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assume for the purpose of this argument,

and only for this purpose, that the taxes

average 30 per cent. In that case our taxes

on the cotton goods consumed In Canada
would amount to consiileraljly ovoi $;),(KM),-

000, and the amoimt that goes into the trea-

sury is only $1,100,000. In the case of sugar,

of which the hon. gentleman has boosted so

ranch, while I agree with him that Ihe con-

sumption is about H44,(K)0,000 lbs., the tax la

-,\ of a cent per pound, and tliough it may be

quite ti-ue that the i-eflner was not able to ex-

tract the uttermost of his pound of tlesii. but

the people are compelled to pay at least

$2,000,000 a vear for tlie benelit of the rctlner,

while only about .i;80,000 goes into the public

treasuiy. I take the case of binding twine,

which the hon. gentleuuvn has graclou&iy

been pleased to reduce from 2 cents to 1

cent. What was the amount of tax last

year ? It was shown to be 2 h cents, or 20

pe'* cent, on 10,0' <<».<((«) lbs., meaning a tax oi"

$250,000 a year, of which the revenue only

recfc'.v-xl $12,000. I take the ca.sc of rice, and

in regard to that article his calculations differ

from' mine. We imported of cioan rice about

3,000,000 lbs., and of paddy or uncleaned

rice about 20,000,000 lbs. I do not know ex-

actly the loss ill the conversion of unclean

hito clean nee, but all rice consumed in Can-

ada paid Ij cents per pound, that being the

tax on the cleaned articles. That means that

the neople paid somebody, though not into The

treaisury, a tax of at least S250,000, while the

revenue received is only $SO,0(X). I will not

dwell on the results r£ this oppressive system

as regards coal oh or iron, which enters so

largely into the consumption of all agricul-

turists, or binder twine ; but taking chose arti-

cles together, the taxes on the four wiiicii I

have enumerated amount to from $8,000,000 to

$9,000,000 a year, while all that is received by
tbo revenue if omy $1,250,000 I liavo paiduo
attention whatever to the well-known fact

tliat In many of these cases the tax is enor-

mously increased by the middleman's charges.

It is well known to everybody that if you put

a tax on an article and it passes, before It

reaches the final consumer, through two or

three hands, the +ax is enormously increased.

I have left that wholly and entir'>ly out of

the questiou. I have merely called attention

to the '.jnonnous amount which, under the

operation of rny protective tariff is taken

out of the people's pockets over and above
the sum whleh goes into the revenue. On
most of those articles the taxes are imposed

BO us to luu-t the farmer more especially, and
you must I'eiuemliei that ov(.>r and aliovc

this liigh taxation, over and above tiie high

bonuses given to protocted manufacturers. tlu3

condition of things is such that almost the

whole weight falls on the farmers unler the

McKinley Eiil, liecause, aLhough it may not

benefit the United States consumer, it does
Injure the Canadian producer. You will find

my other stiitement; is perfectly correct, that

under thp combined operations of these three

heavy systems of taxation, taxation for Gov-

ernment purposes, taxation for the benefit

of protected miuiufacturera, and taxation

under the McKinley tariff, every acre of land

now imder cvdtivation in any poi-tlon of

Canada is practically subject to a heavy rent.

In fact, in many parts of Canada that rent Is,

I believe, after a careful examination, fully

equal to the outside rent that is paid hi any

part of England for ordiuf^.ry farm lands. Sir,

the hon. gentleman was good enough in a re-

cent discussion to tell us that after all Siild

aud done it was really a law of nature, and

tluit people nowadays will rush from the coun-

try to the towns, and there is no help for it.

In ottier words, the policy of the Government
may be defined as follows : They are aware

there is a detennination of blood to the head,

and 't is their policy by overtaxing the

farn:ers, by making agriculture unproduc-

tive, to do even-thing in their power to in-

crease it. That is practically their policy so

far V -J the farmers are concerned. I turn to

the manufacturers, the hon. gentleman's

special protege., and frienda. I am vei-y du-

bious indeed if the great bulk of Uie manu-
factui .'s, iis contradistinguished from a few
specially pette^l interests, have gained any-

thing under this tariff, and I r\ake this as-

sertion boldly. I think there is very strong

reason to believe that the great bulk of the

manufacturers in Canada would ha-e pros-

pered much more under the revenue tariff

of 1878 than under the present system . Sir,

those census statistics on which the hon.

gentleman relies are essentially, I might

almost say, on the face of them, statis-

tics on which no thorough dependence can

be placed. The hon. gentleman alluded some
time ago to the veiT large increase in the

number of industrial stablishments. Well,

Sir, that statement had attracted my eye also.

I took eleven towns in Ontario which I Imew
best, and examined the list of industries, or

rather industrial estabUshments whk^h were
credited to tliose towns, and I recommmd
hon. gentlemen in this House and my friends

out of it to pay special attention to this list I

find that In Bowmanvine, with a population

of 3,377 souls, there were 8(5 industrial estab-

lishments ; in Cobourg, with 4,829 souls, there

were 83 industrial establishments ; in CoiliUg-

wood, M-ith a population of 4,940, there were
78 industiial establishments ; in Napanee, of

AA'hlch I know something, with a. population

of 3,434, I was happy to leai-n. for the lirst

time in my life, that it possessed 84 tndusirial

(\srabllshm"eiits ; Osliawa, wllh a population

of 4,060, had 94 industrial eslabllshments :

Trenton, wicii a p'.pulatiou of 4,.300, tuul 02
industrial esUtl/lishment'i ; WTiltby, with
a population of 2,780. had 92 iinlustrial

establishments ; Port Hope, with a population

of 5.042. had 140 Industi-ial establisliments ;

Stxaithroy, with a pcnulation of 3.316, had 132

industrial establishments ; Mount Forest, with
a population of 2,214, had 92 Industrial es-

tablishments ; in other words, in all those

favoured places undeT the itifluence f)f the

National Tollcy every five, six or seven faml-
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