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average annual export of animals and
their produce has been $5,099,000
greater for the last three years and a

half than during tha previous five years.

The average annual export of agricul-

tural products during the last three and
a half years has been$5,28G,000 greater

than during the previous live years. Tlie

experience of the Araei'ican farmer under
protection has been of the same chai-ac-

ter. In 1880, after 20 years of protec

tion, the promise of a home market was
so far from being realized that the food

exports of thw country reached the enor-

mous sum of $397,000,000. Of every

100 bushels of wheat raised in that

counti-y 36 were exported. The trutli

is that eitlier Canada or the United
States will require to produce more man-
ufactures for export than for home con-

sumption, (as is now done by Eng-
land,) before a home nr^rket can be

furnish ed;and this cannot be done under
protection, for if the domestic manufac-
turer requires protection against the

foreign manuf(cturer he cannot export

goods and compete with him in foreign

markets where both meet upon the same
footing.

RESULTS OF THE N. P.

Tho N". P. i<iiposed a rate of duties

that largely increases the cost of sugar,

that increases the cost of stoves and
har ware, that increases the cost of

plouiihs and ail agricultural implements,
that makes cottons and woollens dearer

than wo'iM h.ive been the case under
the previous turill", and that benefits a

few individuals at the expense of the

mass(>s. Th(! poor man's fuel is taxed.

The foo'l consumed by the inhabitants

of th(! Mariiiuie Proviuces is taxed. Tlie

lumberuitiiH implements and outfit are

iieavily taxed The farmers' goods and
tools arc, furnished him at higher rates

than would have uoeu the case if the

Cartwriglit turili' lia I remained in force,

and the ^alne is true of the laborer and
the fish<'rniati. A revenue tariff would
have ali'oided ample j)rotection and
caused fair returns to all the manufac-
turing eu'ei prises of the country. The
N. P. allord;! undue protection to the

sugar reLiner a^.il t,he cotton and woollen

manufitcturer,and permits the realization

of proli s greatly exceeding a fair

interest upon the capital invested, while

it taxes the iron, tho coal and other
materials used by a great number of

manufacturers and nu\kes their business

less remunerative than would be the

case under a judiciously arranged rev-

enue tariff. It is a policy which bene-

fits a very few individuals at the exi)ense

of the farmer.the lumbetinan,the laborer

and the fisherman.

PROTECTION TO THE FARMER.
The advocates of tho N. P. sought to

secure the sup])ort of the farii.er by
promising a home market and <luties

upon grain. It has been shown that

the home market promise has failed.

The promise of protection through the
imposition of grain duties has proved

equally delusive. Duties upon cotton

and woollen goods in England would
not affectthe pricetherebecauseEiigland

supplies her own wants and exj»orts

largely. For the same reason a duty
upon grain cannot raise the price in

Canada, except in the case of Indian
corn, because we raise enough to supply

0)ir own wants and have a large surplus

for export. So long as this is the case

the price received for the sur|)lu»

governs th« price <i the whole. The
American farmer is protected by grain

duties. If the American duties bene-

ntted him, why was it necessary to }»ro-

tect our fai'uiers agfdnst the giain of tho

protected American farmer 1 Our grain

imports from tho United States were
almost exclusively of grain passing

through our canals to the F]uroi)ean

market. Its inq ortation was bene licial

to us because we secured the carrying

trade. Our canals were comtruutt'd for

the very purpose of securing as large, au
amount cf thisiradeas p()s,sible. If any
portion of this American grain was
entered for consumption it sinq)ly in-

creased by that amount the surplus of

Canadian grain available for export, and
had no influence upon the price paid to

our farmers.

INDIAN CORN WAS IMPORTED
in considerable quantities for consump-

tion became it was cheaper than our

own coarse grains, and the country

made a handsome profit by buying corn

at a cheap rate and selling a correspond-

ing amount of oats, peas, rye and barley

at a higher rate. The importation of


