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THE AMERICAN TARIFF.

The enactment of a new Tarifl Law, effecting a modification in
certain duties, has occasioned a regular fever throughout the
United States, and brought forth in Congress all the strength and
talent of the parties who join issne on the great questions of Free
Trade and Protection. Notwithstanding that native manufactures
and home products are stll protected by duties ranging from 100
to 5 per cent, and that inall the essential features of the Tanif the
pernicious system of Protection is still strictly adhered to0, the ut-
most alarm is being expressed by the manufacturers throughout
the country, and it is seriously sought to have it belicved that the
natural consequence of the change must be to prostrate the trade,
not only of the manufacturer, but also of the farmer, and with
these to bring down the revenue of the country.

Tho speeches which have been made on this subject in Con-
aress, and since then repeated through the press, are valuable as
exhibiting the almost natural tendency a false system of pratee-
tion has to warp men’s julgments, and to produce n minds which
profess to be swayed only by patriotic considerations, most erro-
neous views of the true interests of their country.  Thus it is that
in the American legislature we find all the cast-off falactes of
Protection reiissumed and paraded forth with an earnestness that
would bo absolutely ludicrous were it not for the momentous
character of the question involved, and did we not know, more-
over, that the tendency of legislation in that country has been
such as to give to those arguments an abmost wrreststible weght
with a large portion of the community.

As it is, we confess we find ourselves somewhat puzzled to un-
ders'and the actual arguments made use of by those who opposed
t!Ile mtreducuion of Mr. M‘Kay’s Bill, as well as the grounds for the
2:atm 30 penerally expressed by the mauufacturers and their
fnends at the prospects of the new Tarilf.  As a Free-Trade
measure, that Tariilt is scarcely worthy of consideration, since at
still leaves the trade of the conntry hampered with a seale of da-
ties that in most cases amount to 2 prohibition.  Regardeit in that
light, it is, as onc of the speakers observed, a burlesque upon
Free Trade.  Yet the manufacturers profess to fear its operativn
and a portion of the population throughont the country is dis‘po:c\i
10 beheve the manufacturers when they <tate that with a protec-
tion of 30 per cent they cannot compete with the foreiguer in the
Lome market.

The aramments put forward on the side of the Protectionists
are, we repeat, not at all intelligible to us. It is pretended by
the advocates of a high taritl that the expericnee of that taridf
goes to show that a state of protection does vt tond to keep up
prices, but that Free Trde dees! Ta order o prove this, the
prices of gentain aricles are refemed 10, which were higher be-
tore the taniff of 1842 than they are now; and thi- fact is consi-
dered conclusive as showing the eheapening tendeacy of protec-
ton! In the same way, it is asserted that hizi daties tead to
revenue, at the same time that they Lenefit the consumer.  The
way in which the first of these ascenions is proved s as follows:
* The foreign manufacturer, say s the advecate o high duties, does

not concern himself about how cheap he can afford to sell you his
wares.  He avails himself of every circumstance which affects
advantageously for him the market price, and sells for the best
price he'can get. He will not be apt to newlect to avail himselt
of the advantages which remoteness from the market of supply
gives him.  Wheu the marhet of supply is remnute from thie place
of consumption, the trade in the commodity becomes a quast mo-
nopoly, competition is usually less; combinations to raize prices
are more readily effected, and consequently profits are larzer.
The establishment of domestic manutactories, on the contrary,
brings our markets of supply nearer our markets of consumptior,
which diminishes thase diflicalties, and usiformly tends to lessen
the market priee of commudities, It produces cumpetition be-
tween domestie prolucers and foreign producers, and between
domestic traders and foreign traders, all of which are usually be-
neficial to the consumer. ~ The diminution of price produced by
competitio 1 between foreizm produacers alone usually swells the
profits of the merchant more than it reduees the puce of the com-
madity to the consume,  But if you so arrange your tanff laws
as to enable the domestic producer of such commodities as are
sanitahle to the country to compete fairly with the foreign produ-
cer of like commaditivs, the consumer will generally gt the
chief advantage trom the reduction of price produced by compe-
tition in both countries.”®  We think we need hardly remark on
the entire fallaciousuess of tlus reasvning.  If it is worth auything
at all, it is most assuredly an wrgument fur utiestrictud conmeree,
and uot againdt it. It is perfectly absurd to suppose that in the
present state of trade the foreizm merchant can combine to raise
b ices, even if e wished 1o do s and how competition between
the two can be cncouraged whilst one has an advauntaze of 30 or
40 per cent. sccured by the State over the other .t exceeds our
sagacity to discover. Nor will it do tv assert, as has been as-
serted by American stutesmen, that this protection is a mere
nominal protection.  We know very well that the American
manufacturer avails himself of every furthg of that protection,
which he charges eventually ou tlie cuaswiner. 1 o 15 ot so—
if the public pay nomore fur what they consume, with protection
than without it—where is the use of protection at all, and why
the present alerm at @ modification of the tariti 2 1f 20 per cemt.
will sutfice to raise a revenue sntiicient to meet the expenditure,
why take 25 aad 302 To encourage our manufactures, rephes
some Whig politician.  Buat do your manufactures require this en-
couragement, and is it politic they should receive it at the ex-
pense of the rest of the community.  But the rest of the cominu-
nity benefit by it : We want manufactares to enable us to dispose
of dur surples produce.  That s, that in ouder to receive a littie
more foi his wheat the farmer aud every other interest are re-
quired to pay twice more for every thing they consume than they
can obtain those things lorelsewhere 5 and thisis called encourag~
ing other interests !

Ve confess that it s with rezret we view the course pursucd
by the United States in thes matier, for if there ts a country on
the face of the carth which should show an example to others, she
is that country. Tt is an anumoly that her true friends must
lament that whilst she professes pohitical freedom she favors com-
mercial thraldom, and mamtuns lliberal and exclusive tantis
after other nadons have abandoned theirs.  To the mecha~
ntes and artizans of all other countrics she offers a home, and
receives the products of their shill with the pride of 2 mother;
but let than send those same products from other Jands, where
they can be made with moure econviny, and byva strange perverse-
ness she refuses to receive them. In this she furms a stubang
contrast to Great Britain, which, whilst she keeps her politicai
privileges for her own suljects, thiows upen her market to the
competition of the warkd. L

That the United Stutes must suffer by persisting in her presernt
policy, we think no oue can Juatte " Ttrs one of these canses
\vhich s ;‘]r‘;;u])’ threatened o Lok up her cunfcdcmtmn, and
will eventually do so af a nwre Liberal practice be not observed.
Itis not the price pad to the manunfecturer which she has to
fear, so wuch as the departuie from that simple scheme of go-
vernment she has umlertahen to carry out.  If she undertakes to
Luild up manufactures Ly the means of protection, she must, to
bo conmstent, b prepaied to support them by thuse means, and
this, we say, she cannot long do. * 1f the won-founders of Phila-




