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Retinriicity—thn kinrl of rooipmcity that thftt did-

tiiiKiiiHlioil K<'"tl<'nian, KriwtUM Wiinaii, advocutcH,

i« Homi'thiiiK- Tliiit kiiul of inciprooity ivotiially iiit^auH

HdiiictliiiiK, luioaiiHc that iiifaiiM that you Hliall take the

|(ro(hi(;t' vi Htatdii iHlairl whnthor thiiy Im of tho farm
or of th(i workHhop, and tako thfiii to hoiih' groat

country with wliiuh yo\i liavo a lari<(' trade, liko the

provinucH north of iiH, tlio Dominion of Canada, and
oxthatign thi'm fri'oly for all tho jirodnctH <)f that

country with cfpial freedom. If you had reciprocity,

rho Mclilnley Bill showed
[

actual reciprocity with the nnt.iiiM of the world, what
would you havoT
A voice -" Froo Trade,"
A gentleman nays " Free Trade,'' Why, it ix no une

for me to come all the way from Oiiio to tell you atiy-

thiii({ about thcHituation artto reciprocity. Tliere you
havi' it in two wor(l«. Jf you had reciprocity itwo\dd
nimply mean that you co\dd f,'o<lown to the harlniur of

New \<nk with iinything you have, lay it on any
vesnel there and send it to any part of the earth and
trade it for anything' you wanted and liriiiR thone

j,'oodn liack and hcII them whenever you pleased.

I HoMietimes (;ive a definition .i( ii'ciprocity which
is a hit lunuonius, liut which titK the case exactly.

It is tills : iMaude and C'huule are a couple of young

knows rh7i1-"fl"u> I

1"'"1''''- 'l''"''''" l''i« lieen a K'vat deal in the neWH-

t^"^^/ /"'7 "^<*ii>apers .about reciprocity, and Maude is like moHt
party now lu power ni-o not only la favour

,
;,,„',„„„ she has not Inkhercd much abimt politicn.

of frw trailo as a genoraJ piinclplo, Imt In
j

,she had to pet several new .Iresses i'i., -ntumn and
particular arc In favour of rcoiproolly with 1 has been i)rettyb\isy generally, and she -ays : "Claude,
Canada. Now, Sir, of nil tiie speeches I have

[

T have been loading about reciprocity '^' ''-^ "

listened lo (luriii)^ thl.s deb;ite, thei'o was one i

iccipidcity ?"

wo adopted tho policy of unrestrloted ri>cl-

proclty lu 1888, the tender, -y of the Ameri-
can tariff was a downward tendency. There
were many Indlcntions of that. The first

wiw the Mesaago of I'rwident Cleveland,

otldressed to Congress In tlio fall of 1887, In

which he had directly iittackoil tlie system
of protection.

Mr. SPROTTLK.
It more,

Mr. liAUIlIER I will come to Uint. It Is

true, shortly afterwards a wave of protec-

tion passed over the United SUites, which rtv

siUtwl In tho McKlnloy IMU ; but tho M(y
Klnley Hill was tlio last spasmodic effort of

a system which was about to full to pieces

and which o.\Ist.s no nior(>. The hon.

gentleman knows that the McKtnloy Bill has
l)iH>u ctmdemned In emphatic terms by tlie

American people Lu tlie last election, and he
knows that It ^ /ill be repealed at the next
session of Congress. Ho

s'ow, what is

Why," ho says. " Don't you know? Now, if I

kiss you and you kisn mt^ back, that's reciprocity."

To which she retorted that siie always supposed it

was Homethiug nice.

1 am in favour of that kind of rcciiirocity between
US and tli{^ country wo trade with. If we arc going
to kiss tlieiii, wo want to be kissed back a little in ve-

tin'u, and wiieu we pick out the girls w(^ are going to

kiss, instead of picking out the black ones of Kouth
America, 1 would pick out the white ones of Canada
and Kurope.

It's a matter of taste, and I believe that the Demo-
crats would just as soon that it would bo white.

Now, If my hon. friend will only persuade
tho hon. INIinlstor of Finance to go back to

Washington and offer his cheek for a chaste
osculation, the thing will l)e done at once.

But, Sir, it may be said to me : Wliat is the
tise of having reciprocity, even in natural

favour of reciprocity. He hoped It ; he was i products. If the contUtlon of the farmers In

not sure ; neither am I. I think they a^e the United States Is worse thtin the condition
not ; but if they are, then they have an op of our own farmers ? I am sure that I need
portimity of getting reciprocity. They ctin not give an answer to this question to my
have it. I stated a moment ago tJiat tlie i hon. friend from East Durham, because he
Democratic party were in favour of reclpro- ! Is in favour of reciprocity ; neither need I
city with Canada. I have the proof in my give It to my hon. friend from Richmond
hand, and I will give It to the hon. gentle- i (^Ir. GUlies), because he is in favour of red-
man. The hon. gentleman is aware that

j

proclty. But there may be some other gen-
one of the most Impoi-tant members of the

]

tlemen on the otlier side of the House who
Democratic party to-diiy in tlie United States ' are of the opinion of a former President of
is Mr. Campbell, the ex-governor of Ohio. In the Council, Ji". Colby, who was against

to which I listened with peciUlar pleasure.

That was the speech of the hon. member for
East Durham (Mr. CraJg). It was almost a
Liberal .speech. It Is tnie, It was still

tainted with some Conservtitlve heresy, but i

on tlio whole It was a very good speech ; and
when I listened to the hon. gentleman speak- :

lug iis ho did, It seemed to me that he was
very much In the position of Ivlng Agrlppa
iiir the preaclilng of St. I'aul, when lie

exclalmcl :
" Almost thou persuadest mo to

be a Chi'istlan." I presume that the hon.
goutleuiiiu Is almost a Christian—I mean
Liberal ; he Is trying to lift his party up to

n. high«r sphere ; he is in ftivour of tariff re-

form ; he Is even In ftivour of reciprocity ;

and he said—I marked the sentence—that he
hoped that the Government were also In

the month of December last Mr. Campbell
delivered a speech on Staten Island, In which
he refen'ed to this very question of recipro-
city with Canada. Mrst of all, he i-eferred

to the policy of reciprocity put forward by
the Republican party In the clause of the
McIOnley BUI, containing a standing offer of
reciprocity to tlie tropical and seml-ti-oplcal

countries of South America. Then Mr.
Campbell spoke as follows :

—

reciprocity even in natural products. The
t iidvimtage we should have in reciprocity,

j

even In natural products, would be this, that
protection Is one and the same thing on both

1 sides of the line ; and If we had free trade
only In natural products, the condition of the

I farmers on one side and the condition of the
farmers on the other would be benefited to
that extent. But I know that besides the
hon. member for Bast Durham and the hon.

I


