THE COMMERCIAL.

575

The Commercial

WINNIPEG, FERRUARY 23, 1891,

e e s A o e e e -

TRADE STATISTIOS FOR 1890.

The officlal traie atatistics of Ciuada for
1890, which have just been published, will ba
particolarly intercsting at this time, in view of
the fact that the trade quostion is tie only one
of importance in the political contest now going
on. Tho trade figures for the yoar aro satis-
factory, in that they show a matked increaso
over tho previous year. Tho total trado of the
country, export aud import, amounted to $218,-
607,300, agaiast $204,414,093 in 1889, This
total has only beon oxceeded in two previous
years [n the history of the Dominton,

Our total export trade for 1830 was3 $96,7149,.
149, this also shoving a substantial increase
over 1889, when our exports were §89,189,167.
Great Britain has agiin displiced the Uaited
States as tho largest consumer of our surplus
products, and for 189) the mother country
is again our best customar by ncarly eight
million dollars  For the year Great Britain
took $48,333,604 worth of onr oxports, while
the United States took 310,522,810. Ouar ox.
ports to the republic decreased $3,030,00) last
year, whilo exports to Groat Britaia increased
amazingly, beiag over §10,002,000 greater than
in 1889.

Trade figures between Cinada and counteies
other than Groat Britain and the United States
are comparatively insiguificant, the great bulk
of our trade, both export unlimpont, being
done with these two. However, the yoar 189D
shows a gratilying iuacreise iu ouc trade with
several other natioas. Ouar exvport trade to
Germany last year was ncarly four timns
greater than in 1839, whilo our export trade to
Spaio increased to over five timd wial it
was in 1889,

The mast imporrtant point shown by these
figures is, that our export trade to Great
Britaiv last year was great-r thau that with
the Uuited States by nearly $3,000,000 dollars.
This is something well worth bearing in mind
ia the present political eratest. One of our
political parties has adopted a policy of com.
mercial uoion with tha Gaitel S:ates. Tae
aarrying out of this policy meaus thit we must
enter into o high tariff compact with the United
States, whereby we will be forced to dis-
crimigato agzaiast Great Britain. Tae protective
policy of the Uaited States i3 aimed more
against Great Britain than any other country.
We are invited to bucome aparty in this policy
by forming a tariff compact with tho republic.
Though Great Britain took §3,000,000 more of
our exports last year than our ncighbors to the
south, yet wo are asked to enter into a high
tariff compact with tho ropublic against the
mother conntry. Under this compact we would
admit goods from tho United States absolutely
free of du.y, but as the same time we would be
obliged” to vastly increase the duty upon im-
ports from Great Britain.

We in western Carcada have great faith in the
Hudson bay route as the natural outlet for our
exports, and all look forward to the day when

this route will bo oponed. This proposed com-
mercial unjon compact, by cutting off our trade
with (ceat Britain, would take aw., very
largely from tho valuo of the Hudson bay routo.
Tno rute should bo valuablo for imports as
well asexports. By it we shoull rocsive cheap
British manufactu.cs in roturn for our surplus
products. Unless thers were trade bath ways,
the fall value of the route cruld never be
renlizel. Aun onormous tariff wall to the north,
such as {s prooosed in  the conmercial noion or
uorestrioted ~eciprocity programme, would
drive trade away from this toute. W ook
forward to an immense trade with Great Britain
in the future, via the northern route. The
possibilities of this trade are traly wonderfal,
Wao have the country here capable of producing
vast quantities of agricultural products, and
Great Britain offers an unlimited market for
such products—in fast we may sry she affurds
the only market for large quantitios of the
natural prolucts of this country. Our wheat,
our cattlo and other animals, our butter, our
cheeso, our oggs, the Uaited States does not
want, becauso they produce a surplus of these.
Thay would take our barley, but Manitoba has
noverdonomuchingrowingharley. Insomoyears
they would take our oats, but this would only be
inzertain scasons of short crops at home,suchas
the present. Not many years ago oats were
selling at ten cents per bnshel in Dakota. Our
principal exports must go to Great Britain,
and we must be prepared to receive some goods
in return, to realize the value of our northern
route. ‘There is overy reason therefoce why
we should keep ourselves freo to trade with the
world. The greatest freedom of trade with
the Uuaited Statea is desirable, short of enter.
ing into any eatangliog tariff alliauce with that
conntry, which would restrict the fceedom of
our trade with other couatrics. Here we
should draw the line, and adhere to the
decision firmly, I¢ hes been stated that com-
mercial union would advance the price of wheat
in Manitoba. This is one of the most ridiculous
assertious yet made, and it -n be disposed of
ia a few words. The two states of Mionesota
and Dakota produced last year about 100,000,.
000 bushels of whoat The home consumption
of these two states would be less than 20,000,
000 bushels, leaving a surplus of about §0,000,.
000 bushels for export. This surplus gocs in
the shape of wheat and flonr to the same mar-
kets as does the exportable surplus of Mani-
toba’s wheat crop, and therefore it would be
impossible to pay higher for Manitoba wheat
under commercial nnion.

BEIWEEN TWO0 FIRES.

Broad-ininded free traders atecertainly placed
in a painful position in the present political
campaign in Canada. If they remain with
their old frieuds—the Liberals—they will be
giviag th i~ support practically to a moventent
the consummation of which means a very great
advance in our protective tariff, with this dif-
ference, that Canada and the Uaited States will
be united in a protective policy. If they sup-
port tho Consorvative party, in order to oppose
such an iniquitous compact, they aro obliged to
votein favor of maintaining our present bigh-
tariff syatem. Truly in this predicament the

freo trader is bosot on every side, and he can
only think with the gloomy Hamlet, that it is
bottor to “‘bear thoso ills wo have, than fly to
othors wo know not of.”

The broad freo trader can cortainly nover
consent to a tarifl combination with the most
extremoly protectionist country on oarth. It
is against overy principle of fcoo trade, and he
must contend ugainst it as carnostly as he would
coatend agaiustan average 20 per cont Increase
ia our taritf, indepsadent of auy osher caunatey.
Even if tho tariif of the United S:atos averaged
Lywer thaa our owa, the ides ot a tariff
compact would atill be utterly obnoxious to the
liboral minded trador, whoswo matto is the
greatest ireedom of commerce. Canada, and
westorn Canada espacially, caunnot afford to
entor into such a compast a3 that proposed,
Woe should ficaly take our stand on the pria.
ciple of baing roady anl willinz to trade with
all canares, with the groatest frealomn. Woe
must not have our trade restricted in any
direction. If w2 must druble the height of our
tariff wall on all other sides, in ordor to lower
it on the south, thea we better 1save it as it is,
until tims briogs relief in soms other direction,
{n this position thorough free traders will bo
obliged to support the present protective palicy,
rather than fly to even a greator extreme of the
protectionist idea.

The paople of the Unitel States, particularly
ia the western states, have many ovils to suffer
from the protective aystem of the country.
Tariff tinkeriog has been carriel in that country
to a far greater extrems than in Canada, The
finaucial crisis which has ailticted that country
during the past few months, is attributed by
the Bankers' Mayasine, of New York, to this
continual tariff tinkering. Under commercial
union, the evils growing out of protection in
the United States, would be inflicted upon
Canada, and it is doubtful if our sccond state
would not be worse than bafore.

S>mo politicians protend to balieve that
commercial noion or uarestricted reciprocity
does not imply a tariff compact. No possible
way of carrying the policy of the Libsral party
iato effoct can be imagined, short of a unifiza-
tion of the tarif of the two countries. Thic is
clearly understood in the United States, and in
that country usresteicted reciprocity is always
spoken of asa tariff compact. Tie Hitt reso-
lution, as discassed by congres at Washington,
clearly defines the meaning of comaercial
union, or unrestrictel recipracity as follows :—

That whenever it shall be duly certified to
the President of the Uaited States that the
Government of the Dominion of Canada has de-
clared a desire to establish commercial union
with the United States, having a uniform
revenue system, like internal taxes to be col-
lected and like import daties to be impused on
articles brought into either couafry from other
natioas, with no duties upon trade between the
United States and Canada; he shall appoint
thres commissioners to meet those who may
be likewise designated to represont the govern.
ment of Canada to prepare « plan for the as.
similation of the import duties and international
revenue taxes of the two countries, and an
equitable division of receipts in a commercial
union, and 8aid commissioners shall report to
the President, who shall lay the report before
Congress.

This says thero must be a ““uniform revenue
system, uniform internal or oxciso taxes, and
uniform duties upon articles bought into either,



