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oocasion when a question came up for dis-

cusaiou touching professional philantliropists,
I rememlxir also that I spoke inadvertently
and somewhat slightingly of that valuable
class of men. Sir John took me up at once.
Professional philanthropists, lie assured me,
were an exceedingly useful set of people. He,
himself, always Uked to have one or two pro-
fessional philanthropists in his cabinet. They
were useful, he said, for the pui-pose of keep-
ing up the average of respectability, whicli,
he remarked—and I entoely agi-eed with Liiu
—was sometimes quite a desideratum ; but
he went on to observe, and I remember the
words well—possibly the hon. gentleman may
have heard them—that he had noticed tliiii

men who went in to get a living by
making other people better were apt, in
course of time, to re<iuire extensive moral
repaira themselves. Now, far be it from mo
to say tliat the hon. Finance Minister is In
need of extensive moral repairs. I depreciite
any such inference being taken from my
words. Since he has become Minister of
Finance it may be that his views on moral
questions have broadened and widened con-
siderably ; but I iun free to say that I believe
him to be quite as pure-minded now as when
he entered Parhament. But, as Sir John
observed, the reason of this Uttle
defect in professional pliil.mthropists was
that virtue had gone out of them ; and It did
appear to me, after listening to the hon.
gentleman's speech, that he likewise had come
to the conclusion that -virtue had gone out of
the National Policy, and that some other
device must speedily be souRi for the purpose
of circumventing people for their own good—
for their own good, you will understand. Mr.
Speaker—or else his seat and the seats of his
colleagues were Imperilled. Now. Sir, one
thing at any rate is clear from the
declaration of the hon. gentleman. By
his own express statement and admission,
which I will aUude to more at length lati'r on
—and let me say it was one of the most re-
markable statements I ever remember to
have heai'd or read of a Minister of Finimce
making on a similar subject^the whole fiscal
policy of the Government is now up for re-
view, the whole fiscal policy is to be examined
from the bottom up, for the hon. gentleman's
declaration meant that and nothing else. We
have had fourteen years of the hopeful experi-
ment of endeavourhig to make oui-selves rich
by Increashig our taxes. What has been the
result of that experiment ? Sir, there is, let
me teU the hon. gentleman, a very widespread
feeling that the whole National Policy has
been from first to last an egregious fraud.
There are men to-day in the street and in
the market place, in the shop and on the
faim, wherever men are gatliered to-day. aU
Canada over, who are recalling the predic-
tions and the promises by which they
were induced fourteen years ago to adopt
this same National Policy, and they are com-
paring those promises and those ni-wllo Ions
with the ascei-talnod facts which confront

every one at this moment It Is not my pur-
pose to enter minutely, at all events, into all
the petty minutiae with which the Minister
of Finance was obUged to fill a large part
of Lis speecih ; but there is one ro.ij4li and
ready test which every man, learned or un-
learned, can apply, which I have always felt
and always said was a test worth a hundred
tnoiisand or a hmulred thousand thousand
of all those petty percentages and all thoso
llTtle quibbling detidls which have l)oon pre-
sented to the House, if you want to asc rtain
whether the coimtry Is prosperous or not.
If a country is prosperous, people all over
the world will be glad to go there ; they will
1)0 glad enough to stay in such a counti-y, and
they will be loth to leave it. That is a rough
and ready test, I grant you, but it is one which
ov(>i-y man can apply, and the tnith of which
no human being who knows anytlilng of the
position of the country will ever venture to
dispute, and that test before I sit d wii I
propose to .ipply to the hon. gentleman's argu-
ments. We have to-night sundry fallacies
to deal witli, wt> have sundry, I will not call
them falsehoods, but statements without
foiuidation In fact to expose, and sundry con-
spiracies, I fear, to lay bare. Let us tjike up
the long Ust of broken pledges by means of
which hon. gentlemen opposite carried tlie

cotmtry against Mr. Mackenzie and his Ad-
nnnlstrathm hi 1878. Sir, I remt'inber wel,
perhaps the Minister of Financi> does nut,
because his parliamentary Ufe is rather short
compared with mine, how the people were
told that give tliose hon. gentlemen the right
to control the destinies of Canada and they
^^'ould stop the exodus, ihoy would pr vi le
a home market for everything our farmers
could raise, they would restore the bal-
ance of trade—they laid great empliasia
on restoring the balance of trade in those
days—they would enrich our people, they
would raise the value of land and raise the
value of farm products (but the hon. gentle-
man has got new light on that question
since that time) they would fill the North-
west from end to end with a teeming pop-
ulation, and, lastly, they would obtain reci-
procity with the United States. The bare
recital is enough. All those pledges and pro-
mises may weU match with Sir Charies
Tupper's famous declaration that in a few
brief years, and ten years have elapsed since
then, we would export 640,000,000 bushels of
wheac from Manitoba, and on 31st Decem-
ber, 1890, !i;58,800,00O would be paid into our
treasury, as profits from the sale of our pub-
lie lands, and the Canadian Pacific Railway
would not cost the people a sou. 1 shall
make a short review, and a very short one
of the way in which those promises have
been fTilfilled, I regret not to see the hon
First Minister in his place, because the First
Minister's view and mine with respect to the
exodus differs slightly, and there would be
given an opportunity on this occasion for the
.1.!.. -,, .1... ,,.„,, ,.^ leuccm Uiu pienge ne
partly gave that he would review and con-
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