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the tariff changes and who was forgetting for a
moment that we were throwing off three or four
millions of taxes. He spoke a moment afterwards
of the drop in the revenues for the current year.
He was not frank enough to say that that was
caused by the fact that since the ist of April
there hadi been an alnmost entire cessation of im-
ports in sugar. He complained again of some in-
terview there had been between the Postmaster
General and the President of the Canadian Pacifie
Railway, with the result that he discovered that
the Covernment were givinr larger mail subsidies
to the Caanadian Pacific R ailway. Thel hon. gentle-
man had not had the patience, nor had lie the
candour, to go on and to say that in the interval
between the old figures and the nei, a large systen
of railways known as the New Brunswick Railway
with a large and expensive postal service, had been
taken over by the Canad ian Pacifie Railway, and
the paynents that were formerly made to the New
Brunswick Railway now appeared as made to the
Canadian Pacifie Railway. The hon. member
had one of his old-time reniarks concerning the
decline of trade, and after the unnumbered rebukes
which lie has received in this Parliament, I was
sonewhat surprised to find that with a view to
discre,lit the Government, with a view to discredit
the National Policy, lie ventured to dwell once more
upon the lecline in trade between 1873 and 1890.
He chooses as the first term of the comparison the
volume of our foreign trade in 1873, when be knew
perfectly well that the entire decline occurred
during the five years when bis tariff, his fiscal policy,
and not ours influenced our foreign trade. He was
not aware thiat the figures he gave vould only have
theeffectof reboundingagainst bimself, adiof bring-
ing our discussion back to his own wretched and
lamentable fiscal record. It reminds one of the story
that Joe Howe used to tell of a farier of Digby, in
western Nova Scotia, who went to spear a salmon
with the handle of a bush scythe, and in doing so
eut off his own head. That the lion. gentlenman
should have liad the courage to remind this House
of a decline in our foreign trade of fron 41 or 42 
millions, occurring during the four or five years
wlien lie was Finance Minister, is almost passing
belief. Isay that when Sir Richard Cartwright had
control of the fiscal policy of this country, the trade
went down by leaps and bounds, and when the Con-
servative party came into power the tide turned,
and trade hias steadily gone up by sonie 40 millions.
Howev'er. unfair and uncandid as' he was, I shall
not nake uiy statements so lacking in truth
as to insinuate that he was the cause and
ought to be held responsible for the 42 millions
of a decline. I know better. That was
in part due to great econonie causes entirely
beyond the control of any Finance Minister. I am
not going to the extreme length of saying that the
National Policy is calculated to develop foreign
trade. That is not its ain and purpose, though dur-
ing the existence of our National Policy our foreign
trade bas made a reasonable growth. The National
Policy has cut dQwn our foreign trade in two dis-1
tinct respects. It has cut off the export of some of
our own raw materials of manufacture, and eut off
the import of foreign goods made from those very
niaterials. In the article of household furni-
ture, school furniture, church furniture and all
that, the effect of the National. Policy was to,
cut off the export of that birch and ash timber, to
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eut off the drain of our sons who were going away
to the Ainerican States to work up that wood and
send it back to our provinces, and to cut off the
supply of food products that was leaving our prov-
inces as food for our own boys who were there in
those foreign mils ami factories making up that
furniture. Wlien you look at those trade tables,
you wil find a decline in the exports of this tinber,
it is no longer going out. these food products are no
longer going out, and the finislied products are no.
longer coiniig in. There is a decline in the out-go and
a decline in the imports, and that is one of the first
effects of the National Policy ; although that effect
tupon the volume of foreign trade was looked for, the
policy whicli produces that effect, ini my opinion, is
no blunder, but a capital success. A second advan-
tage of the National Policy was in respect of the
manufactures that w-e are well calculated to make
from the raw materials which we are not calculated
to grow. We were led to import raw niaterials
and to have thein ianufactured here and sold
in our own market, so that under the National
Policy we were importing raw cotton, raw ma-
nila ai raw sugar for example-whereas earlier
we had been imîporting cotton fabries, cordage
and refined sugar ; and in respect to the buik
of thattrade, again the foreigntrade tables will show
a decline in value. That was the expectation, that
was the very ain of those who defended the
National Policy-it was to keep for us our home
market by giving enploynent to home labour, by
building up our own 2towns and cities and thereby
to put ouir people in the position of such greater
thrift and confort that they would be able to buy
more largely than they had lheretofore been buying
of articles of luxury. I look at the tables, and I
find that despite the fact that there lias been a de-
cline in articles of the first class I speak of, mam-x
factured out of our own raw naterial, and articles
of the second class manufactured out of raw
materials grown abroad, so notable lias been
the increase in the comfort of the whole body
of our people, that despite these two reduc-
tions, our foreign trade lias grown hy $40,000,0).
The lion. gentleman says that the bulk of the
people are pool'. He gives us his own bald and
naked assertion, but he gives no proof. Year
after year I have occasion to go into as many homes
as the lion. gentleman, and I suppose a great nany
more. I know the condition of the people of my
own couity, and as the result of visiting hundreds
of their homes, I take the liberty of stating that
the bulk of the people are not poor. I give this as
an illustration : Wliereas twelve or fifteen years ago
musical instruments were seldom to be found in
the homes of the middle and working classes,
pianos being hardly ever seen and organs being rare,
now in the part of New Brunswick I represent the
bulk of the farmers are supplying their homes with
musical instruments. I put that fact against the hon.
gentleman's assertions. We were treated once more
by the hon. gentleman, as we have been treated
tinmes without number, and this unhappy nation
lias been treated times without number, to
tales of extravagance. The hon. gentleman told
us that when thé Dominion began its career
it spent $13,500,000, and now we are spendin
$36,000,000, and he cannot understand it. I
will tell the House why he cannot understand
it. The skies are too near his head andb is
horizon is too narrow. The hon. gentleman is a
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