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WILEY’S DRUG STORE,
Opp. Normal School, Queen Street,

DRUGS. MEDICINES. PAT. MEDICINES.
PERFUMERY. TOILET ARTICLES.

JOHN M. WILEY, - - ETON.

Davis7 Quinine Iron and Wine.
TESTIMONIAUX.

UPPER CAVERHILL, You Co.. N. B., Joly «. 188*.
Gkobgk U. Davis, Esq.—Dear Sir,—In answer to your letter of enquiry relative to the benefit deriv

ed from Davis' Quinine, Iron ami Wine, allow me toaiy that I consider it a wonder, and the 
best Ton e I have ever used. Laving tried several others without having been benefited any. I was in
duced to'try your Quinine, Iron and Wine, and am now a new man, having gaiued by its use my former 
strength and activity, and as for my appetitc.it never was bettor.

Very truly yourr, ELIJAH N A VINS.

Davis* Quinine, Iron and Wine
PIIEPARED ONLY BY

Geo. H. Davis, Cor Queen and Regent Sts., Fredericton.

1883. Spring and Summer 1883.
FASHIONS

HAVE ARRIVED.
ta- NOW IS TUB TIME TO HAVE YOUR ‘

Sparing and Summer Suits Made Up in First-Class Style
BEFORE THE RUSH COMMENCES.

A PERFECT FIT EVERY TIME, 
lcular attention paid to Cutting aa usual.

W. E. SB BY.

>N. OAKUM.
BOILER PLATES.

13 EGEIVED and in store. Ex. Barque “Paramatta," and 8.8. “Hibernian” and “Caspian
17.7!Si Bars Refined and Spike Iron,

580 Bundles Plating and Hoops, various sixes and gauges, 
210 Bundles Navy and Hand Picked Oakum,

- Noe.'20, 22, 23, 24 and 26,
jeets Nos. 10,12,14,16 and 18 Sheet Iron,
1 Case* Galvanised Sheet Iron.

I. k F. BURPEE k CO.
Boiler Plates, Best B. B., and B-B B and Lowmoor,

Boiler Tubes and Rivets, 410 Bdls Sled Shea Steel.
47 Bdte îtoe Caulk Steel, 181 Steel Plow Plates,

__ 37 Bdls, and 15 Pars Round Machine Steel. 15—16 to 3 Ineh.
TO ARRIVE PER "PHCENIX." FROM ANTWERP: 25 Cask, Sheet Zinc, Nee. 6 to 10.

SLED SHOE STEEL.
SHEET ZINC. SHEET IRON.

Celestial City Billiard Hall,
QUKEX STREET, FREDERICTON,

SCHNECK ||LJ|I]|| tWgyMUMy A_ OHOIOB

BEER,;

G-lNOER

ALE.

CIGARS,

HOWARD & CRANGKLE, Props.

TIB CHEAPEST PLACE

IN THE CITY

Geld and Silver Watches,

Fine Gold Jewelry,

Gold Plated Jewelry,

Solid Silver Ware,

Slated Ware, Clods,

Spectacles and Eye Glasses,

Jas. P. Fowler’s

Opp. Post Office,

FREDERICTON, - N.

THIS SPACE IS RESERVED POR

JOHN OWENS, GROCER,

Queen Street, Fredericton, N. B.

Great Z*r epar atlons

SPRING TRADE
New Good» Coming: in and in Coui'HO of

Bedsteads; 40 ventre Tables; 10 B Walnut Sideboards and secretaries; 40 Bureaus and Slake; 
M Cradles; ?0 parlor Mirrors; 75 Lounges; 25 .Students’Chairs and Rockers; 80 Wash dtands 
and Tot te ts ; 10 11 at Trees ; luo Child’s t hairs ; ^0Q feet of Picture Moqldlngsi 76 Mattresses ami 
my USUAL LARGE STOCK of Crockery and Glassware, Lamps, Table Cutlery, silverware and 
Fancy Geods. Wholesale and Retail at Lowest Prices,

JAS. C. McNALLY.
Michael. Donohue,

BLACKSMITH,
HARVEY STATION. York Go.

______ 1 , a «C
Wiqtiiu WérH- s,v4 Shoeing, Hope Shoeing, J3tc. 

nU-fuiiily dune at moderate rate?.
Pah, 2.1883.

FRKDKRICTON

MONUMENTAL WORKS,
Queen Street,

JUST ABOVE REFORM CLUB ROOMS.
flMIF Snhsfriher bcff-v to inform the. Public that 
-I I,y >» lo:y*deutu all''sorts of "

plain and Ornamental

MONUMENTS, TABLETS,
fente Stone* and Post*,

*©“ First Class M.-terhl and Workmanship 
guaranteed.

JOHN MOORE.
Fredericton, Sept. 1.

PEEK HOTEL,
Fredericton, R, B,

J. A. Edwards,
PROPRIETOR.

FINK SAMPLE KOOMS IN CONNECTION.
Aug. 25,1882.

NAILS. NAILS.

YN Slock and for Bale LOW. 130 Keg« Nall». 
1 Steel Plate—Ileal in the Market. Good as a 

Clinch Nail.

Z. R. EVERETT,

STAPLE 4 FANCY

DRY GOODS,
READY-MADE

CLOTHING, &c.
A large stock on band, which will be sold at a 

small advance on cost.

OJWEN SHARKEY.

LADIES’

DRESS GOODS
In great variety, Mantles, Ulsters, Shawls, Squares, 
Clouds, Corsets, Hose, Fur Caps, Kid Mite and 
Gloves

READY-MADE CLOTHING
In Ulsters, Overcoats, Reefers, for men and boys

Pe|| aad Pur Hats;
Cloth, Plush and Fur Caps,

In South Sea Seal, Baltic Seal, Parian Lamb, 
Astrachan anq Coray,

M&A large stock qf Furnishing Goods.Under- 
clothmg, Ulster Cloths, Overcoatings, Tweeds, 
Blanketing, Flannels—all colors, Grey and White 
Cottons, Tickings, Ducks, Drills, Jeans. Carpets, 
Camp Blanketing, Tranks, Valises, Travelling 
Bags. All of which will be sold at prices that can
not fail to give satisfaction.

Buffalo Robes daily expected.
TpST Reefers $4.00 to $12.00, Overcoats $4.50 to

$1635.

Owen Sharkey.
Fredericton, March 9 th, 1883.

HAIR DRESSING.
fïLF.MENT HetilLt’bogi to inform his 
V friends and the public that he is in a better po
sition than ever to meet the wants of his custom
ers. Hair Dressing, Shaving, Shampooing, etc., 
executed in the best style of the art, and at moder
ate rates.

When you wish an easy shave 
As good as barber ever gave.

Just call on meat my tohsorio! room.
At morning, eve, or busy noon.

I'll cut and curl the hair with grace,
To suit the contour of the fare,

My pt4m is nwat and towels olean.
Scissors sharp and razors keen ;

And everything I think you will find 
To suit the taste and please the mind. 

And all that art and'.skil! can do 
If you will call I'll do for you.

CLEMENT McGILL. 
Next below Z. R. Everett’s. j*n. 19,1882,

In York wants the cheapest and best Stove he can 
get. If you do call at

The New Foundry
WEST END QUEEN STREET,

Opposite the Orange Hall, where you will find a 
new kind of cooking stovk called the

“FARMER”
The heaviest castings, best draft and cheapest 
stove in the city. To parties buying this stove we 
warrant to give perfect satisfaction, if not return 
it to our foundry and we will refund your money, 
and make you a present of five dollars. Constant
ly on hand a new and first-class assortment of-Parlor 
Cook, Close and Cylinder Stoves. Fancy and orna
mental eastings of all kinds done, cheaper then the 
cheapest in this city. We pay cash for old iron or 
take it in exchange for our stoves. Our Motto is 
Quick sales, small profits, and first-olass workmanship.”

O'Toole & M'tiaffrey,
West End, Opposite Orange Hall,

Fredericton, Feb. 3.1883.

HOT AIR FURNACES !
—AND—

REGISTERS
Always in stock. Furnaces fitted up in the most 
thorough and workman-like manner.

JT. * J, O’BRIEN.

WINE MERCHANT,

DIRECT IMPORTER

Old Brandies !
DUBLIN AND SCOTCH

Malt Wildes, 4c.
SAINT JOHN, N. B.

jCfiT’Our Wines. Cognac Brandies, Jfcc., being di
rect importations, personally selected, and coming 
from the shipper direct, places us in a position, 
[and the only position] in which a merchant can 
with perfect confidence guarantee ngc, purity and 
character.

St. John.N. B.,0ct. 12,1882.

HI 8 lltll
Ex. S. S. “CASPIAN."

180 GASES E. 5c J. BURKE’S IRISH WHISKEY. 

• * *
Quarts, Pints and Half-pints.

Also—
0 Hhds BASS ALE,
15 Barrels BASS ALE,
25 Octaves BASS ALE,

gxtp qnniitte»,

Also—

10 Quarter Casks FINE OLD FOUR DIAMOND 
PORT WINE.

10 Quarter Casks SUPERIOR QLD BROWN 
SHERRY.

Imported Expressly for Family lisp.

Lee k Logan.
SAINT JOHN, N. B

St. John, Feb. 16,1883.

rpHE Store lately occupied by Mr. S. A. Pdrdik, 
A opposite Officers'Barracks, Queen Street. Possession given immediately.
„ . . „ OWEN SHARKEY.
Fredericton, March 28tb, 1883.

JUST RECEIVED

250 Tumblers White Clover

HONEY,

H. S. CARMAN’S,
York Street.

[From Hansard.]

The Budget Debate.

Mr. Paterson’* Reply to Sir Leonard 
Tilley.

Mr. Paterson (Bfqjit.)—We have had 
again the pleasure of listening to the 
financial statement from the hon. Finance 
Minister of the Dominion. It is a matter 
of a great deal of importance to every 
hon. member of this House, as, no doubt, 
it is to every citizen of the country who 
takes any interest in the affairs of .State. 
I have listened, in common with others, 
as carefully as I could to the remarks 
that have fallen from the lips of the hon. 
gentleman who administers our finances. 
It is impossible, of course, to remember 
all thé points, to recollect all the state
ments, much less to carry in one's mind 
or jot down as they are uttered all the 
figures and tables of figures that may bo 
given; but I think I have been able to 
gather, from the statements that have 
fallen from the hon. gentleman’s lips, 
enougli to enable mo to, at any rate, 
follow in some measure the line of l\is 
argument, and to notice at some little 
length some of the statements he has 
made and the deductions he has drawn 
therefrom. No doubt the debate will go 
on, and many other hon. members will 
take part in it, and it will be quite possible 
for them, when the figures we have 
listened to are in r int and in the posses
sion of hon. members, to carefully scan 
them and see whether the interpretation 
placed upon them by the hon. Finance 
MinUter can be fully borne out. This 
task I leave in the hands of hon. gentle
men on both sides of the House who, 
I am sure will be able to deal intelligently 
with the subject. Following then the 
line adopteiAy the hon. Finance Minis
ter, I am(brought first to consider the 
question of administration with reference 
to the public expenditure. The hon. 
gen'leman knew that the Public Ac
counts were in the hands of members; 
he knew they showed that there had 
been a very great increase of expenditure; 
and he did what it was only natural he 
should do, he sought to break the force 
of that by attempting to explain and 
justify each item, in order, if possible, to 
save himself, and the Administration of 
which he is one of the able members, 
from blame and censure in that regard. 
Nor am I disposed to say that he alto
gether failed in showing that in some of 
this increased expenditure there is a 
corresponding benefit derived from the 
receipts of different Departments in 
which this increased expendi ture is made; 
nor do I desire, though the hon. gentle
man seemed to think it was part of our 
policy to withhold this information from 
the public, to withhold it from them. 
I am quite willing the people of this 
country should understand, that while 
we have increased the expenditure upon 
our railways and -canals, we have also 
increased the revenue -therefrom, and 
that should be taken into account. But, 
Sir, the point I think the country is 
interested in is this: that in all these ex . 
planations, in all these justifications, the 
people are sometimes apt to be bewilder
ed and to say: “Why can’t our Members 
of Parliament, in dealing with figures, 
give some figuree that may be taken and 
accepted as correct—without explanation 
without justification, without explaining 
away. Why not give us figures upon 
which we can all agree?” Now, Sir, I 
think that is the duty of the Govern
ment, and I think that is my duty, 
addressing myself now to the task of at
tempting to reply, though it may be but 
feebly, to the utterances of the Finance 
Minister. And if we do that, we will 
have but little difficulty in understand
ing and convincing the people that the 
hon. gentleman opposite who, when in 
for five years, charged upon the Admin
istrât" on of that day, gross extravagance, 
because the public expenditure had 
been increased. I will be able to charge 
back upon those hon. gentlemen, and it 
will not be for them to resent anything 
in this direction, they themselves having 
adopted that line of criticism when they 
occupied this side of the House. The 
figures I propose to take are those of the 
official documents furnished by the Gov
ernment to the House; the figures I shall 
adduce, will be figures not cooked in any 
manner by myself, but those placed in 
our hands by the Government of the day. 
And am I not fair in doing so? While I 
admit the hon. Finance MÜïïster has a 
right to make explanations as to the in
crease in various directions, he will not 
forget that the same state of things pre
vailed under the Mackenzie Administi 
tion—that if there is justification now, 
there was justification then; that if there 
is an increased expenditure and an 
increased revenue now, there was an 
increased revenue following an increased 
expenditure then. Therefore, for the 
purpose of comparison—and it is by 
comparison we learn—all the specious 
arguments of the hon. gentlemen must 
be cast aside, and we must take the fig
ures as they are furnished to us in the 
Public Accounts, and judging from them 
he must determine what the record of 
this Government has been. I do not 
desire to go too far back in the history of 
the country; I therefore make brief 
mention of the fact that, while the 
prient Government wye in power seven 
years prior to the Macker.zie Adminis
tration, they justified tire charge that we 
have to make upon them upon this oc
casion upon them—thattthey increased 
at an enormous rate, with prodigious 
speed, the public expenditure; that in 
their seven years they ran it up from 
$13,000,000 to $23,000,000; that they ran 
controllable expenditure from $3,000,000 
to $8,000,000. Then they, were succeeded 
hy an Administration, who, for five years, 
conducted the afthirs of this country, 
and I propose now to look at the record 
of that Government and compare it, not 
with the record of this Government in 
the seven years preceding, for that is- 
past and gone, but comp.ire it with the 
record of this Government for the jive 
years that have sqoa^^ded |he period, 
yilçiqg the Estimates for the coming 
year 1883-84. What were the facts, Sir? 
When the Mackenzie Administration 
were in power the expenditure was 
$23,316,316. They remained in power 
five years, and when they went out of
power it had increased to $34,455,381, or 
an inorease of $1,139,065 during the five 
years of the hon. member for East York’s 
Adminstration. Now, Sir, we are taking 
the Estimates that have been placed 
upon the Table foi the year 1883-84, and 
what does that show? Simply an in
crease of a little ever $l,0p0,000 as the

Mackenzie Administration showed? No, 
Sir, but it exhibits an expenditure of 
iô,795,619. These are the bare facts. 
Looking at them we can readily under 
stand how desirable it was on the part 
of the hon. Finance Minister; that he 
should attempt some explanation for this 
rapid increase, which explanation is of 
no avail, inasmuch as the mitigating cir
cumstances mentioned by him operated 
under the Mackenzie Administration as 
well as under this. The expenditure 
when these gentlemen who denounced 
the Mackenzie Administration for their 
extravagance went out of power, was 
$24,445,381; today, by the Estimates 
placed upon the Table of the House, the 
hon. Finance Minister asks us to give 
him $30,250,000 to carry on the affairs of 
the country. Sir, there is another test 
with reference to the economical manage
ment of the affairs by the Government, 
and that is the ordinary expenses of the 
Government—the controllable expendi
ture; that expenditure, which a gentle
man who is now a member of the 
Government, during the time of the 
Mackenzie Administration declared was 
as much under the control and the 
management of the Ministry of the day 
as were their household expenses. When 
the hon. member for East York took 
possession of the Government he found 
the ordinary expenditure was $8,324,076. 
He administered the public afiairs for 
five years, and when he left oEce he left 
the ordinary expenditure at $6,941,577. 
Instead of an increase in the controllable 
expenditure, that which is under the 
control of the Ministry ot the day, he 
succeeded in decreasing it by $1,382,499. 
But, Sir, what is the record of the hon. 
gentleman opposite with reference to 
this controllable expenditure since they 
have attained power? Taking them for 
a like period of five years, taking their 
Estimates for 1883-84, what do we find? 
When they came into oEce the controll
able expenditure was $6,491,577; they 
ask us this year to give them $10,075,015; 
in other words, in their five years, in
stead of decreasing it, as the Mackenzie 
Administration did nearly $1,500,000, 
they have increased it $3,138,438. There 
Sir, is a plain financial statement of fig
ures that no man who is desirous of dis
cussing the question can get behind at 
all. For they stand for comparison for 
the people of this country and tne hon. 
members of this House to look into for 
themselves, and to judge with reference 
to the protestation of economical manage
ment on the part of hon. gentlemen 
opposite. If we were to look into them 
in detail what would we find? We would 
find that in all the departments of the 
Government there is a very greatly in
creased expenditure. Take the item of 
Civil Government. In the year 1878-79 

for I take the year 1879, though the 
Mackenzie Administration were in 
power but a part of that year; but I 
desire to take all the hon. gentleman 
can fairly charge upon them—$861,170 
suEced for the purpose of Civil Govern
ment. This year we are asked to give 
the hon. gentleman opposite $1,109,100 
for the same purpose, or an increase of 
$247,930. When we were.in power the 
hon. gentlemen opposite were fond of 
charging us with employing a larger staff 
of men than was requisite, but they have 
increased it to a wonderful extent. Then 
302 men, at a cost of $343,510, suEced 
to run all the Departments. They come 
down, and, by their Estimates, ask to 
employ 499 men at a cost of $538,989; 
they ask us to give them 197 more ser
vants in the different Departments than 
the Mackenzie Administration had, at an 
increased cost of $195,479. They ask us 
to increase the staff 65 per cent., and the 
pay 57 per cent. Thus we have some 
idea of how mattters go. If we were to 
take a peep into contingencies of Civil 
Government, into the little odds and 
ends jotted down for this and that pur
pose, we would find that extravagance— 
shall I say expenditure? I will say it if 
we term it not extravagant—has run riot 
in the Departments in regard to contin
gent expenses. There little expenses 
are dotted down under convenient heads, 
but they are specified sometimes; and we 
are able to form a judgment respecting 
them. In looking into contingincies I 
find hon. Ministers^, now occupying the 
Treasury benches using—thousands of 
dollars for travelling^expenses, where 
hundreds did under'Che Mackenzie Ad
ministration. I find immensef sums put 
down in items of that kind; and if I were 
to go through the various Departments 
and specify items, hon. members would 
be inclined tpdtfughabdwonderwhether 
some jffjtKe items charged were really 
correct or not. I find an increase in the 
Militia Department $1,006 in contingen
cies alone. I find placed down here for 
gas alone, $550.1 am not objecting to the 
hon. Minister of Militia engaging a cab 
once in a while, or even oftener; but to 
thè demoralizing effect of thehon. Minis
ter of War riding about in a cushioned car
riage—a man who should be trained to war 
—I would recommend not with the view of 
taking away from the ease which I desire 
the hon. gentleman to enjoy, but, in 
order that there may be no demoralizing 
influence on the force, that he should put 
down instead of (tcab hire,” “war steeds,’ 
so that the militia might think that the 
hon. Minister was engaged in practising 
with his war charger, in order the mote 
effectually to show an example of brav
ery and eEciency to the troops under him. 
Let me come down to the Secretary of 
States’ Department, which shows an in
crease of $924. The item of cab hire 
figures there to the extent of $331. An4 
so we might go through the ÇepaUment 
of the Interior, which, however, I will not 
touch upon, because, no doubt, the hon. 
First Minister, having had his attention 
called to the matter, he will see that 
economy is practised in the future, as he 
was careful to press upon my friend the 
member for East York when he occupied 
the position of Head of the Department, 
And so we slight go to the Department 
of Public \y<vk&, where a certain Mr. 
MacRay la mentioned in the Auditor 
General’s Report as having been paid 
$1,109, the Auditor General remarking 
that he had not been able to get an exact 
copy of the account and full details. 
Thus we find all through the Dçptp’tment 
increase of staff, increase of coat, increase 
in contingent expenses ; and the Gov
ernment are running the mad race they 
ran when in power before, and are ex
pending, I repeat, thousands; where 
hundreds served for the same purpose 
when Mr. Mackenzie was in pqwer. We 
next come to thequeslkmof Immigration 
and Quarantine. $212,224 answered for 
thati service during the Mackenzie Ad-

ministration, while hon. gentleman 
opposite are asking this year for the like 
purpose, $570.487, or, in addition to what 
was expendech&t that time, $358,263, an 
increase of expenditurelunder that head 
amounting to nearly 150 per cent. We 
are entitled to some ^explanation in 
regard to this increase, and the 
House did not receive it from the 
hon. Finance Minister. Hon. members 
who were in this House at the time the 
Canadian Pacific Railway bargain was 
submitted, will remember how the hon. 
thè First Minister insisted that the bar
gain should be completed soon, because 
the Canadian Pacific Railway Company 
were then about initiating an extensive 
system of immigration in consort with 
the Dominion Government; and it was 
of the utmost necessity that the bargain 
should be consummated quickly, in order 
that they might be enabled to go over to 
the Old Country and perfect a system 
of immigration, and let this country have 
the benefit of it. That lmrgain was con 
summated, I think the terms were ex
travagant, that the company obtained 
terms altogether too liberal from the 
people of this Dominion. But what have 
they done with respect to this question 
of immigration ? How comes it that we 
are asked to devote $358,263 more to 
promote immigration than before this 
company was formed, when wo are told 
expressly that one of the great benefits 
conferred by the company was to bo that 
they would reduce the cost of immigra
tion, they acting as immigration agents 
in bringing men here. I have not seen 
the report of the Canadian Pacific Rail
way Company, and I therefore make this 
remark subject to correction, but I have 
been informed that in the report of that 
company there does not appear the ex
penditure of a single dollar for immigra
tion purposes. And yet the Government 
of Canada purposes to expend 150 per 
cent, more for immigration purposes, 
And yet the Government of Canada pro
poses to expend 150 per cent, more for 
immigration purposes than it did before 
that company was formed. For whose 
benefit? If the lands in the North-West 
had been ours, if colonization companies 
had not been so largely increased, and if 
the lands had not been locked up in the 
hands of those companies, then I could 
understand that we might derive some 
benefit from that expenditure ; but the 
land being tied up in every shape and 
form, I imagine the money voted for the 
purpose will be voted far more for the 
purpose of enhancing and benefiting the 
Canadian Pacific Railway Company than 
for benefiting the country whose money 
is being used for that purpose. We pass 
on to consider the question of pensions 
and superannuations. $221,326 answered 
for that service under the late Govern
ment, but $293,385 are now asked for; 
being an increase of $35,834. Public 
Works were managed for $1,013,595, but 
$2,447,940 are asked, being an increase 
of $1,168,632. Under the head of mis
cellaneous, $101,602 proved suficient in 
1875, but we are now asked to vote $194,- 
950. Indian grants involved an expendi
ture of $489,327 in 1879, we are now asked 
to vote $875,949. Here I must say that 
the remarks of the hon. the Finance 
Minister in regard to that point carried a 
good deal of weight. If this money is re
quired to be expended on the Indians, 
fault cannot fairly be found with the 
Government in adopting the plan of con
ciliating the Indians, instead of an op
posite policy. The expenditure for 
mounted police has increased from 
$344,823 to $416,000, being an increase of 
$68,177. This outlay for the mounted 
police, if required in order to preserve 
the peace and well-being of the country, 
is an item to which I will not take very 
great exception ; but I take the oppor
tunity to point out that hon. gentlemen 
opposite found fault with expenditures 
in the very Departments in which in
creases are now observable. We find 
that $719,711 answered for the Customs 
Department in 1878-79, but now we are 
asked to vote in this relation $779,450, or 
an increase of $59,719, Permit me here 
to ?ay, I think that this is an expenditure 
which may fairly be justified, and I am 
not prepared to find fault with it. I am 
free to admit that the administration of 
this Department by the hon. Minister, 
who presides over it,has been remarkably 
economical, and it is but fair to give him 
credit for it ; but I do not wish him to 
assume that I consider he has discharged 
his duty in all respects, because I have 
to-find fault with some matters with re
ference to the administration of his De
partment ; but he has kept closer to the 
line which he laid down for himself, than 
have done other hon. members of the 
Government who sit beside him. I would 
I could say the same thing with reference 
to the Excise Department with which I 
have to find fault. Hon. gentlemen op
posite, when in Opposition, denounced 
the extravagance of the Mackenzie Ad
ministration, on accoûnt of the great cost 
attending its administration ; but where
as that Government asked for $211,064 
for this Department in the year 1879, we 
are now asked to vote $288,380 to do the 
same work, or $77,316 more to do the 
work for the year 1884, than was neces
sary in 1879. Well, Sir, it cannot be 
alleged, as the hon. Minister of Customs 
might allege in his case, that there is an 
increase in the revenue from this Depart
ment, and a greater volume of merchan
dise handled, or greater traEc to be 
looked after; for we find that the revenue 
from the Excise,, in 1879, was $5,390,763, 
while this year the hon. the Minister of 
Finance estimates receipts of $5,400,000 
from this source, being almost precisely 
the same as they were in the year 1879, 
and yet we are asked to expend $77,316, 
or 33^ per cent, more for collecting this 
revenue than was demanded during the 
last year of the Mackonaie Administra
tion, when they were denounced for their 
extravagance. In reference to it, Sir, I 
trust that the hon. Minister who presides 
over this Department, will give his 
attention to it, instead of devoting his 
time—which a Minister of the Crown 
should give to the duties ojf his Depart
ment—to other mattoi*, now that the 
Ontario Enactions are over—Elections 
which did not concern this hon. gentle
man in the slightest degree. I hope he 
will find it convenient to discharge the 
duties of his oEce, which should not 
suffer from his taking part in a local 
election in a Provir\co to which he does 
not belong j and will see to it, that he 
rectifies the gross extravagance which 
pervades his Department, shown by the 
immense sum asked for it by tho Gov
ernment. With reference to the Post 
OEce Department, we find that we are
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asked to vote $453,887 more than was the
case last year. This item, I shall not 
criticise very closely, because I think that 
the hon. Finance Minister gave some 
reason—and a good reason, I will even 
go the length of saying—for this increase 
in this Department. We must expect 
it, as wo are opening up a new country 
as wo are doing in the immense North- 
West, and while providing necessary 
postal facilities, we must make up our 
minds to the fact that we must have an 
increased expenditure in this relation ; 
and we can rejoice—if the hon. gentleman 
is able next year, as he was today—to 
say that the increase in the revenue from 
this source was greater during the coming 
year than was tho case during the past 
year. I think that the next point alluded 
to by the lion, the Finance Minister was 
the result of tho working of the Tarrifl 
as between Great Britain and the United 
States ; and he took credit to himself, 
while speaking on this matter, on the 
ground that the position which he had 
taken when tho subject was discussed 
with a great deal of vigor in 1879, was 
fully justified by the returns ; and that 
the position which was taken by hon. 
gentlemen on this side of the House, 
when it suits him to do so, and which I 
may fairly say belongs to him, if even it 
pertains to us somewhat—he took certain 
years which made out apparently a case 
for himself ; but I would ask him to take 
the running and the bearing of the trade 
between Great Britain and the United 
States as it now exists. Why did not 
the hon. gentleman make a comparison 
In this respect between the years 1881 
and 1882, years just following each other. 
Let us now go back five or six years to 
see whether the Tariff works as he 
represents. What are the facts T Have 
the imports from Great Britain increased 
in greater ratio than the imports from 
the United States. No ; but quite the 
reverse. Instead of the position of the 
hon. gentleman being borne out by the 
facts, the position of the hon. gentlemen 
on this side of the House is fully so home 
out. What are the figures which are 
furnished by the hon. Minister of Cus
toms ; and therefore they may be relied 
on without" the least shadow of doubt. 
In 1882, there entered into consumption 
of imports from Great Britain, $50,597,- 
341 worth ; and, in 1881, the importa 
from the same country amounted in 
value to $43,583,808 ; or we had an in
crease in the imports from Great Britain 
of goods entering into consumption in 
the year 1882, over the year 1881, of 
$794,533, Well, then, we had entered 
for consumption, in imports from United 
States in the year 1882, $48,289,052 worth; 
and, in 1881, we had from them but 
$36,704,112 worth; or we had an increase, 
in the imports from the United States, 
in 1882 over 1881, of $11,584,940, against 
an increase in imports from Great Britain 
of $7,014,000; and yet the hon. Finance 
Minister thinks that his position is borne 
out by the facts, and that the operation 
of the Tariff is such that the imports from 
Great Britain have increased, while the 
Imports from the United States have 
decreased. Well, Sir, with reference to 
the duties paid on these goods, what are 
the facts ? With regard to the $50,000,- 
000 and over imported from Great Britain 
in 1882, wo collected a duty of $80,011,- 
811, which is as near as may be 20 per 
cent, on the goods entered from Great 
Britain ; and, in 1881, on $43,583,808 of 
imports from that country, the duty col
lected amounted to $8,772,949, or the 
same average duty of 20 per cent. Now, 
what was the amount of the duty col
lected on the goods imported from ihe 
United States? On the $48,289,052 
worth of goods imported from the United 
States in 1882, the duty collected was 
$7,082,722, or only 15 per cent., as against 
20 per cent, on British goods.

Sir Leonard Tilley. Hear, hear.
Mr. Paterson. Yes ; hear, hear. The 

hon. Finance Minister says, “hear, hear,” 
but he will not deny that I have figured 
it correctly.

Sir Leonard Tilley. Yes ; but the fact 
is misleading, Mr. Speaker, because he 
required to look at the rate of duty col
lected in 1878 in order to reach a correct 
conclusion as to the effect of the Tariff.

Mr. Paterson. I have no doubt, Mr. 
Speaker, that the conclusion is very 
misleading if applied to the conclusions 
drawn by the hon. Finance Minister; 
but it is anything but misleading when 
applied to the point which I am making. 
I have shown, I think, that the duty paid 
on British imports exceeded $800,000, or 
20 per cent in the years 1881 and 1882, 
while the duty on the United States im
ports in each case was 15 per cent. ; and 
1 pointed out that from the year 1881 to 
1882 the imports from Great ;Britain 
increased but $7,000,000, while the im
ports during the same period from the 
United States increased over$l 1,000,000. 
Therefore these figures effectually prove 
the position taken by the hon. Finance 
Minister, and effectually establish what 
is contended for by hon. gentlemen on 
this side of the House. Now, let me say 
here, if it will be any comfort to the hon. 
gentleman—and in this matter I speak 
entirely for myself—that I do not attach, 
and never did attach, as much importance 
to the question of the imports from Great 
Britain and the United States respective
ly, that some hon. gentlemen have 
attached to it. True, I recognize the 
fact that in England we borrow our 
money, that Her flag floats over us, that 
Her Army and Navy are pledged to de
fend us, and therefore it was not exactly 
a thing that might be called very loyal 
to Great Britain to put on a Tariff that 
would legislate specially against them. 
I have gone that far in sentiment, but 
we all know that in matters of trade 
there is very little sentiment ; and while 
we are willing to give what advantages 
we might fairly give to Great Britain, we 
also recognize that while she is one of 
our great customers, while we like to 
interchange our commodities with her, 
should never lose eight of the fact that 
the great Republic to the south of us is a. 
nation which, whether we live on amic
able terms with them or not—is a nation 
against which we should not stir up feel
ings of strife. I am one of those who- 
believe that it is not in the interests of 
Canada that harsh words should be utter
ed against that nation. When I find, 
them taking $40,000,000worth of product» 
and giving us gold, or what is equivalent 
to gold in return; I value their trade as I 
value the trade of any other country? 
and, therefore, I say that 1 have not at
tached the importance to this question 
that some hon. gentlemen seem to haver 
attached to it. I merely allude to this* 
fact because the hon. Finance Minister»


