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tariff would aflect the farming interest,

which gave employment to half, or rather

more than half, of the population of New
Brunswick. They must pay half of those

increased duties. They would pay, at

least, $400,000 additional taxation under

this tariff—he believed they would pay

more than that, but put it at $400,000,

and what equivalent would they get for

this enormous burden '{ It had been said

thev had the benefit of Protection to hops,

lard,bacon,hams, preserved meats, animals,

horses, potatoes, other vegetables, barley,

oats, peas, and beans. He would not in-

clude flour, of wliich they in New Bruns-

wick imported largely, and had non(^ to

exjjort. The whole amount of duty to be

derived from these articles he had enum-
erated, according to the returns of last

year, would be only 89,337. This was
tlio wlinlo direct benefit. It might !""

said there was some indirect benefit. He
admitted that, in tlie article of vegetables

and green crops, that it would be of some
benefit to the parties supplying their

markets with these commodities. On
these articles, some $2,024 would be col-

lected, taking the returns of last year as

a basis, and might act in some respects as

protection to farmers to that extent.

About lOc. per bushel duty had been

placed upon potatoes. Tiiey did not im-

port ))otatoesat all, while, last year, they

exported 50,000 bushels, and tlie jiresent

year still more, so that the duty upon
potatoes was of no benefit at all. They
loaded a lai'ge number of vessels, he

thought about twenty, lai^^'ear, for

American ))orts, wliich were their only

market for that article, and the profit of

that trade depended, to a consitlerable

extent, upon a return freight being had

for tliese vessels. The tarifi", by its dif-

ferential duties, would injure that trade

and actuidly lessen the price of potatoes

to the New Brunswick farmer to the ex-

tent that they would be affected by not re-

ceiving that return freight, and thus, in-

stead of benefitting him, in regard to that

production, by the duty, it would do him
an injury. Take wool, which was admit-

ted duty free. It had been contended

that they had to im]) irt a certain amount
of a su[)erior quality, which they did not

grow. Vermont produced the finest

quality of wool. Their climate and soil

were equally as good as Vermont to pro-

duce that article, and, if aufiiciently en-

couraged, would do so. He contended
that the Government, while protecting

other industries, had shown criminal neg-

ligence in not protecting this. Hides
were also admitted free. Theirs was
largely a grazing country, and they pro-

duced a great quantity of liides in conse-

quence. Was there any protection for

this production f No ; and iu this he
held the Government were again
criminally negligent. Kggs were also

admitted free. They had a large annual
production in this line, and yet no pro-

tection was given. Then tliere was but-

ter and cheese, on which tiie duty re-

mained the same as before. No additional

protection was afforded, though the

people of New Brunswick importe<l last

year 1,9111b. of butter, and 5,71 Gib.

of cheese, and the people of that Pro-
v;-.- - i^^uld produce these article-, nwfll
as pork, for which no additional duty was
provided. So far as the luinlxu-man

and the farmer were concerned, there

was no compensation for their additional

taxation ; really and in effect no com-
pensation, and he, as one of the repre-

sentatives from New Brunswick, pro-

tested most strongly against it. Ho con-

fessed he was not in favour of a high
Protective duty. The old tariff was a
Protective one to the extent of 17.V per

cent., which, with the cost of impor-

tation, wouM make 20 lo 21

per cent., which, he held, afforded

sufficient protection to our manu-
facturers, which their previous prosperity

fully demonstrated. High protective

duties were sure to be bunlensome to

some branch of industry. Tliey could
not protect all ; in fact, they could protect

but a few. I'lie consumer's interest

should have been considered, wliich had
not been the case, and the omission must
have a detrimental effect. If all iiulustrios

were protected alike it would have the

effect of raising the cost of everything con-

sumed by all, and increasing tlie cost of

living alike to all, and so would amount
to no Protection at all. If they did not
protect all, the duties must o[»erate un-

fairly on those industries which wore not

so protected. He held, if this tariff were
carried out, it must injure the country by
making it a dear country to live in, and
would i-etard the progress, iiot only of

the Maritime Provinces, but would retard

the settlement of our great North-West.
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