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plements, binder twine. iron and other things.
And, strauge to) say. we ha ve a plaintive cry
c-ming up, of all places in the world, from
C ap Breton. voiced »by the lhon. melber for
Inverness (Mr. Cameron). who says : Touch
noit a sin.gle brick or the whole edifice wiil
fall. This is a most extraordinary state of
affairs. Those who are now most strenuous
in tiri- support) of the National Policy are
tho4sf' -ho are being punished most severely
by ir. of all places in the Dominion. Cape
Breton hlas suffered perhaps the most. From
ihat islani there lias been a greater percent-
age of exodu)ls thiant froi any -ther part of
the Dominion.

An hon. MEMBER. No. no.

Mr. DAVIES (PE.I.) It cannot
moid t o-day, commercial atrophy,
prevalent ail over the Maritime
s more -prevalent in Cape Breton

whlere else.

An lion. MEMBER. No.

he denied.
w-hich is
prorince 's.
than any-

judge of our prosperity. I think that is a
fair view of the case. You hear hon. gentle-
men say: We are all right ; we are going
ahead fairly well. They are satisfied wit.h
the increase in our population, satistied with
the increases wich the census returns show
in our manufactures. I am obliged to say.
that many of these lion, gentlemen are per-
fectly honest in what tlhey state, and tlhat
the difference between us arises from the
difference in the point of view from which
we look at it. These gentlemen are satisfied
with smaill things. Why, Sir. if Canada is
progressing in population one-fourth or even
one-tifth as rapidly as it w-as hope4 she
would, and as we lhad a right to expeet.
theose gentlem!len say that is all riglit. But
we are not satistied. With he great natural
material resources that Canada possesses, we
liad a riglit to hope and expeet that the
coumtry would have progressed, not onily in
population. but also in wealth and manufac-
tures and in output of surplus products, very
miuch more thlan the statistes shiow shie has

%ih. DAVIES MP.E.I.) When I have finished done. Why, it would be a, singular thîing if,
ilm;hon. etea ha oprit a with the enormous extent of increased terri-

trftewhat 1I have i, not only' bysy rwith thle uenormious increase ini the qua-ý-
mn no." but byproducing some evidence îin!i of our uds under tillage, with the in-

.iI"p . oft his st lienis. In the midst of ereise though not so iuich as it ougl to b) iithis trial of the National Policy we have the our population, within the last twenty years.
Finiante Miister omling forward an1(l Put- we should not ibe exporting now more than
tiig th 1host face upon it. He 1eils us that we did twenty years ago. And still, Sir, theCad. afte- all. is m a state of prosperity. fact is. that we are to-day exporting very
J-le dloes not tell us in so niany words that little moie thîan w-e w-ere iin the years 1S73

'anada ow-es that prosperity to the National and 1874.
Poliey. but he hints at that, or leaves it to Mr. 31ILLS (Bothwell). Not as inuclh fromibe imferred, hopmng that the peolehl will
draw tha t infereunce. and doing what lie Ci thesmterritory.
t:o induce those who are attacking? the Mr. DAVIES (P.E.1.) 31y lion. friend says
pliwy to cease thmose a ttaeks. His that from the saine territory we do not export
method is ingenious, but I do iot know somucih. No doubt lie is right, for to-day
that it is one very iucli to be comend vcountl the exports of te great granary
The hon. gentleman takes a periodof twe-v oft w twenty
years and chooses that year which as e as a. added nothg to our experts-
largest amount of trade, ~1892, and tiIt whiehî Now, Sir. tako the increase of prospŽrity
bas the smallest ameount of trade. -1878, and suc as the lion, gentlemen have shown to
caims the difference between tlhese two .s lIs thitliii any way attribut-
the measure of the inc'reased prosperity of.1lo È1etý National Peliv Vsi a
Canada. -el, 'Sir, is that fair ; is a au w nou inicy de esirtnod teincreas re gexpert
did and honcst statèmeut to preseut te thef- of our surplus produets, or did Uic most en-
public ? I do fot think it is. We have oad theusiasti wprol et of rts results or thenmosty
our ups and dowiis in trade iilattei-s sin .rdent supporter of it sing that it rould re-
1878, but, as-a niatter Of facti, as lias been sult i , tsuchiak i ncre ase The Nationalfplr-
already stated iu this debate, the trade of licv as te oliit the exports of our surplus
Canada to-day iS very littIe in advance ot bad to provide aihome Parket for those po-
what it -as ll S73 and 1874i nearly twent lducs TPoierefre, if there lias been an i -
years ago. It !satmost unfair thing. there uîease lu the exports of our produrd ts o
fore, to taIe that tiear wien e trade of not think any supporter of the National eo
Canada was at its lowest and com pare at iicy eau saiothat it is owing to that policy.
with ut year 1892, and r aim the difference What as been that increase? Why, Sir, if
as the yeasure of thic duntry's prospert . you consult the Trade and Navigation Re-
But, Sir, I ask ey hon. gentleman to take a turs, and examine fli details of exports
different ine; to take a period and not ey eeyou will find that the increase is aimost en-
paricular year. Take that unfortunate tirely luanimais and their products. Sureiy
period, as on. gentlemen opposite regard it, the National Policy as nothing to do with
that perod that is deone d by theni as that. If there had been a great increase in
one of the most disastrous proCanadianlis-r the output of manufactures. I could nder-
tory, the period from 1873 to 1878, a d ceri- stand givng the National Pollcy the credit
pare that withate last five years, and then for it. But, as I understand It,thereasas
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