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wh(n I read to this House the effect of the Tariff

introduced by the hou memLor opposite, and of iho Tariff

introduced by this Govoinment, with reference to malt, and

pb')W the rate oi'duly that was collected upon malt when
the change took place, you will see what grounds ihe hon.

mtmbor had for making the Btatemcnt ho did at Ler.nox.

Under Mr. Caitwright'w Tariff of 1878— this is for j)art of the

year— 42,232 Ihs. were imported, the value was $1,3 8, duty

'81,(155.77, or 78 per cent. In 187.% that is, under the

Taiitf pubmitled by this Govcinmcnt, the imports were

12!),(i34 lbs. value $.-J,3 KJ, duty collected g2,r)92.GS or 7T|

per cent., a fraction under that collected in 1878. In 1881

the duty was changed, as the hon. men.ber knows,

arnl mall wms j,ut in tlie ^;arao ]iosition exactly an barley,

the duly b' ing 1.5 conls per bu^ht 1 Customn, and 1 cent per

pour.d Exci.'e. That ha3 been the law irom 1^81 to the pre-

sent tim«j. That was the law that was in force when the

change took ])lace in Congros>. In 1881, we that year im-

ported 10,553 bui>ho]s, \aluo $U',270, duiy collected $5,171,

or a fraction over 50 per cent., agaim-t&'J per cent, thtit the

hon. member imposed. In lt>2-8,^, we imported 15,979

bushels, value Si5,C99, duty ps-id S7,509.93, or a little less

than 50 per cent , and yet tiie hon. nieml cr told them at Len-

nox on the eve of an election—I will not say that it was at

all to affect it, but only to show what an outrageous Govern-

ment this wais and that they should not send any one hero to

support it— that we had dtpiivcd priducoisoi that section of

the country of selling their bailey to the mallMers. and that

their interests were sacrificed, when tlie tiuty, from 1881

to 1883, was 30 per cent, less tl in the hon. member himself

imposed in 1878. Yet, he said »'ewere responsible for that

eliange, and, as that is one of rbe charges which I thought

might ])OSHibly be brought to-night, though I do not know
that it will, I thought it just as well to !-pike that gun at

once. There is another charge, smd a vtiy general one,

made all over the country, to tiie effect that wo have im-

posed a du'y of 35 per cent, upon im|)orts to Canada. That
is the general statement. There are a f( w articles that pay
35 per cent , but we know that last year the average duty
on the whole imports was something like 19 per cent. I

hfid the })leasure of addressing a meeting at Strithroy,

which was referred to by the hon. member opposite

the other night, and the member for Brarit was present

on that occasion, and ho took that exception to the Tariff

policy of the Government. Ho said to the audience,

imagine your sending to Germany and importing a certain

article, and, when it reached tb.o borders of Canada, you are

charged 35 per cent, duty on it, v hat an outrage that is.
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