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much .suvod to tho country sind a <liniiiiution of tho importw.

So with rcibionco to all tho manntiuttttrics in tho country

and their productrt. If tlioso gnodn hud not boon made in

tho country thw would hiivo l>con inipoitod, and wo
asU yon, connidorini^ tho ])rospi'rity of tho country

hist year, and as a consoquonco lurtro importations, whether,

it wo had not tho Tardt by wiiich wo have boon ablo to

produce by those intiustrioH, $1 (5,000,000 a year more
than wo ]>roilucod in 1870, tho bahincc wouhi not have
been hii',ti;or against us tiian it is? 1^ hold that a policy

which, if it does not increase tho exports, will diminish tho

imports, must have the effects of bringing tho cxp{>rts and
im])oils nearer toujether than wt)uld iiavo another and
opposite policy. J ask whether this has n()t boon suHtained

by those f; cts ? I have dealt with tho loadini^ objections

down to the present time, that have boon made ai^ainst the

policy adopted in 1870, and 1 think that the atisworin 1

havo<i^ iven, taken from tho returns and other public docu-

ments, are sutlicicnt, and tho subject needs no further

remark^ from mo. But Ihoro are some now objections

which have boon mado latel}'. Ono now char<jjo

brought against tho tJovernmont in tho last twelve
months is that thoy have neglected the intcrosts ot

tho founlry by legislating in such a way as to change tho

Icgisltilion in the IJnitod .Stato-i with rolorenco to the duty
on malt, and thus injuring tho jiooplo of Canavia. Why it

is well known that for tho last seven years, there has boon

a conllict in tho United States between tho maltsters and tho

browora. Tho maltsters have been endoavouring to obtain

an increased duty and to shut out tho mult ti-om Cu'^uda.

Thoyfiilod in their ondoavouis until tho last Session oi Jon-
gres- when they gained a victoiy over the brewers and
obtained an inci'eascd duty on malt. i5y that operation,

they have shut out a very coiisidorable export of malt from
Canada to tho United States during Uio last year. It is

quite true that a concession on tho o^her haiul was mado
which really is a benefit to our farmerH, though limited,

by taking 5 cents per bushel off tho duty on b^rloy. We
are told the Government of Cannda is responsible for this.

T-et mo roMl an ex'ract from a speeidi mado by Sir Richard
Cartwrjght at Lennox Pome three or lour months ago :

" Some gentlemen I'refsent know to their cost that although it waa
not po?='l)le tor ft Reforoi Uoverument loadd one cent to the value of
their barley "

That is declared by a gentleman who wuis ia tho late Gov-
ment.
"That a I'inance Miaisier who did not uadei'staud his business, and

woula persist in acting on hia own adricc, coatrary to that of able men
around him "


