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The fact is that there is nothing in tlhis
wd1i1d so striking as the exploitation of
labour by protection. Will the House allow
me to give an example, for this is a strange
statement to m ake. I read recently a book
by a mexuber of the Philadeiphia bar on
the tariff. The evidence is by a cultured
and educated American. He tells us, and
1 ean almost repeat it in his own language,
how the article borax was sold ini the Unit-
ed States of America for $50 a ton until
there was discovered in the United States
the rijchest mine of borax in the wor]d.'That mine is situated in CaIi-fornia- and the
neifghbouring states. Having discovered
this rich mine, the author says a great màs-
fortune f eli upon the American people. The
discovery of a rich mine ehould not be a
misfortune to a people, but the writer goes
on to prove his case. He said that the
moment the mine was discovered it needed
to be protected, and through the Droper ini-
fluences at Washington, it got protection
under the McKinley tariff, 6 cents a pound
was put on borax; under the Wilson tariff
it feli to 2 cents a pouud. and under the
Di.ngley tariff it was put back to 5 cents a
pound. A very simple calculation -will re-
veal to the House that that is $100 a ton,
and the pnice of borax to tihe American con-
sumer immediately rose to $150 a ton,
while the borax -was taken ko the coast of
the Atlantic and sold to Germany and Brit-
ain in competition with the~ world at $50 a
ton. Oh, but say the protectionists. it is
necesssi-y to protect American capital Un-
fortunately for that argument, the auTLhor
says, every -cent of the capital working that
mine is 'the capital of a British syndicate.
Yes, but the protectionist is not so easily
bowled out. What about labour, look at
the protection of labour-and this is the
point that pertains to the argument whieh
I amn contending against, that th-ere is go-
ing to be any injury to labour in this reci-
procity arrangement. It is a very unfor-
tunate position to be driven to for the pro-
tectionist, because my aurnor informs us
that the 'borax is dug out of the mine by
Ohiniese coolies living in shacks. That is
a fair example of how labour is protected
by this sys;tem, and goes f ar to justify sny
statement thait protection is the greatest
exploiter of labour in thse world.

My hon. f.niend from North Toronto (Mr.
Foster) had something to say about inter-
provincial trade. If imitation is 'the sin-
cerest form of fiattery he should feel flatter-
ed, because Premier Robltn yesterday ire-
peated most of what he said, in thse Mani-
toba House, aud the hon. member for St.
Antoine division (Mr. Ames> deait liber-
ally with him in the samne fashion. 1 wish
to cite a f ew figures in tihis connection. In
my opinion the lion. inember for North
Toronto was on very, very weak ground
wheu he spoke ]ightly of the. importance of

foreigu trade. I do not think 1 misrepre-
sent him, I am sure I do not desire to, whexs
I say hie spoke lightly of foreign trade. I
think it is capable of exact proof that there
is ne surer test of thse greatness of a nation
than its foreign trade. If I were to as-k
any hon. member on either side what are
the four'greatest nations in the world I
should get the saine answer from every onç%
of them, the United States, thse United
Kingdom, Garmany aud France, perhaps in
a different order of preference; if I did not
happen to be a modest nian, I might have
put Great Britain first. That would be the
tiniversal consensus of thinking men any-
where. Yes, Sir. but these four nations are
also at 'the « head of the foreigu trade of
the world. I take it that this is al-
moët a proof that you can have no
better test of the greatuess of a peo-
ple than by its foreigu trade, and no bet-
ter test of -tIse rapidity with which. it is
m.arching to greatness tIssu by tIse way i-t is
expanding its foreign commnerce, and it is
a matter of congratulation to us on both
,ides of the House that Canada is the coun-
try tfhat is making the most rapid sdvsnces
in this direction.

The next proposition I should like to lay
down in regard to what f el from my hon.
friend on intexiprovincial trade is 'bhat
there is no real quarrel between interpre-
y'incial ttade snd ýforeign trade; on the con-
trary they advance, in my judgment, pari
passu. Does tIse hon. member for North
Toronto (MY. Foster) think 'there is no
interprovincial trade iu Germany or iu'
Great Brîtain or in FranceP Does he not
know 'that there is iuterstate trade, but
fisat these nations sîlso have the greatest
foreigu trade iu tIse worldP There is no
quarrel between interprovincial trade and
loreigu trade.

I wis~h to offer an illustration upon that
point. In 1893, an interesting year, three
years before the change of goverumeuL, the
foreigu tirade of Canada was $247,000,000 al
told, export and imuport. That was when
my hon. friends were building a nation un-
der the National Policy, and when the fin-
ances of this country were under the guid-
snce of the hon. member for North Toronto
(Mr. Foster). Iu the year 1894, the year
after that, tIse foreign trade -and commerce
had dropped from $247,000,000 ko $240,000,-
000, and in the y'ear 1895, the figures had
dropped sitili further to $224,000,000. I
should like to ask any candid hion. gentle-
mnan on the other side of thse House whe-
ther Canada at ijhat time, when hier foreigu
trade wss not only insignificsnt but dimin-
ishing, Isad an interprovincial. trade that
was anything to boast about? There was
no west for the east to trade with. Talk of
the prospenity of Canada having a growth
of 40 years. I have not been in Canada 10
years, I have not been here since 1896--


