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berter than at points below the line. As you are going to keep our promses, but intelli-
know very well, Mr. Speaker, the prices gent nen kuow us by "bis time, and do not
were so good ·that i some cases men made expect us t()keep our promises. ilere !S
money, notwithstanding the duty, by bring- another pieee of inconsisteu-cy in this
ing over wleat from below the line. And speech. The lion. Minister says
the general opinion of men who know much
more of this subjeet than I do is that the I believe that there is nothing inconsistent witb
prospeet of touching it already greatly in- sound free trade principies in a government deal-
ti ced for the wors ing with a neigbour, toholdIn its hands what-

Miti bae and r thewrte.ortiwetf Teitrinsever 1eve ï it nay possess in the negotiations;-

2areagoingatoakeepheur promises, butrintelli

even this eeanr.det in titsbyism ed t
Swxsr to refer for a moment to the t o p

cor pi, which would have been a powerful
x)eeel1 of the Finance Mini;ter sMr. Field- lever in deaTing. Miith these same neiygsbours

eI am sorry lie is otepresent. stated i nt on et wih

Cýsond -frees tradericpens in goenet. dhel

Ili ne e e v t myreierpos snrt of thy reimaarks that that betis;
alsoo would have been a powerful

speech was full of inconsistencies, and m- how ie finishes this part of his speech
coiîsistencies that are very suggestive in the
li:rht of what I have been reading. lu the --and I say so to-day, not in the spirit of retali-
ourse of that speech · e.said : ation, because I say, Sir, that we ought not to re-

taliate upon the United States in the way some
It was not, indeed, until 1876, or about that people advocate.

time. that the question of a high tariff gravely Yet lie retaliates upon them. While he
occupied the attention of this House. . .

says we ougit not to retaliate lie lias in Lis
ie goes on to say :hands a retaliatory tariff.
Now, I believe that Sir John Macdonald was as I have heard it argued that what we should do

good a free trader as Mr. Mackenzie- is to let our tariff stand as it-is to-day. I cannot
Well, Sir, I had the honour of intimacy witht subscribe to that doctrine. The Liberal party
Sir John Maedonald and kueiw his opinion has pledged itself to give tariff reformn, and the
on every political question ; and I can say ountry expects the Liberal party to fulfil their

thar the statement that Sir John Maedonald pledge.
was a free trader and not a protectionist, And then they do fnot give the reforn they
which las been made by the Liberal press promise. In connection with that. i have
and by certain Liberals. for an objeet, I already read what the Prime Minister said
suppose. is vithout foundation. He was about retaliation. We are tol that tthis
an enlightened lprotectionist and thoroughly tariff especially belongs to him and that he
hlonest in lis conviction. No man, as those 's to be honoured li Englaind because le is
about me know, could make a sounder, more the author of it. And yet, lie says lie does
conclusive or more convincing protection not believe in retaliation.
speech than my hite illustrious leader. The I think that the country feels very
h tn. he Finance Minister denounced the in- inuch as certain carpenters felt when they
fant industries and said that " if ·the nurs- marched througih London on a celebra,ted
ing-bottle be taken away from then they' occasion. when what was a sham re-
will imimediately perish from the face of the form was before Parliament, and they had a
earth." And lie indicated that lie wIould banner on which was inscribed : " Deal with
take it away. But lie has not eittempted to us ofn the square ; we have been chiselled
take it away, and it is there yet. Then. lie too long." Consider the proImises of the
denounced bonuses. He gave us a fancy lon. Prime Minister, of the hon. Finance
description, a fine piciture, of the old-fashion- Minister and the bon. Minister of Trade and
ed workman who never dreamt of asking Commerce. I do not mention the smaller
a bonus. But in the tariff which he was fry in that brilliant Ministry. But take tue
about to propose there was a bonus to tlie reat men among them, take the leaders.
iron nanufacturers. He says further : When we take their promises and their per-

formances, we feel like the carpeuter. and
I hesitate not to say that, if we should to-day, the country must feel in the same way, thatby sone rash step, do that which some hon. gen- they have not dealt with us ou the square.tiemen say we are bound to do, but which Intel-t

ligent men know we are not bound to do, and that we have been chiselled. and we want
would not do, we would not only break down to know exactly where we are. I say there
the manufacturing interests of the country, but !S in the character of the leaders, or of a
we would deal a blow at other interests of a few of the leaders, a sort of innate subter-
wider and more serious character. fuge by reason of which tlhey cannot pos-
He shows that they would be perfectly sibly make their conduct square with their
within their rights if they were Eto treat the professions. I have an- article here in the
manufacturing industries-and I say they " Reveil," written by an admirer of the
wouIld-as having no vested rights what- Prime Minister. and it is a very extra-
ever. Then. having given a bit of free trade ordinary artiele. It goe- over the history
clap-trap, he comes to action. The words of the Prime Minister. and says that he was
are the words of 8 free trader. but the ae- ft disciple of Papneau. It gives you the
tion is the action of a protectionist. He policy of Papineau and the policy of 1854,
says, in effect£: Some may suppose that we and says of that polic:
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