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As a proof that these discriminating duties impose heavy burdens on
us in their operation, it may be added that the amount of duty collected
under them last year was no less than £104.553, or about one-fourth of
the whole nett revenue of the 'rovince derived through the Custom-
house, & fact from which your Commiuee draw the conclusion that the
artic|es requited for consumption in this Colony are in mony instances
cheaper in forcign than in British markets; and that, therefore, our in-
terests are geriously compromised by their operation, in preventing our
frecly resorting to the cheapest matkets for the supplying of our wants.
But the smount of duty thus levied affords n very madequate criterion,
taken nlone, of the extent to which Canadian interests are sacrificed by
the taws in question.  Your Comnmntiee arc of opinton that 1t 18 reason-
able to assume that the amount lost Ly the Colony by the operation of
the dufferenunl duues 1n queston, in enhanang the cost price of snported
goads, is fully equivalent to the nmount of duty levied under them, viz.,
L£104,555,~a sum utterly wasted as far as this Colony is concerned by
our be 1g debarred from the right of going to the cheapest market to
supply our wante. To mercantile men this deduction will require no
explanation ; but for the benefit of others who moy not have given the
subject adequate consideration, we may add that it arises from its being
cheaper in many instances to buy goods in England at a considerable
increasc over the price of sinnlar articles 1 foreign markets, provided
that such increased price fall short in any degree of the amouat of discri-
minating duty levied on such foreign articles.

Qur readers will observe from the foregoing extract that a parti-
cular fact is stated, and that from it a particular inference is drawn.
The fart stated is t’his, that the amount of revenue collected wnder
the Differential Daties in 1815 was £104,555; and the inference
deduced from it is this, “That [in the words of the Report] it is
¢ reasonalle {0 assume that the amount lost by this colony by the
¢ operation of the Differential Dutics in question, in ¢nhancing the
4 cost price of imported goods, is fully equivalént to the amount of
¢ duty levied under them,—a sum utlerly wasted as far as this colony
¢ is concerned, by our being debarred from the right of going to the
¢ cheapest market lo supply our wanls.”

The soundness of that inference, the Gazelle denies in the lan-
guzze which it delights to indulge in. But we shall allow our
readers to judge of it for themselves by the following extract :—

The Board of Trade, we shall soon show from them, have fallen :nt©
the error, most discreditable to them as pracucal men, of considening
ostensible the same as real differences, and have, on no occasion, discri-
minated where the protection is apparent, and where real ; but have
sgnorantly or foolishiy assumed that the actual difference 1s the difference
on the whole import,  The absurdity of th.s is evident enough, from the
sunple foct that in the artiele of Muscovado sugar, the differential daty
Leing 53. per ewt., 1t 18 taken for granted that the price of the whole im-
port is raised by that amount ; the facts being, that, from other causes
conteraporancously operating, no sugatr the profuce of British Colonies
could posaibly be imported, and the whole duty 18 merely a tax for re-
venue, and no more a loss to the Colony for external purposes than any
other local customs duty raiced for our own local use. ‘To put the case
apecifically. If 2 man pays by law on Jamnaea sugar 7s. 6d. per cwit.,
and on Cuba sugar 12s, 6d., and from the operation of the British differ-
ential duties there is o bonus of 39s. on taking all the sugar of Jamaica
10 Britain, there is, 1n actual pracuice, no Colomal differentianl duty at all.
It is a mere dead letter, and the apparent difference of 5s. is merely the
portion of 2 tax of 123. 6d. on ail sugar wmported, and, if all sugar was
admitted at 78. 64., the deficiency mast be raised by some other locnl
tax; or :ather, if the money 1sno: taken out of tius or some other pocket,
by making a Colomal duty of 5 1n addiyon, the Colonial revenue must
luse the diffurence.

We shall procced to show that by not discrim.naung between opera-
tive nnd inoperative differential dutics, in other words, between the true
and the false, between the rational and nonsensical, the bui then of these
dulirs is more than tredled.

The fullowing statement of the actual operation of these Jates wili be
at once inielligible 10 any practical man.  We are ndebted fur at, and,
indecd, it has Leen for suine tiwe in our haads, to the Cullctur of Cus-
toms of this port, anxious as he always is to furnish to any party entitled
1o ask for it, all and every information connected with his depastment . —

Statement of duties reccaved under the Imperial Act 8 & 9, Vie- chap.
a3, on the following articles smported and brought into Canada, i the
year 1845 i — .

TORT (F MONTRELAT.

3976 19 QOlico and Palm O4l,.. 1BV
2637 19 6 Soicns, censvesas « 166 9 9
74115 8 Feant, .« < 49912 3
803 3 6 Flout,eeenen . B2 20
N7 5 86 Salted Potk, « 3310 2 ¢
Y 10 Chease.oovs - - 4410 10
19 13 G {° Bure Stonesieeas <12 4 8
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W20 Total,.. £23,190 10 3

The total amount of duties collected in Montreal under the Act was
£23922 1. 0d., which, minus the £25.190 10s. 31 accounted for above,
leaves the total protection in the port £3731 9s. 9d.

1t must be premised that we have not taken any natice of the datics on
Refined Sugars. amounting to about £1,703 in this port, and £2,000 in
the others.  Bnush Sugars Refined, mn bond, for export, pay 10 per cent;
Foreign, 20 per ceat.  In point of fact none bat the former quality come,
and it ic probable none else wonld comne even without any differential
duty. As there may, however, be some difference of opinion on this
point, we leave it open, and those who think the difference berween the
1wo duties 13 tprotection must add it to the resulis.  Bat we apprehend
it is simply a tax on a British manufacture for a revenue purpose, and
some might think it ought to be deducted from the amount of protection.

The data of the Port of Montrenl are believed to be naccurate, as they
are at hand. In the following tnbles the last item in each is an approxi-
mation. ‘That of Quebee 1s, probubly, a hittle under, and that of Canada
West a little over atated, but it is believed that one error will correct the
othier, so as not materially to alter the result. .

TORT OF QUEBIC,
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veea

'l.cﬂ, R Y P N T Y Y N Y (X3
Gowls paging 4 pot cent. .. 378 1
Totaliens saeanaes LYW 0 @

Duty on Wines omitted. as, from the teturns, it could not Lo ascertaned, beng bicudod
with gthier 7 per cente duties,—would prububly add £200 to L300 10 the sum,
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TORTS CANADA SVEST.

Bacon and Hams,eeeeoceee L1413 10 | Molatses,coeecenes £08315 3
Datter, ceeevnenee 3017 2 | Rumand Spints “ee 43 0 0
Cheose, coeeanensns L6 Cordials, ceaeee cere B 89
€oron,e wovar-e 7 10 | Row Sugur, e oo WHIT Y
3 | 1083, cecececcaenssennese UG 1Y ¢
g Goods paying 4 per cent. oo G639 3L 7
Meat, Salted,seeeeeqosecs 8 018 yeee e casneees LETH00 0 T
Patt of Montroal, «£25100 10 3
Port of ducbee,... « 0952 0 O
Ports Canada Westy ceeseeceveersonscoccass 20 ki

Total, ceee-see.as. Stetling, L62,942 11
Lqual 1o . ee e veee JCurrency, £i6,30 2

Tutal amt. of Dutics recetved in Lanada under aforcsauid Act, i 1843, 1 Cy. £104,558
INTO MONTREAL.
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. 1844, 1845,
intish Manufactutes from the UL Kingdom,...£1,635,111 11 3 .... L1841 11 1]
Uther Goods from 10 ceeecrsacscosieccssess 163115 0 O..ce 6330 8 7

7
Gouds from other places, - o.eevcene.oenee. 231689 4 Y.... I6LER 19 9

 Totaheeseeoee e Sterhing, £2,034,315 16 € ... £2,150.631 18 3
No peekeges inctuded.

Totc) amount of Dutics levied in 1845, under the Impenial Act 8& 9

Victosie, chap, 93, cev oo rvo.esrevorsrsaassasnsesstccvsssssns £104535 0 0
Amonaut of Duties levied under tho aforesaid Act on Foreizn articles,
swhich uro not prodeced or uanufactured n thoe United Kingdom, 76530 2 5
20,975 13

Total amount levied for tho protccti?n of British Manufacturers,....

Here, therefore, the mighty sacrifice of £104,555 dwindles down un-
der the searching eye of truth and severe fact to £327,975! What cas
possibly be plainer?  The United Kingdom and its dependencies pro-
duce ncither Brandy, Gin, T'ea, Olive and Palm Oil, I'rait nor Basr
Stones. They produce for export 0" this colony neither Wine, Masen-
vado Sugar, Tobacco, Cordinls, Molasses, Coffee, Spices, Flour, Salted
Pork or Cheese.  On other articles subject to differential duty none hag
cter beep levied.  'To recur again to Raw Sugar, the greatest item of
all. It is notorious that until lately the duty in Britain on Foreign Sugar
was 63s, and that on Plantation but 24s, and the price of B. P. Sugar was
thus arnficially kept up in Britamn to a point at which Brazil and Cuba
Sugars were occasionally introduced for consumption.  Up to the end of
the year 1815, not a singlg ource of B. I'. Sugar could have been, or 1n
point of fact cvercas, imported into this Colony. For while there was a
bonus of 33z for carrying the whole prodace of the West India colonics
to Britair, what availed one of 3s. for bringing in here? It was mere
waste pajes.  The Board of Trade will excuse uswsaying so, but it can
move nothing but contempt to find them basing a grave calenlation on
such a transparent fallacy which it is impossible that persons engaged iu
business should nbt have known to be such. The same remark would
apply to several other items.

We will admit that the difierential duties so far as they arc oprratire
are an entire 1038 1o the colony.  We admit that in the year 1845 they
cost the province ont of an import of over two mulhons, the enormous
sum of twenty-¢ight thousand pounds.

In the foregoing extracts, truth-and error are so intimately blended,
that it requaies great care to separate the onc {rom the other.In the fiist
place, the Gazclte tries 1o impress his readers with the beliefthatthe
Board of Trade airsolutcly fixed the amount iust by this colony by the
operation of the Differential Dutics at the sum of £104,555; white
any intelligent reader wilt percesve that the Board of Trade mezely
thought it * reasonalle fo asswmne > that the amount so levied was
a fair indez 10 the amount actually sacrificed by £ being debarred
from the right of going to the cheapest market.®> The fa se im-
pression which we accuse the Gezette of thus altempting to raise, is
onc of those paltry devices which any sophist of the meanest capacity
may successfully practice. But an’intelligent reader will have no
diﬂ?cully in this instance in detc(ging it. He next betrays citheran
unscrupnious want of candor (to usea mild term), or, for a public
journalist, an apardonable amount of ignorance.  Speaking of the
differential duty on Sugars, he attempts to lead his readers to sup-
pose that none but foreign sugars were imported, and that hence the
people of this colony sacrificed nothing by the differential duty of
S5, per cwt. JIs it to be supposed that our contemporary
was to such a degree ignorant of the subject he was wriling
upon ? or is it rather to be suppesed that, with characteristic
want of candor, he suppressed an important fact in order to lend
the colour of probability to his false reasoning? We fear to
pronounce an opinion, lest we should be considered hatsh, We
leave our readers to judge for themselves. The fact of the case,
however, as proved by a commercial cirenlar which we have before
us, and which we are assured was compiled from ¢ official sources,®’
is, that the import by sea into Canada in 18156 was as follows:
Tastard Sugars fiom England .paying a duty of 7. 6d. per ewt.,
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