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money market of .the world. But I want
to point out that just at the time the credit
of Canada was reaching that high point,
and when Sir Charles Tupper was practi-
eally seeuring those advantages from tbe
Imperial government, another agency was
gt work. It was the agency of the hon.
gentleman who sits next to the Finance
Minister-the agency of the hon. member
for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright);
and what was he doing ? Promoting Cina-

ported that policy ? We should have had,
as the hon. gentleman knows now, and as
every business man in Canada knows now,
the same sort of disastrous financial panie
as they had in Australia.

Now, while we are touching the question*
of unrestricted reciprocity, I should like to
have a word with my hon. friend the Min-
ister of Customs (Mr. Paterson). At his
innocence I am greatly astonished. The
hon. gentleman sat for many years on this

dian credit ? No; he was writing to the sie of the buse;le campaigned in rany
London Economist, telling the people of
England that they had better look out for not say the lardliood, but ''te assumption
Canadian securities, because Canada was to get up here tle other niglt and say that
being ruined and her people were being 'bis party so far as le knew neyer'had
bled white, and the country was on the roal advoeated the absoluteremoval of there-
to destruction. Auotlier thîng : 1 want to strictions on trade between this eountry
ask my hon. friend in alcandour wlether and the United States. he sad-I ail-
ie thinks tbat in 1893 we would have'been1 ways thouglit that we sro ould have afree

ln sucli a good position as we iereliadwe glist and a dutiable list that there would be
adopte the policy of unrestricted recipro- some theings on whi lwe eould agree, and
City uc1891 . We had an election lu this other things on whiel we could not agree,
country in 1891. It was the election inda b and thatoug the poliey of the Liberal party
which the hon. gentleman and his friends of Canada.' I want to ask the hon. gentle-
were supporting unrestricted reciproeity man's friends behind him whether they
with the United States of America. corroborate that statement. As my leader

Mr. McMILLAN. And what was the elec- I suggests, Why did the Hon. Edward Blake
tion brought on for, but for the government i leave tlem if it was only an ordinaryreci-
then in power to get authority to go down procity that tley. advocated Is there a
to Washington to discuss that very ques- gentleman onthe other side of the House

tio? Iwhowas ngaged in that campalgn of 1891,tion ? Wlho does not know that the cry of hon.
Mr. MONTAGUE. My hon. friend is dis-getlemen opposite fror the greatest to

turbed at these facts. the sm iaflest was for absolutelyunrestrcit-
Mr. McMILLAN. -Not a bit. I arndis- ed trade between this country and the

turbed at statements that are lot facts. United States of Atherica-continental free
trade, unrestricted reciprocity ? Let me

Mr. MONTAGUE. 1 ask the hon. ntel the hon. Minister of Custoncs what lis
ster of Finance if ee will answer the ques- nleader said.

tu The MINISTER 0F aCSTOynrS. What
The. MINISTER F FINANCE. My hon. did your leader want?

frend does not seriously want ftome to Ute Stas Ica-cornentat
aswer that question. e asks me whe- ae, e i e e
ther I think the position of Canada would the mon. Miisted a wat hi-
have been as good in 1893feif the Liberal e pro sidty w .ll would give us a quid pro quo,

Partyhad won in 1891 He would hot but whin i would leave us in controlntfour
pary hd on n 891 Hewold otown tariff,, and withl no_ discriminationtake my judgment on that question, I am aGreat Britain. Of all the little at-sure. I belleve Canada would have been against«rtBrai.0althlttei-

lu a better postion. tempts to answer an argument, the smallet
is the attempt of my hon. friend to saddle on

Mr. MONTAGUE. I am delighted at the the gentlemen on this side of the House
hon. gentleman's answer. What he has Ilthe pollcy whieh he is so ashamed of now
stated Is that this country would have been that he declares he never supported it.
In a better position in 1893 If unrestrlcted What did the hon. gentleman say the other
reciprocity had carried in 1891, wlth discri- night ? We proposed a broad treaMty of
mination agalnst Great Britain. The opin- recIprocity. 'I do not thInk anybody con-
Ion he expresses Is not the true and heart- templated anything else than that there
felt opinion of two men who sit on bis would be a scheduled list of goods upon
own side of the House. which the parties might not be able to

agree,' said he. One of his leaders said la
The MINISTER OF FINANCE. You d Toronto, In September, 1899:

not know that.

Mr. MONTAGUE. Te hon. gentlemen
are there to answer for themselves. Why,
Sir, the Minister of Finance says we would
have been better off under unrestricted re-
clprocity. Why, then, are the men behind
him ashamed to admit that they ever suip-

Mr. MONTAGUE.

The policy which we advocate Is the removal
of every commercial barrier which exists between'
this country and the UnIted States. The Libe-
rai pa.rty, as long as 1 have anything to do'
with It, wIIl stand by this policy. I grn toot
expecting to win in a day, but am prepared to
remain in the cool shades of opposition until
this cause triumphs.
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