at $40,000.009 in the Government
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savings  banks,” which the people recognize as
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the most solid security they can have. They
seem to imagine it is something very ex-
traordinary and great ; but it is not so.  The
savings of our people, while showing certain
progress in this direotion, are really small in
i proportion to their numbers and resources.
and considering the security given by the
Government guarantee. I notice that
the Dominion statistician, whether through
inadvertence or dishonesty, omitted to
give that information which might be
furnished as toithe savings in other countries,
so that we might be able to draw comparisons
and measure our own progress by that of
others.  We have 840,000,000 in the Govern-
ment savings bamks. The little state of
Maine, with a population something over
600.000, has $47.000,000 in the savings
banks of that state—in banks which are pri-
viate property and not guaramteed by the
fstate. 660,600 people in the state of Maine
have $47.000,000 deposited in their savings

- banks, and Maine is not the most prosperous

state in ‘the Union. Yet in this state there
are more deposits in the savings banks than
there are in the savings banks of the whole
Dominion, with its population of 35.000,000,
Yet our friends opposite, in and out of seasoil,
are always pointing to the enormous deposits
in the savings banks, as indicating some great
virtue in the taxation policy of the Govern-
ment in making people rich. As this is an in-
teresting subject, I will give a few statisties
of the bank circulatiop. comparing our own
with the neighbouring Republic, in order that
we may somewhat diminish the proud and
boastful spirit which is encouraged too much
in this House, a spirit which is removed from
the true spiriv of progress, and whiech we
ought to modify if we desire people to unde:-
gtand that while they have been fairly success-
ful and have much to be thamkful for, yet

they can look abroad and see what
other states, in their industry and
economic  progress, lave  accomplished.

New Hampshire, with a population of 376.-
530, a smaller population than the province
of Nova Scotia, has $69.531.024 in the sav-
ings banks, and the 35.000,000 of people in

'Canada have $£40.000,000. Vermont has $21

620.303 in the savings hanks. \[.ms'lchusettx.
with a population half that of the Dominion.
and with its enormous banking system, which
absorbs an immense p!‘OpOIthll of the sav-
ings of the people, still has in the states sav-
ings banks, not guaranteed by the state,
£353,592,037, and the Dominion of Canada,
with twice its population, has 40,000,000 only.
Rhode Island has $£63,719,491 ; Connecticut
has $116,406,675 : New York, $.u4 369,972 ;
New Jersey, $32,462,603 ; Pennsylvania, $62.-

150,893 ; Maryland, $28,916,597, and Califor-
nia, $114,164,523. I have selected those
states which have the largest deposits. Now
we come to bank deposits, and here let me
say that I am aware that I lay myself open
to the attack which is made upon us all from
the other side of the House, when we venture
to give comparative figures to show that our



