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WEDNESIMAY,

Mr. CHARLTON. Mr. Spe |\< r,
Minister of Finance, in closit
to members on this side of
Liberal party in the country, to sta

before recess the

s remarks,appealed

Wit

the Government and to give the POS-
sible of public affairs, and t« nst
the country. \\'(-H. Sir, it is far f tion

to say anyt hing against the country. ‘e

to give Canada that meed of pu.i\\ which is
due, and in doing so we will ever assert that

a j_"l(’llulh country, a country with great
a country with great resources, a coun

calculated to furnish homes for millions
in the future, and w
the present occasion, as we ha

vious occasions, saying anything against the coun-
try. But we shall probably have something to say
against the men who have failed to secure for the
country its best interests. We shall have

thing to say against the men who have retard
the progress of the country, who have
the country with debt, who have placed the coun-
try in such a position that in the race of prog

with its great neighbour to the south it is
capped with numerous disadvantages which do not
rest on that people. We shall have something
to say with respect to the icy of this count
and the bearing of that policy on the prosperity of
this country, as shown by the census returns vfw h
have lately ||<|ll}l|u(1 on the Table of this 1

1 1 1
puradened

handi

The Minister of Finance accused the he mber
for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwrig of in-
temperate language, of \H.Il‘«' vtion, v‘j '< tter par
tizanship. That hon. gentlemen said that my |
friend’s speech, from the beginning to '} e end, wi
a prolonged wail, with one note of jubilation only,

rred to the fact

that in which my hon. friend refe
that the census retuins were ;xmut
ness of the predictions he had made.
dant reason for wailing
country. I doubt not, if we lived in the time of the
[sraclites, we would not only wail, but rend ou
garments and put on sackeloth and ashes. And it
was perfectly proper that my hon. friend should
indulge in sorrowful reflections over the present

of the correct
There is abun

over the fortunes of the

e will very carefully avoid on|a

position of the country, as evinced by these census

returns

hon. gent
;

from South Oxfo
truthful

friend
made an un-
that the

my hon.
with ]\-\il;‘_'
statement in having

asserted

estimates of population furnished from year to
year 1\_\. the Government were ]']i‘l'l]?l‘t‘\!'lltil-
ons. My hon. friend stated that these pub-
lications of the estimates of ]m]nﬂ.!liull were

ntations, or showed the
yrance on the part of the Government

tleman is left free to take his
h horn of the dilemma he will
sentation or of
One or other of them he
I'he hon. gentleman dis
with respect to the p« Government in
making Jan e appropi various pretexts
for t of subsid the press. He in
: vt this money is appropriated or paid on
and the papers gave value for the
the b is done on a
at not a Reform journal
any of the Government

Iln'\'

either misrepre

ol Zross misrepre UTOSS

must ;u‘w'l;[.
T liked the charges made

niwz ler

1
h

> purpose

8 basis,

1

hey received. If
how is it th
in the Domninion received
;

money t 1siness

business basi

patronacse ® ' the Government desire to advertise
for tc !,,:; tblic workse, if they desire to place
before th Jdvertisements respecting public
works. w id they coafine the publication of
their adve its to the papers of one party ? If
the business me on a business basis, ought not

employ the press indiscrimina-

tely and impa ly for this purpose? But large
ums o mor » paid to the Tory press of this
ountr:r, and thauv press is, in point of fact, a sub-

sidized press, and the policy and purpose of the
Government, in appropriating and expending this
money, is to be attach that press to its fortunes as
its slavish supporter and slavish vindicators.

'hen the hon. gentleman told that no
doubt the member for South Oxfe was very

1

rns had not
before the
them as a

sorry indeed that the census r¢

been available for hin

1 Lo H]Yi;-lu-
elections, that he would

fain have had

club in his hand for the purpose of influencing the
| elections, not that he wished to propose a remedy,




SRR

AT s U X 1)

e

i oo sy

L .

£
4
i

o

but he would have used them to the detriment of
the Government. It is natural that the member
for South Oxford, and the members of the Liberal
party should have desired to have been able before
the elections were held to give the people as con-
vincing a proof as is shown by these census returns
as to the policy of the Government. The Liberal

party had been engaged in criticising the policy of |

the Government, and it had made assertions with
respect to the outcome of that policy, the
results of that policy. We were unfortunately
in a position in which it was somewhat difficult
to prove that our assertions were true, and the
census returns would have furnished exactly the
proof required as to the truth of our allegations.

We did propose to furnish a remedy, and it would |

have been more apparent than ever thut a remedy

was needed, if we had been able to place these re- |

turns before the people. We bave been looking for
years to furnish a remedy, and we went to the
electors of this country at the last election
with a remedy for the evils that exist. We
have tha remedy to propose still, and the census
returns have emphasized the assertion we have
made, that some remedy for the ills and evils
this country labours under is necessary. The hon.
gentleman tells us that the result of the census re-
turns was indeed a disappointment, and I am not
able to see how he could have said otherwise.
Jut he says that the United States also felt the
same disappointment at their natural increase. He
says that they supposed they would have a natural
increase as great as my hon. friend from South
Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) says is the normal
natural increase of a country situated as this is.
What was the matural increase in the United
States ? Their natural increase was nearly 14} per
cent., or about 3 per cent. greater than our total
increase, and our natural increase was about
8 per cent. less than nothing, if our immi-
grants had stayed with us ; becalse, according
to the returns of the Agriculture Department,
we received immigrants to the amount of
20°49 per cent. of the pop:lation of this country
in 1881. Therefore, with a total increase of 11-52
per cent. we fall very far short of having any
natural increase at all. Then the hon. gentleman
teils us that the United States are not in a very
satisfactory position. I suppose that the increase
of population of 24-85 per cent. in the United
States was hardly satisfactory to that country, but
we must bear in mind that it was considerably
more than as much again as the increase in this
country, and in a young country like Canada, with
a young and vigorous population, it is needless to
say that an increase of 114 per cent. is very far
froth what we might reasonably expect as the result

of the census. We have also to bear in mind with |
regard to the United States, that it is claimed that |

in the census of 1880, there was a very serious
mistake with regard to the black population, and

that the actual population of the United States was |

one or two millions less than that given by the
census of 18¥0 ;

The hon. gentlen.. next referred to the de-
crease of the rural population and the tendency
of the people to leave the farms and drift into
towns, and he said that this is a tendency
manifested in all civilized countries of the world.
He tells us that farming has become unremunera-
tive, that owing to the invention of labour-

saving machines, and the increased ability to
produce food with a given amount of labour,
there is an over-production, and that farming
has become an unremunerative industry. Yet,
Sir, in face of that fact, the policy of the hon.
{ gentleman has been for years to pile  upon the
shoulders of the farmer, with his unremunerative
industry and the prices declining, a vastly increased
{burden of taxation. If he wishes to relieve the
| farmer, if hewishes toincrease his prosperity, surely
it isnot agoodway to reach that result by increasing
the burdens placed uponhim, as hasbeen done by the
Government for the last twelve years.

Then, Sir, when my hon. friend (Sir Richard Cart-
wright) alluded to the $100,000,000 spent during the
last twelve years, and stated that the results flowing
| from that expenditure in the North-West were of a
very meagre and tisfactory character, the

ls -3 that this expenditure

Minister of Finance .eils
was made for the ages. Well, Sir, I judge that it
will be some time in the future ages before we get
a satisfactory return for it. It was unquestionably
made for the ages, and the ages must roll around
before we get the return that the Government has
promised as a result of that expenditure.

The hon. gentleman goes on to tell us that it is
somewhat singular that immigrants should leave
this country, with a tariff of 30 per cent., and go
to the United States where there is a tarift
of 60 per cent., and that if they wish to escape
heavy burdens and taxes it would be natural to
suppose they would remain here. Now, Sir, the
average rate of duties last year was 21} per cent. in
Canada on the total importation, and in the United
States 2999 per cent. This difference has been
largely decreased under the McKinley Bill by the
readjustment of the tariff, but the burden of taxation
from Customs duties in the United States is much
lighter than it is in the Dominion of Canada. The per
capita charge of Customs for the year ending 30th
December, 1890, in the United States was $3.59,
while the per capita charge in Canada last year, on
| the basis of our population then, was $5.03. The
| Customs taxation of Canada is $1.44 per head, or
40 per cent. higher than the Customs taxation of the
United States. Although their rates of duties are
somewhat higher, yet our importations are propor-
| tionately larger than theirs, and their taxation from
Customs is only about two-thirds as much as in this
{countr,7. Therefore, the statement made by the
hon. gentleman that we have lighter burdens in
this country than in the United States is not a
correct statement. We should remember also that
the expenditure in the United States is of a differens
| character from that of Canada. Last year in the

United States $106,000,000 were paid as pensions,
{and that money was spent in the country, It was
equivalent to a gift of nioney to the people of
that country. A large amount of their taxation
|was paid last year in reduction of the public
[debt and in reduction of taxation, and the
| consequence is, that the public burdens of the
| United States are very greatly less than ours; and
|a large portion of the money disbursed in the
| United States, from the Customs duties, is dis-

bursed in the country—paid in pensions and spent
in the country. The enormous sum spent in pen-
| sions, and serving to relieve the wants of a portion
|of the population, is quite a different thing from
| sending the money out of the country to pay interest
{ on the public debt, or the expenditure of money in
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| that had starved out the industries of the country,

The hon. gentleman also told us in the course | aud they wmade a change that brought prospe-
of his speech, in justification of his National | rity and created diversified industries. Now,
Policy, that it was necessary to inaugurate a |let us examine the broad assertions made by the
polu,y that would retaliate upon other countries, ] hon. gentleman in that portion of his speech.

in consequence of their nnp()\ltmns on our com- |
merce. If that were true, what imposition did |

When *the Conservative party came into power in
1878, what did they find the condition of Canada

Great Britain impose upon our commerce ? We | to ln,-, as uvmp.\lul wiuvn other nations” It is true,

send our productions free, and without any restric-

trade was not in as good a state as we should have

tion, into that country, and why was it necessary | desired ; it is true, Canada had laboured under a
to retaliate against her? Why was it necessary to | depression since 1873 ; but was Canada relatively

adopt a policy which discriminates,

in fact, against | in a worse condition than other countries? Were

that coantry and which is a most onerous burden | the reasons which caused that depression confined
upon her and her commercial transactions with |to Canada, or did they originate in Canada, or
us? While she does not impose a duty of a | were the Government responsible for those con-

cent upon a single dollar’s worth of the millions we
send to her, we impose burdens upon the English
commerce which lessens the volume of that com-
merce and ie felt to be a grievous burden by
the people of that country. Yet my hon.
friend has said that the sole justification for his
policy was to retaliate upon countries that had
imposed brodens upon Canada by their fiscal policy.

Then, Sir, the hon. gentleman came around to the
question of corruption, and he seeks to minimize
the extent of the corruption ‘existing at Ottawa,
and he offsets it by what ? Was it by Liberal cor-
ruption in the Yominion Government ? Oh, no. He
offsets it by the assumption, not by the proof, but
by the assumption that corruption exists in some
one of the provinces in this Dominion. Forsooth,
because it ie charged that corruption exists in the
Government of the Province of Quebec, he thinks
that exonorztes the Dominion Government for the
course of corruption which it has pursued since it
camne into office in 1878. The people of the country
will not accept that justification of the conduct of
the Government here. Two wrongs do not make
one wrong right ; the loss of chastity on the part
of one woman would not justify another in losing
it, and if the Government of Quebec had been
guilty of corruption, which is not proved, it would
not justify my hon. friend or his colleagues for
having been guilty of the same thing.

He says the only remedy we propose for all these
evils we have heen complaining of is that the
gentlemen on the right of the Speaker are to step
out, and the gentlemen on the left of the
Speaker are to come in. Well, I suppose that
would be one of the necessary stops towards a
reform of the abuses that exist. Of course, if my
hon. friend will accept the policy we promulgate,
if he will attempt to relieve this country of the
embarrassment that weighs upon it, by adopting
a sound and common-sense pclicy, we will be glad
to aid him, as he has invited us ; but if he refuses
the remedy for our evils that we offer, it will
be necessary for parties to cross the House, because |
it is necessary to inaugurate a new policy, and if |
the Government will r»% d~it, the Opposition must
necessarily be called upon to do it.

Then the hon. gentleman reverts adroitly tc the

old stock argument which we have heard here a |

hundred times or more. With regard to the small
increase of population which has taken place iathe
last ten years, and the unsatisfactory condit.on of
the country, he tells us that matters are not worse
than they were or as bad as they were. He says :
In 1878 when they came into office they found an un-
satisfactory state of trade, they found the country

ditions ? They were not. The depression which ex-

isted in Canada existed to a greater degree in the

United States ; it existed to a greater degree also

in England, in France and in Germany ; it was a

world-wide depression ; all civilized nations shared

init ; it had overtaken the whole commercial world,

and Canada was in as good a position as any other

country. Canada was struggling successfully with

those difficulties ; and the truth is, that the United

States, during all that period of depression, having

the policy which hon. gentlemen opposite adopted

as a panacea for those ills, was in a worse position

than Canada. There were half a million tramps
roaming up and down the United States without
employment ; trade was paralyzed there and in

England ; and in Canada we had a careful, prudent
Government, keeping down the burdens of taxation,

carefully husbanding our resources, and waiting
for the turn of the tide which was sure to come,

and which did come in 1879. Had we a policy that
starved the industries of this country? On the
contrary, the manufacturing industries of Canada
were more prosperous than those of the United
States under a high protection ; they were actually
more prosperous than those of England. Under a
revenue tariff of 15 per cent., increased in 1876 to
174 per cent., we had developed a prosperous, di-
versified manufacturing industry in Canada. There
is scarcely a branch of business in operation to-day
that was not in operation in 1878 ; and a careful
comparison of the statistics of manufacturing es-
tablishmentsshowsthat themanufaciuringestablish-
ments of Ontario and other parts of the Dominion
were paying from 6 to 25 per cent. dividends, and
that they paul much higher dividends than the
manufacturing establishments of New England
during that crisis. Most of our manufacturing
establishments were paying fair and in many
cases hign dividends all through that period
from 1873 to 1878, and the manufacturing indus-
tries of the country were actually developing
and growing, notwithstanding the depression
that existed throughout the world. And yet my
hon. friend had the hardihood and effrontery to say
that 'the policy of that Government had starved
out the industries of the country. Well, Sir, in
what condition were our manufacturing industries
{in 1878 2 Why, Sir, in 1871 the census returns re-
| vealed the fact that we produced in Canada $211,-

000,000 worth of goodsand employed 189,000 oper-
vtives ; in 1881, du.()l(lln&; to the census returns,
we produced $309,000,000 worth of goods and
| employed 246,000 operatives ; and it was scarcely
tim: yet for the National Puli(y to produce any
material effect towards that great increase in the

depressed, an excessive taxation, and a policy

manufacturing industries of this country. So that
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we had a stable, prosperous, and firmly-established
mauufacturing industry of {° © Dominion under the
policy which preceded the policy adopted by the
hon. gentlemennow on the Treasury benclies. Then
let us compare the burden of taxation. Tl Customs
duties from 18/4 to 1878 were :

395 00N

3,000
LO00
82,000

27
That was the measure of the burden of Customs
way .tion imposed by the Mackenzie Government
upon the people of *his country. Now, how did
my hon. friend and his colleagues manage this
matter? Did they redue the burden of taxation?
Did they keep it where it was? TLet us see. In
1830 they were fairly in the saddle ; and in that
and the following yers the Customs duties show
these increases :
In 1880.......
1881..

1881.

1883 . '

| A

$£14,000,000

18,400,000
R2,000
100,500
968,000

They have nearly doubled the taxation imposed
upon the people of this cou, in the shape of
duties upon imports during the:. geriod of office
commencing with 1879 and ending with 1890, &
last year for which we “av~ veturns. Yet, in t*»
i.ce of this record, the hon. gentleman tells this
House and the country that the policy of the Mac-
kenzie Government had ‘rrereased the taxation of
the conntry. Why, Sir, an assertion of this kind
is entircly destitute of a single iota of truth. Still
more, an assertion so ut. 1 flse,
leading, is quite in character with the posiilon taken
with regard to the financiat policy of the Govern-
mewnt in alw' ~t every respect by the speakers of the
opposite side.

Then, we are told th.. the change of policy
o lie part of vhe Government led to the swell-
ing revenues which we have had  Weil, it
did, becuuse it increased the taxation o+ the peo-
ple. We are told that the Govermmenv of M.
Mackenzie had leficits. So they had, because with
wise Toresight the Minister of Finance of that day
renlized that the prevailing depression w.s a tem-
por~~y cne, and thet when prosperity returned |
and the volume of trade increased, the revenue of |
the country would increase, and that then . he

so utterly mis- |

Then the tide turned, prosperity began to come
back, and "1 1880 the Customs duties amounted to
$186,000,000. In 1881 they amounted to $196,000,-
M0 ; in 1882 they amounted to $220,000,000, or
$90,000,000 more than in 1879. Well, Sir, the
( same rate . " increase in Canada, with our old tariff,
[vould have given us a surplus of $4,000,00v or
[ $5,000,000, instead of the deficit we had in 1878S.
i The  -ecast of my hon. friend was, therefore,
| ~bsolutely correct ; and had the Mackenzie Govern-
| meatremain lin powerwe would have had, fromour
| cariff of 174 per cent., not only sutficient revenue,
| but an overflowing treasury. There can be no
| question of vue truth of that assertion.
| Mr. FOSTER. Thatwould have frightened you.
[ Mr. CHARLTON. ™Wa would Lave reduced the
| taxation instead of in: ating a reign of corrup-
| tion in order to sper noney. The late Henry
{ Ward Reecher sa: every boy, when he got a
| new knifr, was to writt’s ; and when my
| hon. friends s1te got more money they were
"ound to whnie ; and they did whittle down
{ .. nrples to a remarkable extent.
[ Mr. = W7SON (Leeds). When you got a new
knife you whittled away the stick altogether.

Mr. CHARLTON. The Finance Minister has
told us that our debt and taxation have enabled us
, to make the country what it is. That is as true as
| the Gospel of St, Luke.- It has made the country
| what it is, simply that and rothing 1.ore, and the
| hon. gentleman has stated the truth. He said it has
| placed us in the vanguard—I do not know whether
| he means in the vanguard of colonies or nations, or
| in the vanguard of those governments that delude
{and plunder the people. I rather think the truth

1d be in the latter. [t has placed us, he said, in
the vanguard, and in a better position to get settlers.
That 15 a most astounding assertion. The ides
that the increase of the debt, the doubling of the
debt, the donbling of the interest charges yearly,
the increase « expenditure and taxation—the idea
that these pu: cs in a better position for securing
settlementis 4> “bsurd and stupid assertion, quite in
keeping with = ~ny other assertions of the hon.
gentleman. It -ill not for a moment bear investi-
gation. It cannc.be shown to be even a plausible
assertion.

Then, he told us that the Opposition raise their

| voices to deprecate the conntry. Well, suppose my

hon. friend were ill and called in a physician, and

existing rate of taxation w.ald be high enough ;
and so he forebore increasing the tariff, .liz}muv_:hl
pertaps he would have been wiser to have done so. |
Mr. FOSTER. He did increase the tariff. 5
M . CHARLTON. He did increase the tariff in |
1874, but from 1876 it rem: - ¢ent.,
and the Government waited for that turn iu the tide
that would bring a return of prosperity in the com-
mercial world and incre Jhe revenue of the
country. The change in tne tariff in 1879 by the |
present Government was made too soon to ascer- |
tain definitely whether this would bave be-n neces-
sar, . not in our case, but we have the experience |
of the United States, and the movement °"“istoms |
duties in that country will illustratc pre: ., fairly
what would have been the movement here if no |
change had been made, because no change was made |
in the tariff of the United States. Now, the revenue |
of the United States from Customs duties in 1878
wa. 1 $130,000,000, and in 1879 it was $137,000.000.
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| what we do.

that the physician made a diagnosis and gave a pre-
scription, would he accuse him of being the author
of his disease ? That would be just as reasonable as
the charge he brings against us. We raise our

| voices against the country ? No, Sir. We raise our

voices against the men that are ruining the
country. We raise our voices against the policy
that is destroying the country. We do not raise
our voices against the country, but in defence
of the country. We raise our voices against the
cormorants that prey upon the country. That is
And we hear that howl all over the
country : Oh, you are doing all this mischief ; you
are driving the people from the country ; you are
destroying the country ; you are defaming the
character of the country. Nothing of the kind.

We are atta kiug the policy of the party who
have kept this country in the background and
retarded its progress. We are attacking that
policy which mnst be removed before this country
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fulfils the destiny Providence has designed it shall | fluence of the cowardice begotten of protection that

fulfil.

leads them to fear open competition in the markets

Then he told us that Canada has passed its |of the world and prevents there seeking the natural
hardest period ; that it has built railways and | mark:ts where they might sell millions of tons annu-

canals, and can now go ahead.

Well, Sir, we |ally

We find in that province vast deposits of iron

have heard assertions from that side before. = We | ore where iron can be made cheaper than at any other
have heard something about the tall chimneys that | point, if we except Birmingham, Alabama ; we find
were to rise in every little village in 1879, but we | that province with room for millions of people,

have not seen them vet.

We were told that 640,. | with rcom for indefinite expansion and development,

000,006 bushels of wheat would come from our west | and wr: cannot say there is no lack of room in Nova

alone this time, but it has not come yet. We were |

Scotia. We come to New Brunswick, and find there

told that we would have a revenue of $70,000,000 | undeveloped resources and room for a great number
from the lands of the North-West up to 1891, but we | of people in addition to those now inhabiting it. We
have not had a cent of it yet. And now we are told | come to Quebee, and we find a province controlling

that we have passed the turning point, that the
hardest struggle is over, and that we are about to
enter upon an era of prosperity. No, Sir, we are
now about to reap the fruits of our folly unless we
change our policy. 'We have now reached the point
when a heavy burden is upon us, when the interest
on our debt muat be annually met, when we have
incurred enormous expenditure, which we find it
almost impossible to reduce. We have reached
that point when the fruits of all the sinsand follies
we have been committing are coming home to us.
We are now in that position that tne Government
tell us that they cannot enter into a trade arrange-
ment which would secure the prosperity of the
country, because forsooth it would reduce our rev-
enue somewhat. We are in that position that
we can not forego one dollar of the revenue we
now derive from this tariff which exacts from
the people sums much greater than they are
able to pay. No, Sir, we have not passed the
turning point. The hardest is not over ; w» are
not about to go ahead, but we have to pay the
price of our folly. We are now about to be called
on to pay from year to year for this great burden
tnat rests upon us, and every year we must strain
every nerve to meet the burden which the folly of
my hon. friend and those associated with him in
office have placed upon the people.

3o much for the remarks of the Finance Minister,
to which I intended to refer briefly only ; and now I
propose to give my attention for a short time to a
question more particularly pertinent to the matter
under discussion, the census returns. I may say,
by the way, that my hon. friend, the Minister of
Finance, seems to have forgotten what the question
before the House is. I think he did make one inci-
dental allusion to it, but that was all. Inapproach-
ing the discussion of this question the first thing we
have to do, Mr. Speaker, is to account for the fact
that our increase of population has been very small.
How shallwe account forit? Shall we assert that the
country has not the scope, has not the undeveloped
resources, has not the facilities necessary to enable
us to add to our population? Will we say that our
resources are fully developed, that the limit of our
ability to maintain popnlation has been reached,
and that now we have no choice but to serve as a
hive, as the fully populated countries of the old
world do, from which to send out our surplus popu-
lation to the United States year after year. Will
that assertion be made ? 1 do not think it will,
for when we come to look at our country what do
we find ? If we start at the Atlantic coast we find
first the Province of Nova Scotia, with its fisheries,
and its lumber, and its agricultural resources, not
fully developed, with its great stores of coal unde-
veloned, and with its coal mine owners, under the in-

the Imperial highway to the great inland seas of
this continent and the teeming west ; we find cities
placed where their birthright was that they should
be great commercial entrepots and centres of the
trade of this continent; we find great areas unde-
veloped around Lake St. John and in the St. Mau-
rice district, and we cannot conclude that in that
province the limits of population is reached. We
go to Ontario, the most beautiful and fruitful of
all the provinces, resting its southern border
upon four great inland seas, with a stretch of
country along Lakes Ontario, Erie, Huron and
Georgian Bay, the finest, the most salubrious, the
most productive section on this continent, not one-
half of which is under cultivation, and with great
stretches of uncultivated land in the Rainy River
Valley and Algoma, with its stores of nickel, of
copper, of iron, of silver, of gold, of structural ma-
terial, a province infinitely rich in resources, one
of the grandest commonwealths of this continent,
and we cannot say there that the limitation of
population has been reached, for there is room for
a score of millions more. We go to the North-
West, with its enormous tract of arable land, from a
small fraction of which a score of million bushels of
wheat will be sent to market this year, a country
suited for mixed farming, and with great stores of
petroleum, iron and coal, and certainly it is not there
the limit of population has been reached. Wego to
British Columbia, with its grand mountains and its
scenic wonders, with its agricultural lands in the
ralleys, with its mineral wealth, its timber, and its
fisheries, and it is not there that the limit of popu-
lation has been reached. In these various provinces
there is room for at least four score million of peo-
ple, and we have less than a quarter of a score of
millions. We have the room for the people who are
here ; we have room for the increase of that veople ;
we have room for the immigrants whowill come from
the old world ; wehaveroom forall theseand formany
millions more. Will we assert that our population
is effete—that, like the population of the Sandwich
Islands, the decree of fate is on them, and that
they are doomed to gradual extinction? Not so.
We have one of the most active, one of the most
energetic, and, physically, one of the best races in
the world here in British America. We are bound
to conclude that this population should show the
highest rate of natural increase, and that every im-
migrant who coines to our shores should find a
home congenial to him. Then what is the matter ?
Have we increased as we should ? The only grati-
fication we can get out of these returns is some-
thing like that which the old Methodist minister
got. He was preaching in the backwoods, and
he sent his hat round for contributions, and
the hat came back without a copper in it. He
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turned it up and looked into it, and thea
he said: “1 thank thee, O Lord, that I have
been permitted to receive my hat brek from this
congregation.” We may feel this degree of thank-
fulness, that we have as many people here as we
had ten years ago and very few more.

Now f;t us look the field over, and first we
have the Maritime Province group. They have
increased by 10,209, or 1°17 per cent., about one half
the increase in the towns. Quebec and Ouatario
have increased by 315,626, or 9'60 per cent., about |
the increase in the cities and the towns and the
district of Algoma. Then, we have the vast North-
West, which has increased in ten years by 173,000
souls, including British Columbia, while just south
of it is Dakota, with an increase of 376,350, or about
double the amount, and Minnesota with an increase
of 521,053, or three times the increase of our North-
West, or in those two sections an increase of
897,403, or five times the increase of the entire
North-West and British Columbia.

Now I propose to make a further analysis
of our census returns, and as I embarked in
this investigation it led me to results which
surprised me. I revised them, I went over
them, and yet the results were the same, and
our increase is of a character more unsatis-
factory than I supposed it to be. Between 1871
and 1881 the increase in our population was
638,314, or 17-31 per cent. During the same period
the increase in the population of the United States
was 11,597,402, or 3008 per cent. In that period
the number of immigrants to Canada amounted
to 362,675, or an increase of 9'53 per cent. out of
the total increase of 17-31 per cent. The immi-
gration to the United States i the same period
was 2,812,191, or a percentage of 729 out of
the total increase of 30°08 per cent., that is,
provided that in each case the immigiants were
retained in the two countries. The natural in-
crease in the United States was 8,785,221, or 2279
per cent., or the natural increase in the United
States was 15 per cent. greater than tbe natural
increase in Canada in the decade between 1871 anc
1881. The excess of the addition to the popula-
tion of Canada over that of the United States from
immigration amounted to 2'24 per cent., while the
total excess of the increase in the population of the
Uaited States over that of Canada was 1277 per
cent.

Taking the present census of 1890 in the
United States and 1891 in Canada, we find, as the
first bulletin states, though that will be slightly
varied by the subsequent statement of the Post-
master General, that our population has increased
by 498,534, or a percentage of 11'52. The popula-
tion of the United States has increased by 12,466,-

37, or 2485 per ceut. The immigration to
Canada from 1881 to 1891 is represented to
have been 886,173, or a percentage of 2049
on the population of 1881, or 897 per cent.
more than our total increase. We have an increase
of 498,534 in the population, and we had an immi-
gration of 886,173, showing a loss of 387,639, be-
sides our natural increase. The immigration re-
ceived by Canada in the last decade was much
larger in proportion to its population than that
received by the United States. The immigration to
the United States from 1880 to 1890 wag 5,246,695,
or 1046 per cent. of the amount of increase. The

cent, of the population in 1881. If the immigration
to the United States had been equal in proportion
to population to the immigration to Canada, it
would have amounted to 10,985,779 instead of
5,246,695, or the United States required an addi-
tional amount of immigration to place them in the
same position as Canada of 5,739,084. Take another
view of the case, and you find that to place Canada
in the same position as the United States we should
reduce the amount of our immigration fror: 886,173
to 416,464, or we received 469,709 immig cants too
many in order to place ourselves in the same pro-
portion as the United States. Our excess of immi-
giation over that of the United States amounted to
10°03 on the population of 1881. Had our natural
increase equalled that of the United States in the
last decade it would have amounted to 1439 per
cent., and if we had retained our immigration that
would have amounted to 20°49 per cent., so that
our total increase in the ten years, instead of being
11°52 per cent., would have been 3488 per cent.

Now, I p-opose briefly to compare the results of
the census of Canada for 1881 with the census for
1891. In 1881, as I have stated, our increase was
638,214. Now, deduct from this the immigrants
received during that decade, 363,000, it leaves a
natural increase of 275,000, or 7°78 per cent. That
iz the natural increase in Canada in the decade
between 1871 and 1881 if we had retained the
immigrants received during that period. Now,
let us apply that rule to the last decade and see
what the result will be. We will estimate that in
the last decade we had the same natural increase
that we had in the preceding one, and that we
retained the immigrants received during that
decade ; that would have given us a natural
increase of 336,476 during the last ten years ; add
to that the immigration, assuming that we retained
it, of 886,000, and that gives the total increase for
the last ten years of 1,222,643 souls. Now, we did
increase in population according to the memo. that
has been laid upon the Table of this House and upon
which my calculations are based 498,534, so that
we fall short of the population we should have, if
our natural increase had been che same as it was
during the previous decade. assuming that we
retained our immigration—we fall short by 724,109
souls of the increase we should have secured in the
last decade. Now, thisisa bad showing. England
and Wales, hives of industry, teeming with
population, sending off swarms annually to
Australia, South Africa, New Zealand, Can-
ada and the United States—England and Wales
show a larger increase than we have done.
Their average increase since 1801 was 1407
per cent. ; the lowest increase between 1851 and
1861, was 11'93; the next lowest, between 1871 and
1881, was 12°11, therefore making &« far better
showing than we have done.

Now, my hon. friend from South Oxford this
afternoon estimated that the natural increase of
Canada was 2} per cent. per annum. Good authori-
ties estimate the natural increase of Quebec at 4
per cent. per annum. I think I will be able to
convince the House that it is reasonable to assume
that a population such as that of Canada, a vigorous
population, with ample rocom for expansion, in-
habiting a healthful country, should have a natural
increase of 30 per cent. each ten years. I assume
that is the case, and I will give reasons fcr making

immigration to Canada was 886,173, or 20°49 per

that assumption. I will take the United States as
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a parallel case. The United States from 1790 to
1840 maintained & natural increase every ten years
of from 29°33 per cent. to 35 per cent. In 1790
that country had a population of 3,929,000, just
about a gum‘ter of a million more then we had in
1871. Now, the United States received during the
first 30 years of its existence a very small amount
of forvign immigration. That country received
only 250,000 from 1790 to 1820. That country,
with a population of 3,929,000 in 1790, had a popu-
lation of 7,219,000 in 1810. Upon the same basis,
starting as we do in 1871, upon a quarter of a mil-
lion less population than that country had in 1790,
we ought to have very nearly seven millions of
inhabitants 20 years afterwards without the aid of
immigration ; so it is evident from this parallel
case that our increase has been ridiculously small.
The rates of increase in the United States from
1790 to 1890 were as follows :—

1790 to 1800, 35°10 per cent. 1840 to 1850, 35'83 per cent.
1800 to 1810,36°38 * 1850 to 1860, 3510 **
1810 to 1820, 33'06 ** 1860 to 1870,22'65 *

1820 to 1830, 32°50 * 1870 to 1880,30708 “
1830 to 1840,33'52 ¢ 1880 to 1890, 24'85 ¢

Average 31°90.

Now, while there is no record of immigration to
the United States from 1790 to 1820, it is certain
that the natural increase of each of those decades
was not less than 32 per cent., and in scme cases
35 per cent.  The first year in which we are able
to make any comparison is that of 1830, when the
immigration for the previor s ten years had been
128,000. The total increase of population for the
decade was 32'50, and the natural increase was
31:03, and that is the lowest figure of the natural
increase inthe United States up tu that period. In
1840 the natural increase had only fallen to 28 55 ;
in 1850 it was within a fraction of 28-12. Now, this
comparison convinces me that the population of
Canada, a population as vigorous as that of the
United States at any time between 1790 and 1830,
with conditions of expansion just as favourable as
those enjoyed by the people af the United States, has
lost a large portion of its natural increase. 1assume
if the population of the United States maintained a
naturalincreaseof from 30 to35 per cent. for thethree
decades ending in 1820, and of from 31 per cent. in
1830 to almost 30 per cent. in 1840 and 1850, it is
fair to assume that the native population of Canada
would have a natural increase every ten years of
30 per cent. I assert that to be the case ; there is
not the slightest doubt that it is the case. I do not
believe the population of this country is less vigor-
ous, less strong physically, less likely to increase
rapidly, than that of the United States at any
period in the history of that country.

Now, let us see what we have been doing in this
race of national progress. Upon that basis, instead
of the natural increase being 30 per cent., we
find this last decade is has been only 1152,
including immigrants. We received immigrants
enough to make the increase 20°49 per cent. more,
so that we should have had an increase of 50 per
cent. in place of 11°52 this last ten years, if all the
population of the country had stayed here, and we
had retained our immigrants. Now, let us see what
would havebeen theresultin ten years, if my assump-
tion with regard to this matter is true. We started
with 4,324,000 in 1881 ; 30 per cent. increase in ten
years would give 1,297,000. We had 886,000 immi-
grants coming into this country, and if they had

remained here we should have had an increase of
population, during that decade, of 2,183,616.
Allowing mnothing for the difference between
the birth rate and the death rate of immgrants
received during the ten years, what would
be the result ? Why, Sir, we should have a
population in 1891 of 6,508,426. Assuming the
natural increase was 30 per cent., which I
believe it was, assuming that the immigrants
coming to Canada stayed Lere, we would have an
increase of population of 504#!; per cent., or an
increase of 2,183,616, instead of 498,000, or a total
population of 6,508,426. The population is 1,685,082
less than it should be according to these figures.

I propose to pursue this investigation a little
faurther. I start with the assumption that the
natural increase of the population is 30 per cent.,
that our people are just as virile and vigor-
ous as the population of the United States were at
any. time in their history from 1790 to 1850, and I
assume our increase was 30 per cent., because their
increase was that percentage, and in some cases
5 per cent. more. Let us work that out for 1871,
the first census we had after Confederation.
We start with a population of 3,686,596, a
quarter of a million less than the United
States in 1790, and their population was over
7,229,000 in 1810. Add 30 per cent. to our
population in 1871, and it would give us an
increase of 1,105,978. We received during the
ten years, from 1871 to 1881, 362,675 immi-
grants from the old world. So the population
in 1881, with a 30 per cent. increase in the native
population and with the retention in the country of
the immigrants, without any allowance for the
difference between the birth and death rate of the
immigrant population, in 1881 should have been
5,155,249, instead of 4,324,000. Now we will start
out in 1881 and compute the natural increase of 30
per cent. for the decade, which would give 1,546,574.
The immigration amounted to 886,173. So the
population by the returns which the Minister of
Finance says are not entirely satisfactory should
have been 7,587,996 in 1891, if there had been no
emigration of native population or of immigrants.
I reiterate what I stated, that this calculation makes
no allowance for the increase of population from
the difference between the birth rate and death rate
of the immigrants arriving during that decade.

This is a bad showing. But there is something
more. I am endeavouring to point out the
effect of the exodus on the population for
years past. At the commencement of this period,
1871, the point where I commence the calculation,
we had Canadians living in the United States to the
number of 490,041, theyTxaving been born in Canada.
Thecensusreturnsfor 1871 give no return of chiidren
born in the United States of Canadian parents, the
father or mother being a Canadian. The census
of 1881 does, however, show this, and by that cen-
sus it appears that there were 712,000 Canadians
in the United States, that there had been 939,000
children born in the United States whose fathers
were British Canadians and 931,000 whose mothers
were British Canadians. On the data thus fur-
nished, I estimate the number of children born of
these 490,000 Canadians in the United States prior
to 1871 at 627,000, besides the 490,000 le
born in Canada. These figures give in the United
States, in 1770, 1,117,040 of )opulation properly
belonging to Canada, if therc . g been no exodus,
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Add that number to the rest, and the result of the
computation of the increase of population in 20
years, on the basis of a 30 per cent. natural increase,
would give a total population now of 8,705,037. 1
make no allowance for the increase in the popula-
tion on 1,117,041 Canadians and their children who
were in the United States in 1871, during the two
following decades, which at the rate of 30 per cent.
in each ten years would be 770,754. If you add
the natural increase of 30 per cent. each decade,
amounting to 770,754, these figures would give as a
population we should actually have in Canada
9,475,791 in 189!, if there had been no exodus from
this country, and if we had maintained a natural
increase of 30 per cent. each decade, which is less
than the United States maintained for 50 years of
its natural existence.

It is evident that something is wrong, and it is
to be lamented that the interests and the future
of a magnificent country like this, stretching from
ocean to ocean, with all its resources in timber, soil,
minerals and fisheries, a country capable of sup-
porting 80,000,000 of people, a country starting on
the race of progress with prospects so fair, should
have had its interests so mismanaged by incom-
petency that in place of having what it might
have had if it maintained the ratio of increase
which the United States has maintained, and kept
its people and immigrants at home, a popu-
lation of 9,475,791, has less than 5,000,000.
Truly my hon. friend was correct when he said
that taxation and increaseof debt are just the factors
to produce the results we have in this country.

To recapitulate for a moment. This calculation
may seem extravagant. I wasled to this result step
bystep. First, Itook the United Statescensusreturns
and found that the natural increase there was over
30 per cent. every 10 years, and had been so for the
first 50 years of their national existence. Ienquired,
Is there any reason why Canada should not present
as good ashowing? I could not findany reason, for I
believe the Canadian people are as vigorousand as
likely to increase in population asare the American
people, and if any one can show a reason to the
centrary I will revise my figures. Butas I believe
we are as vigorr as a race as the Americans, I hold
that we should show at this stage of our national
existence what they showed forfifty years after their
national existence began, over 30 per cent. increase
every ten years, and I assume that our natural in-
crease is as great. Assuming that point to be
established, I go on then and show beyond perad-
venture that if our immigrants had stayed with
us we should have had a popalation of 7,500,000,
entirely independent of the number of people who
have left Canada prior to 1871 ; and the whole cal.
culation was thus worked out, and the result cannot
be questioned. If the basis is right, the result is
right. If we have a natural increase of 30 per
cent., as the Americans have had, if we had
retained our immigrants, as we ought to have done,
and had had no exodus of the native population, we
would have had the population I have indicated,
which the census returns show we have not got.

So much for the general question. I desire to
refer for a moment to the section of country in
which I am immediately interested. I find on
examination of the partial returns bro ht down
that the group of ridings along Lake Erie,
commencing at the Niagara frontier and run-
ning as far west as Elgin, embracing Norfolk,

Haldimand, Monck, Welland, Lincoln and Niagara,
this group of ridings had in 1881 a population of
127,004. It has by the last returns a population of
115,810, a loss of 7,194, or 6 per cent. in 10 years.
When I call attention to that portion of the country
I think it will strike hon. members as strang~ that
this should be the result. These ridings lie a. - |
Lake Erie. They are traversed by two through lh.es
of railway passing from east to west, giving con-
n¢ “tion with Detroit on the west and Buffalo and
New York on the east. They are excellent agri-
cultural counties; they are excellent fruit counties;
Lincoln and Niagara are the finest peach regions
in Canada, and if any section should show an
increase of population these ridings should show
it, as they possess the finest soil and superior
facilities for reaching markets. My own riding of
North Norfolk has declined from 20,933 in 1881 to
19,400in 1891, or a loss of 1,533, equalto 7.32 per cent.
South Norfolk has decreased from 19,019 to 17,780,
being a loss of 1,237, or 64 per cent. Now, Sir,
there is not a more beautiful country on this conti-
nent than these two ridings. 'T'hey are abundantyl
watered with pure spring streams and copious liv-
ing springs ; a magnificent fruit country, a country
raising the finest wheat, a country admirably
adapted to the production of fruit, and clover, and
root crops, and barley, and oats, and all crops that
grow in the temperate zone ; the finest corn coun-
try in the Dominion, a country that is capable of
being made a garden, a country not one-half of
which is under cultivation at the present moment ;
and yet that country, sitvated as it is, with two
great lines of railways traversing it from east to
west, presents a loss of population of 64 per cent.
in one riding and 7} per cent. in the other. That
is surely a commentary on this National Policy
that does not require further dwelling upon.

Now, Mr. Speaker, there was a time when
the Province of Ontario increased in population
at a satisfactory rate. That period was from
1851 to 1861, when we had for seven years of
that period the benefit of reciprocity with the
United States. Ontario increasel during that
decade from 952,000 to 1,396,000, an increase
of 46'60 per cent. That was a satisfactory in-
crease, and we never have had a satisfactory
increase since. Quebec, during that same de-
cade, increased from 890,000 to 1,111,000, an in-
crease of 221,000, or 24'96 per cent. I repeat, Sir,
that this was during the operation of a reciprocity
treaty, because for seven years of that period, from
1854 to 1861, we had reciprocity. During the next
decade the increase is not so satisfactory, but dur-
ing that period we had the retarding influences of
the American war, and for five years of that period
we had no reciprocity. It was natural to suppose
that the decade from 1861 to 1871 would not be as
favourable or as satisfactory as the other. So, Sir, I
atfirm, from the data furnished here, from the fact
that Ontario increased by 46 per cent. of popula-
tion in the ten years, during a portion of which we
had reciprocity, from the fact that it has not in-
creased satisfactorily since reciprovity was lost to
this country, I infer that reciprocity with the
United States and access to our natural markets
had very much indeed to do with the expansion of
the population in that province during the period
I mention. I assert that the showing of the pre-
sent census returns is unsatisfactory, and I assert
that it proves conclusively, when we come to ex-
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amine it, that there is something wrong in the | when it had only
policy which is now prevailing in this country and | now. We want

half the population it has
to inaugurate a policy which

which has prevailed for the last thirteen years. A |will cease to require this country to act as a
: - : . ; .
country situated as Canada is, a country possessing | hive to send off its annual swarms to the United

the resources that Canada does, a country |
inhabited by the kind of population that |
inhabits Canada, is a country that should |
increase faster than at this snail's pace we|
have been going. Something is required to givean |
impetus to the progress of this country, something |
is required to secure for this country that measure | the public debt of this country, who have piled
of prosperity which it certainly has not enjoyed for |

the last twenty or thirty years.

States, and which keeps our population down to
low-water mark, with a beggarly increase of 11 per
cent. in ten years, when there ought to be an in-
crease of 30 per cent., in addition to the increase
from immigration. We want, Sir, a policy that
will drive from power the men who have doubled

upon this country an extravagant, and unjustifiable,

| and unnecessary expenditure ; the men who have

While this last decade has been passing away | made the name of this country & by-word among
we have been making progress in some respects. | the nations of the earth, giving us a character for

We have made satisfactory progress in the mat-
ter of accumulating our public debt. We started |
out with a debt of $155,000,000, and we landed |
at the end with a debt of $237,000,000. We|
have increased our debt $82,000,000, or 52 peri
cent., even if we have only increased our popu- |
lation by 11 per cent. We started out at the
commencement of the decade with Customs
523,942,000,
and we ended with Customs and Excise taxation
amounting to $31,587,000, or an increase of $7,644,-
000 in taxation. If we take the previous year of
1880, we find that we have increased our taxation
3,107,000, or 70 per cent. since then, and we

and Excise taxes amounting to

by §

Lave increased our expenditure from $25,502,000 to
$35,994,000, an increase of $10,491,0600, or 41 per
cent. increase. Here, Sir, are the results of this
miserable fiasco called the National Policy. Here
are the results of this political falsehood, of this

fiscal confidence game, that enables the few to plun

of what the Government designates by the high-
sounding title of the Natienal Policy ; and yet

we are told by the Minister of inance that under |

its operation for twelve years, with the evidence
we have now before our eyes, that that policy
has been a satisfactory one. What do we want in
this country, Mr. Speaker? We want access to
our natural market ; we want to have done with
this condition of things which has brought thiz

country to the verge of ruin ; we want to puta |

party in power that will manage the finances of
this country with that prudence with which they
were managed from 1873 to 1878, we want to put
a party in power that will secure for this country
such commercial treaties and such commercial ar-
rangements as will give us access to the popula-
tion of 63,000,000 at our doors, which is a matter
of vital importance to ns. We want, Sir, to inau.
gurate a policy that will put an end to that system
of things that leaves us with a population of less
than 5,600,000, when we should have a population of
8,500,000. This year we are likely to export to
the United States, of the produts of Canada, a
quantity very much less than in 1866, at the end
of the reciprocity treaty. After the expiration of
twenty-five years we will have a smaller trade
with that great country than we had in 18€6,
0—2

corruption, and peculation, and frand, and contract
sweating, the most unenviable reputation enjoyed
by any civilized country in the world. I say,
Sir, we want to drive from power the men whoare
responsible for this condition of things and whose
garments smell very strongly, to say the least, of
the odours that emanate from this foul sink of
corruption. Sir, we want in short, and the sum of

| it all amounts to this, we want to participate on

equal terms, and without impediment and without
exaction, in the energies and in the activity that
characterizes all the Anglo-Saxon people of this con-

| tinent. We want, in place of having free trade with
; seven Anglo-Saxon nations under the British flag, to

enlarge the number, so that we will have free trade
with forty-nine. We want the market of 63,000,000
of people across the border ; we want to sell them
the productions of our mines, and our forests, and
our seas, and our soil. If the Liberal policy is

{ carried into effect, if that arrangement which the
der the many, that makes the fishermen, the farmers, |
the lumbermen and the miners the prey of a very
small portion of the population. That is the outcomne

Liberal party is able to give to this country, and
which the Liberal party if in power would secure

| for this country, if that arrangement is carried into

effect, then, as my hon. friend, the Minister of
Finance. says, the turning point would indeed come;
then we would have prosperity, and then Canada

| would shuw to the world all the things ‘she is

capable of ; she would show to the world that with
her grand resources, her extensive sweeps of fertile
soil, her forests, her mines and her fisheries, that her
energetic population are capable of accomplishing
as much as any given number of people on the face
of the earth is capable of doing. Sir, it is melan-
choly to see a noble young country like tuis, with
all its magnificent resources chained down ; it is
melancholy to see it overburdened by debt ; it is
melancholy to see it in the hands of such men as we
see sitting opposite us, incompetent, if not worse,
who have brought the country to the verge of ruin ;
and unless they are driven from their place of
power,unless their grip upon the country is released,
we shall see even worse times than we have
seen yet.
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