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ON PARLIAMENT ago we had generally itso Woteom, owners in other of the coantry to know 
DOMINI 1 | so that many shivered for want of fuel— | this fact, of which some of them have been 

speaks of them not as men having the same | wofully ignorant. i ' 
gl A feeling as ‘himself —men as respectable as he | Mr. Bowell. I suppose they have been get- 

Hon. Mr. Anglin’s Speech mi be {3 ni charge made operon their information from you. : 
A were proved a calumny ; he speaks of thenr % in. They have been getting their 

the Budget Debate. | as an Thfadios order, an ehitverin wretches. | information in a very. 2! way : 
Sir Charles Tupper. The hon. gentleman | their own ets—they han re od 0 

\[r. Anglin. The long peat attack | will, probably, allow me to correct him. I the duty. y, I notice that the owners | 
ade by the hon. Minister of Railways upon | suppose he does not intend, personally” or | of Quebec have been in thes 3 

mber for Centre Huron has, perhaps, | unintegtionally, to do me an injustice, but | the duties paid have been 
¢ tract the attention of the House | when he/'says that I used the expression | pockets and not out of those of the Ameri- | 
uestion we now have under consid- | ‘shivering wretches,” he is mistaken, for I | cans, and have sent a memorial to this House 

. 5 It is net my purpose to take any | used that expression as a quotation from a | stating that this tax is a burden aud interferes 
GGISTS' JUN. ‘ the contest between these two gentle- | speech of the ex-Finance Minister. 'I did | with their business, and that altogether it has 

pats © | that the hon. member for Centre | not use the expression myself, so that the | been an injury and a ‘serious detriment and | i 
ected foe the BE lantly able to he care of spent Fay 3 fo frien gong upon me. | loss to them. 3 A OK § Hoan of that kind, and I am r. Anglin. en it is only to be re- Mr. Bowéll. Do these gentlemen go to the | In itleman’ RARTHOR mselt 18. eave it to him to defend his green that the hon. gentleman, to whom I | United States for their dnt ? g het ol bens pyran co 

MEpicAL Habis Tite bon ct charges made by the | listened with great attention, did not usethis | Mr. Anglin. They can gét it without land- | make a case in his behalf. tio 
tte St., opp. King Sq. ‘ tailways. I think, on the | expression so that we could understand it. | ing it, I suppose. ’ 

ey ald. be better that we should ad- | Well, Sir, the coal duty is a sectional duty. r. Bowell. If the othér got it, they could 
LE AX to the subject-matter before | It is true that a very large portion of the ot get it without landing.  BEaDRR 

{ Ti \| \ 
2 

) ey | f ARS n. Minister of Finance as unques- | ing and railway purposes ; but it is also true | taining this information for them. The hon. | was allowed to pass without its pn don in 
: nd I remember that only a short | that a very large portion of it is used for do- | Minister of Customs has come to the relief of | that could be a bon mot passed. wi 

RIVED time ago it was said to, be something quite | mestic purposes, and that a large number of | the hon. member for Monek (Mr, M¢Callum), | a redoubled theer. There was eras Tele 
RECEIVE] improper for any member on this side of the | the people ‘of this country feel very severely | who wants to get his coal in free for the use isk» passed which we on this side of the 

AR LOAD se to question statements made by these | and sensibly the burden which is imposed | of his tugs ; and after the e tion of the | Honse could scarcely understand, over which 
y bon. wentlemen or their subordinates —if we | upon them by the tax on coal, unless, indeed, | hon. Minister, that hon. gentleman, I suppose, | hon. gentlemén opposite went into ec 4H 

JUFPRISIN were to allow them to state our case as they | they can be persuaded, and they never have | will not find it necessary to pay that money | but while the hon. ister was i 

Y C. ; pleased, and as they have chosen to do in | been ersuaded yet, that the Americans pay | over to the Treasury, to which, according to | long elaborate calculations 
more than one instance; if we were to accept | the duty instead Pof their having to pay it | the teachings of the hon. Minister of Rail- | Americans paid the duty on coal imported 

as unquestionable, premises that we regard as | themselves. I believe that the statement | ways, it most un uestionably belongs. The | into Canada, his followers were silent. ‘The 
¥ absolutely false, we would then be compelled | made to that effect by the hon. gentleman is | hon. Minister of Railways says that in a few | calculations did not go down. - They knew 

RBOUR BROS., to accept also the deductions at which they | one which will startle the country as much as months he has learned a great & on this | too well that these statements were not only 
11 South Wharf. have chosen to arrive. But we, on our side | any he ever made. He has never shown him- | subject—new light has dawned hat won- | incredible, but that the people would not they cam 
a 7 of the House, question almost every state- | self deficient in that quality which Danton has derful understanding of his. I remember how, | rons them, that Minister in vd 

ment was 

although they ; ead h ps ; wag : v they were to cheer : 
156 we were to accept the state- pr she into thé country, as well as produ- | Mr. lin. Then 1 these gentle- ema. Hy atthe pod su phn Bir 

¢ by the hon. Minister of Railways | ced in our own mines, is used for manufagtur- | men will be very much obliged to me for ob- encourage their leader; no strong ast : 

a
 
b
e
 

M
E
 

Lr 3
.
 

P
a
t
e
 
ee
 
l
e
 
5
 
Sn

 
8 
2
 
© 

Buckwheat ke. ment they have made, either as utterly inac- | said is 80 necessary to those who would carry | five or six years when he was talking on 
g a this question of coal duty, it seemed impossible 

for him to know any more of it than he knew 
then. But he has received new light since, 
and this afternoon he read to us some most’ 

rate calculations and statements, which 
says prove most conclusively —though I 

could not see the proof—that the Americans 
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urate, or as a very skilful perversion of what 
we regard as true. The hon. Minister of Rail- 
ways chose to commence his speech this 
afternoon by declaring that neither he nor 
the Minister of Finance was éver truly re- 
garded as a Free Trader, that nothing could 
be found to prove that they had ever taken, 
in the Governments of the Provinces to which 
they both belong, a course as Free Traders, 

or advocated a policy that could be fairly 
called a Free Trade policy. Yet, a few 
minutes afterwards, with an inaccuracy, an 
nconsistency, a reckless disregard of self- 

\diction, which distinguished that hon. 
man this afternoon more than in any 
1 I ever heard him deliver, be told us 
ctly that he had always advocated Free 

1 Nova Scotia as far as it could be 
out there, because in the peculiar cir- 

imstances of that Province Free Trade was 
necessity. He told us, furthermore, that 

for many years before Confederation he was 
an advocate of a Union of the Provinces, and 
i .t he told us what is correct; but when 
he proceeded to tell us that, in adopting a 15 
ner cent. Tariff after Confederation the hon. 
gentlemen who sit on that side of the House 
did not mean to adopt a policy of Free Trade, 
but rather a Protectionist Tariff policy, and 
that in framing that Tariff they had acted 
strictly upon the principle of Protection, he 
asked this House to believe what is impossi- 
ble for us to accept. A 15 per cent. policy 
was adopted, I believe by the Parliament of 
old Canada, and that 15 per cent. became the 
Tariff after Confederation, avowedly for the 
reason that the people of the Maritime Prov- 
inces were known to be Free Traders; that it 
would not do to offend their Free Trade prin- 
ciples by asking them to accept even the old 
Tariff, but that the old Tariff must be modi-* 
fied in the direction of Free Trade in order to 
reconcile the people to Confederation, to 
which it was known a great majority was 
strongly opposed. That was the true reason 
why the rate of taxation on great part of our 
imports was reduced to 15 per cent. But 
they placed upon the free list a large number 
of articles, and he claims that as a measdre 
of protection. I ask, Mr. Speaker, if it was 
a measure of protection, in 1868-69, to place 
a large number of articles upon the free list, 
how has it come to pass to-day that it is a 
measure of Protection to take off that free 
list so large a number of articles and reduce 
it to such insignificant proportions? How is 
it that the hon. the Minister of Finance has 
found it necessary, even this Session, to come 
down and add some of the.articlesto the free 
list, which, a short time ago, according to his 
principle of protection, he took off that list? 
No, Sir, it was not acting upon any principle |. 
of Protection ; it was acting upon a principle 
which has always guided the advocates of a 
revenue Tariff policy, that that large free list 
was adopted in 1868-69, and was maintained 
from that time till the unhappy year of 1879. 
Well, Sir, the hon. gentleman, after having 
contradicted himself in that extraordinary 
way, after having made those extraordinary 
statements, and placed himself in that strange 
position, proceeded to speak on the question 
of the coal duties. He told us truly that for 
many years he has been an advocate of a 
duty upon coal, and he told us, what we have | i 
heard from him often before, that he, for his 
part, could see no good reason why, for revenue. 
purposes alone, a duty should not be imposed 
on coal. He added that one of the strongest 
objections against the duty on coal was the 
fact that it was a partial and a sectional im- 
post and this he seemed to admit. But, he 
strove to contend that, although in some | 
senses the duty is a sectional impost, never- 
theless, it does not bear largely on the poorer 
classes, in any part of 
forsooth, the poorer 
domestic ra 
when asked by the hi 

Eat 

(Mr. Mackenzie) what he thought of the duty, 
as it affected Toronto, he scouted the 
idea of having any regard for the working 
classes of even so a city as zi 
overlooked the fact, thatif the worki: ‘ 
of Toronto alone were affected by this duty 
on coal there would be a sufficiently strong 
reason why it should not be imposed. But, 
we all know that coal has been taking the 
lace of wood in all our large cities and towns 
x: many years ; that every day it is be- 
coming more and more ‘she fuel of the work- 
ing classes—1I will not particularly say of the 
poorer classes, because the hon. gentleman 
repudiates the idea that we have now any 
poor class in Canada. He speaks of those 
who were in want, several years ago, as shiv- 
ering wretches, That is the language em- 
plaza by these patrons of the poor—not the 
rothers or the protectors but the patrons of 

the working classes, and he speaks of those 
who, owing to circumstances over which they 
have no control, owing to the will of a Prov1- 
dence, who so directed the affairs of this coun- 
try and of the whole world, that a few years 

| cause the people of Ontario do not pay this 

their purposes by means of strong assertions ; 
but I'do not think he has ever rw to 
much further in the way of assertion than A 
did when he said the Americans pay the 
whole duty on coal. The Finance Misister 
went so far as to say that the Americans pa 
at least one half the duty on coal; and I thin! 
we were a little startled in this House, and I 
think the business people throughout Canada 
were startled by that statement of the hon. 
gentleman, but the hon. gentleman is not ad- 
vanced enough with regard to this coal duty 
to suit the views of his hon. colleague. The 
hon. gentleman told us, in the ear] fot of 
his speech, that some time ago one of his col- 
leagues, a gentleman who took a prominent 
position in discussing] these ‘trade questions, 
entertained the opinion that the tax on coal, 
and, I think, the tax on flour, as being sec- 
tional and oppressive in their nature, wonld 
lead to much trouble if imposed ; but he says 
that that gentleman, like many others in his 
party, was not sufficiently advanced to know 
that the tax on coal, instead of being an in- 
TE a who use 

or an would be a benefit, and 
would pore £2 us to take money out ) % 
pockets of the Americans for our own service 
and purposes. Fad dg imself under- 
gone a very ma ange of opinion upon 
{i fo and within a Sa; short, tithe. 45 ¢ 
heard him make that remarkable statement in 
regard to coal in the campaign in Pictou. He 
had not then reached that advanced state in 
which the wonderful fact dawned upon his 
mind that the Americans pay the tax on coal, 
for he used something like this languagé in 
addressing the people of Pictou, as one J 
reason why should oppose the of 
the tax on and as a reason why the 
should not vote for Mr, Carmichael. | Ho snide 
‘“‘See how this thing works. The pe of 
Ontario pay $400,000 a year into the 1 

your full share of the benefit of the - 
ture of that’ money on public’ purpose with.’ rd eo ER Hn 
He i 5 on the advantages whi 

men connected with it—though he gave them 

at the last election, and tell 
duty on coal affords them no advantage, be- 

duty, because they 8 pill as cheaply, 
even more cheaply: er 
instead of its being a benefit to the manufac- 

of the Dominion, and you Nova Scotian, get ) 

energy and skill and industry of the gentle- | 

did before, and | i 

of Sime SE wo 0 

curt. AO dri Hemost ited Bel WER, 140 out; 

tribution as soon as possible. 
Mr. Bowell. ' Does the hon. gentjgman say 

that such a rebate has been made, "or is he 

he got. from the 

2 n can do" 
likes, Nn bi 

Mr. 
waters, and use it in 

Mr. Bowell. The 

Mr. . It is well to get an % explana- 
tion on this point,fand it is well for the tug 

or the soundness of conclusions : there- 
fore he must know that he has hed $m. : 

erl- 

make it a matter of conscience, and make re- | I 

e use 

Mr. Bowell, ve ol 
Anglin. And bring it into Canadian | 

that nothing is liable to duty until it if landed. 

By this duty on coal.” I understood the hon. | ter-was talking 
inister to make this statement—that some 

years before the imposition of this duty on 
coal, the price in Toronto was very much 

that immediately after the imposition of the 
higher than the price in Philadelphi oo 

price in phe but the priee in Toronto 
actually fell to ip Wot bm the 
price in Philadel; ; and he e e 
7 hie Gokiitey 1 Si¥lave Sat ite icing 
of eo a led to that ex- 
traordinary change. ir, ‘if the imposi- 
tion of 50 cents a ton on coal has that extra- 
ordinary effect, why does not the hon. gentle- 
man prove himself logically consistent for 
once, and ask this House .to vote the imposi- | 
hs of another fies Soom. 16 the 

ericans pay the duty, uld we 
spare them? Why ‘should vc fs satisfied 
with taking a paltry 50 cents out of them if 
we can get a dollar or two? Besides, accord-- 
en. ie hon. gentleman's reasoning, it will | 

uce the price to a lower point than it has 
ever touched before. In reply to what he 
knew would ‘be the answer to that, he used 
most extraordinary argum 
bringing the 
that hii 
National 
dan be purchased to-day at lower 
they could four or five years rl t | or nve a , 16 3 they r ago if ught, 

very ‘conclusive and very 
4 be to those who are‘superficial ; 

be led by the old pest hoc propter hoc style 
went; but to te biking asisées poi 

it. worl, 

t sometimes even 

pri ice in Toronto not only fell to the | i 

olicy, horas any ape rice | wi 
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not, done that and will not do it. 
ter of Railways’ told us of some analysis of 

| Nova Scotia coal made some years ago by the 
member for London, when: a member of the 
Sus. Din and of the admirable 

0 ian gd showing that this 

But we do not find that it is imported by 
cease | Ontario, and the e of Toronto are so 

stupid, so regardless of their own interests, 
TR aie a ott ts highr rice 
instead of superior coal at a lower. There is 
a contradiction of facts here to be explained 

the hon, org i It a amusing to re 
experiments e in the city © 

Ottawa by persons who iat gu. introduce 
the Nova Scotia coal and-encourage its use by 
the people generally, but who themselves 
chose afterwards for some reason to return to 
the use of American coal. If is a remarkahle 

iri coming e ent of 
blic works, called for tenders for coal, I 

fact that not very long advertisements, I 

| think for the use of these buildings and 
Rideau Hall, and in these it was expressly 

| stipulated that the coal must be American. 

Mr. . ~ Patriotism of the purest 
; Re en Yio Nos Bost 

al does ‘not find its way into Ontario, it is 
also a fact that it is coming more largely into 

elsewhere—for he railway fro 
Be Tok 50 Biodlacy wAEH Taats. asd 

\ bb is now using coal. But we do deny that 
‘increase is attributable to the National 
icy. The hon. gentleman made some 

= 2 is to-day enjo 3 
degree en rosperity. eard 
“him say in 9 John that 1t enjoys an amount 

rosperity such as no other country in the 
; ever enjoyed, and this he declared from 
a balcony in front of an hotel, standing on 
which he looked into a block of buildings on 
the best business street, and if it were not 
dark at the time, he must have observed that 
two-thirds of the whole block were actually 
unoccupied, and that the ugly words “to let,” 
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