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turera. Not oiily wm tbcri; b Uw to lliut tjffect,

but there wtre proTHloni by which the ship thi»t

ciirricJ It was liable to be «el«ed ; the cuptaia

who aluncil lh'<ir bllU ot'lndini! was sutjeotod to

thepenaltlcj of both floe and imprisonment. It

WHS a criminal offoiice to Induce o akillj-d

wori<ninn to emigrate to u foreign country,

where his sljill might have the effect of improv-

ing I'lircitjn tnamifacturea. There waa a rigid

Byatein ot exclusion, almost ol' ubsolute prohibi-

tion ; and under this condition of alfaira Eng-

land, in IS 19, was found to be in aurh a position

H3 to enable her to reverse entirely her former

policy and to permit the competition of the

world. My hon friend will hardly deny that up

to that time such was the commercial policy of

England.

Hon Mr GALT— I will only say this, that after

the policy of England waa made free there was

an immense development of her trade and a great

improvement in the condition of the people.

Hou Mr ROSE—There can be no question

about that, and I am quite prepared to admit It,

although other ciruumstances—such as railways

and 'he increased facilities of transport and of

inltr.'ourde h»d much to do with that. Let my
position in this matter be not miHundtTBtood. I

have nfcver been, nor never will bo, an advocate

of any policy which shall give to home manu-

fiictures that sickly growth which depends solely

on legislative protection, or which shall increase

to any appreciable degree the cost of any article

to the consumer at large ; but wbut I desire to

show, and what I hope the House will spare me

a few moments in order to impress upon it, is the

great circumspection and care which the English

ste.tcamon of that day had for the interests that

had grown up undePthe former protective i)olicy,

and the gradual, caatious and considerate way

in which they were dealt with. They were care-

ful not to abolish at one stroke of the pen, as my
honorable friend proposes to do, but gradually

and slowly to reduce the protective duties that

had previously existed, and under which the

manufactures of England had arisen. I shall

not, I thmk, bo aeking too much if 1 urge on the

House that they follow the same courge-'-to

have the some regard for existing interests here,

which Sir Robert Peel, Mr. Huskison, Mr.

Oladstone, those eminent statesmen, who were

the foremost advocates of free trade, manifested

for the interests then existing in England.

(Hear, hear ) In introducing his bill of 1842

into the House of Commons, Sir Robert Peel

said :

" With respect to raw material, which consti-

tute theelt'tnent of our manufactures, our object,

rpeaking generally, has been to reduce the duties

on them to almost a nominal amount. In half

manufactured articles, which enter almost as

much as the raw material into our domestic

maoufacturii, wo have redticfld the duty to a

moderate amount, and with regard to complete-

ly manufactured artlcleg, our design baa been to

remove prohibition and to reduce prohibitory du-

ties, 80 that the.ioanufacturoa'of foreign countrira

may enter into a fair competitiiin with our own."

(.Hear, hear.)

And Mr. Gladstone, in reference to thia policy

and to the legislation of Parliament from 184'^ to

18M, siiid :

"It was an attempt to make a general ap-

proach to the following rules : First, the remo-

val of prohibitions. Secondly, the reduction of

duties on manufactured articlea,and of protective

duties gen')rally, to an average of twenty per

cent, ad valorem. Thirdly, on partially manu-
factured articles, to rates not exceedinu ten per

cent. Fourthly, on raw material, rates not ex-

ceeding live per cent."

Hero, then, was laid down a policy which, wltb

a general reduction of duties on manufaoturea,

was esaeutiallv discriminatory on behalf of

domestic interests ; and I will presently show in

what particulars my bon. friend (Mr. Gait) has

dcparicd from these principles.

Hon. Mr. OALT— I think if my hon. fritnd re-

fers to Mr. Gladstone's remarks when discussing

the duties on silks, he will find that be did not

propose to discriminate in favor of the homo
manufacture ; but I shall be prepared at the

proper time to show that my course has not been

dill'erent from that pursued in England.

Hou. Mr. ROSE—I think my hon. friend is m
error. Here is what Mr. Gladstone said in refe-

rcucB to that very thing.

Hon. Mr. GALT—When wssthat?

Hon. Ml. ROSE—In 1853.

Hon. Mr. GALT-~No, it was in 18G3 that ho

spoke on those duties.

Hon Mr ROSE—Oh, that was at the time of

the Treaty, which gave tqaivale;it3. My hon.

friend knows that It waa not till then that the

manufactuiers had their protection entirely tak-

en off. It was under the Treaty, in virtue of

which France said : "If you will take our silks,

our wines, etc., we will admit your iron and coal

aud other articles." It was a Treaty in which

concessions were made by one country, in return

for etiuivalents by the olhor. With reference to

the ribbon manufacturers in Coventry, Mr Glad-

stone made the following remarks, which I read

in order to show with what care and tenderness

existing interests were dealt with :—

" In so far as silk is an article into the manu-
" facture of which protection enters, the protec-

" tion has mainly rtference to a certain class of

operatives with respect to trhom it would be the

disposition of Parliament to proceed carefully

" and with great citeumspeclion."

Hon. Jlc UALT— What is the date of that?

Hon. Mr ROSE-1853.


