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But, Sir, I know very well that, though tliolNiiy, more, Sir, I dofy iiiiy Kcntlcmiiii, In

prtnclph) of frf'u trade tins trliiiiiplicd in Hh- thlH HoiLso or out of It, to prove tliiil th«

Uult(Hl States—luid pei-linps tills Is the little Atnorlwiu miUiorltles ovor wimtx^l to iwsliul-

fltriitiJSoui which tlio hou. gentloiniui wantH Into the Caimdlan tariff to l;ho Aiuerlfiin tariff,

to employ upon this oceaslon, jierhnps this \h an tho pilr-o of unrestricted recli»rocity.

tho refufco ho wants to tnk(» for himself—

I

know verj' well, as well as the hon. gentle i
Some hou. MEMBERS. Oh.

man knows, that, although thi; priufiple ofi jyir. j^ADlUElt. Who says "no. IS
freo trad(^ has been adopted In the Uidted

^jj^j.^ ^^y ,„j,n j^ ti,iy House who will dial-
States, that freedom of tra(h> will not be

]
jj.yg,, i„y Htatement V Ministers have assert-

applle<l In tho tjiriff this year, or next year. |j,Q j(.^ j jinnw, but let tliem brlnn tho
or tho year after. F know that for a Ki'<'iif

i evidence. Let Uiem brluK tlu. correspond-
many .vears to come, the American pe(iph> will I

.^.y ^iiioU they have Ui ilieir own po.sses-
continue to levy their revenue by a CiiHloms

y[pj, ^^, ^£i,u(,,,,i.s uero made that stuu-
tJiriff, but T say this to the hon. Kentlo-

^j,.jjj_ Tvnaisters on the other .side have said
man : That hencefoi-ward, not only as umf,'

ti,^, y^ry reverse; ami sinc(> th(! corres-
as the Democratic party ar(> in powei-, (out

| pondence has not been brouRlit down, I ror
I bellove, also, that wiienever fho Republican

'

|j^y .^ ^.^^^^^^^^ ^^^ believe the stalcment,
party cornea bade to power), that no uiore

, ,^,j^jj gj ^^ nsslmllatlntj the Canadian tariff
shiill revenue be levied for the purpose oti^^^

^j^^, American tariff. It would bo very
protection, but that It shall be levied only

i

gij„ci,i,,j,, „f (.om-se, to hou. gentlemen on the
forthepurposesof a^ revenue, and for uothlnK:^^,^^,^.

^,,,^. ^,f ,„,. jj„^, ^,^^ ji^y,, ^ot
else; because,

"«
J I'iivo said to the hnn. ,

,, ,,^.5 ^^^^ ,^,,(,1,, i,^„i ^f the
Kentleman. the tarllf of protection Has been ^^ ^.„^,.f %^^^^ ^„, statute-boou-lt
denounced by the American people as a fraud

^^^^ ^,^ .shocking to them If tho
and a rol)bpry. Sir, T have stated, and I ro

pe.'it It here, that our tariff is simply an iml
Liberal party were now to assimilate} tho

Canadian taiiff to tho American tirit'f In tho
tation of the American tariff and, as tnoj

,^^ ^.j^^j^ ^j^^j.,, j, „^,i, „ .liscrei-
AnuM-icau tariff was denounced, so now I rt';- ^ -jn,.y them.selves can do It, and do
nounco tJie Can.adlan t/irlff as a fraud, I / ^ the cloak of loyalty. Loyalty, Sir.
denounce It as a robbery of the great

j^ ^^^^ ^^^^ ^^.^ ,,„o,y ,,,,^y things
majority of the Canadian peoplf for the bone-

1

^,^j^, j^ ^.,^^y,.^^ ^j„,l^jj. ^he
fit of the few. I denoimce It In the name otl

my
form the tariff. Wliy, Sir, the Finance iMin-

Ister cannot do it, because he will

never dare to extirpate from It tlie vicious

fully admit that if there wore between the

American tariff anu tho Canadian tariff a

great divergence in regard to some articles,
uevei uure 10 exurpaie iniui lu uie vicious =---

^, „„it„i„„ t,„^,.i,i v^r> nlm/^a^
principle which is Ibe bane and evil of it. ^^^^i:^ ^.^^' ^:^^:!^^l^'S.
I know what he will do. He will tinker

his tariff ; he will i)atch it ; ho will polish

tho siu'face of it so as to give it tho apiiear-

ance of reform, but as to jiny measure of

reform in the tariff, it will, and must be as
hollow as the fniit of the Dead R(\a. Mr.
Speaker, I come now to an objection which
I have not heard in tills House, but which
is commencing to be circulated in tho Gov-
ernment press. T have seen it stated in th^-

ministerial press, not only in one paper, but
in several, that tlie Liberals cannot be sin-

cere In tlieir policy of tariff reform. It is

stated th.at they cannot bo sincere when they
profess to be In f.avour of alleviating the bur-
dens which press upon the majority of the
people, because, forsooth, only a few months
ago, they wanted to assimilate the Canadian
tariff to the American tariff, under the guise

of unrestiicted reciprocity. I denounce this

statement as an absolute falsehood, and I

defy any man, either In this House or out of

it, to quote an expresion from any Liberal
that hvj ever attempted or wanted to assimil-

ate the Canadian tariff to the American tariff

impossible. There are two reasons for that.

The first is tliat if there were a great differ-

ence between the two tariffs in regard to

some article, a similar article would be Im-

ported from abroad into the country having

the lower tariff, with the view of smuggling

it Into tlie country with the hlglier tariff.

There Is another reason which I will state,

and which will commimd itself to hon. gen-

tlemen opposite. If there were a groat dis-

crepancy between the tariffs in one article,

the manufacturer in tho country with the

lower tariff would have a great advantage

over the manufacturer in tho country with

the higher tariff. But let mo say that we
have always been in f.avour of rociprocity.

No one would suppose, because we were in

favour of imrestricted reciprocity, that if

we could not obtahi that we sliould not take

anvthlng else. Again .and again wo have
said that if we could not obtain ledprocity

along the whole line, unrestricted, unlimited,

we should be wilUng to take reciprocity In

natural products, or in natural products with

manufactured articles included. But when

mu»M


