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Mr. WALLACE. If the lion. gentleman will
permit, I will point out the mistake. Hehlas taken
the lowest price and the highest price of granulated,
when every one knows that there are three pounds
of the lowest price sold to one of the highest.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Every one does not
know that. I do not know it, nor, I think, does
the lion. gentleman know it. Is there any higher
priced sugar iii Canada than the granulated ?

Mr. WALLACE. Yes.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). And yet you said I

took the highest price when I took the granulated.
The hon.. gentleman knows that there is the Paris
lump, and lie knows there is the ground that is
higher than the gtranulated ; but lie knows that I
took the lowest quotation of granulated sugar, and
he knows that it quotes fromî say, 6g to 6U, and I
took the (;s. He knows that yellows vary a cent and
a-lhalf in price, and I did not take the highest price
yellow, but I took the lowest. Even if there is a
larger proportion of the yellow. I have arrived at
a fair basis. But let him say what is a fair basis,
for at 82.24 per hundred pounds lie will find it
amîounts to over four millions of money in one
vear that lias to be accennted-for. Grant that lie
is riglit, let him take the proportion lie likes, and
see whîether it would wipe out over four millions.
The Finance Minister iniglt perhaps reply that the
cost of raw sugar in his table here was the original
cost in the islands, and thiat lie lias not added the
duty. The duty would be very small. The Finance
Miinister miglit say that a part of that was loss and
cost iii refining. Granting that the proportion would
still be very suiall, there is still a vast sum of money
to be accounted for in his table, as to the cost of
sugar paid to these refiners and the price they liad
sold it at. That would be a very useful item for
the Finance Minister to inîclude wlen lie prepares
ano.ther table of this kind. My hon. friend in.
answering stated tlhat the Finance Miiii.terhad
reserved sone protection to the refiners, but that
lie lad reduced it. Well, if my hon. friend will
examine the point I thinîk lie will find that the
relative protection is greater than it was. What
is the protection the refiner has under the duty of
ny hon. friend ?

Mir. WELDON. The lion. gentleman did not con-
test imy position wlien I was on ny feet. I will now
show hiiI was right. Under the old tariff, the polar-
iscope tariff on granulated sugar, the duty was 1
cenîts per pound specific and35per cent. ad ralorem.
Now, last night the prices of granulated sugar in
New York were 4â cents. Reckoned on that
basis the ad i-alorem duty would be $1.46& , which
would leave the total duty on granulated sugar
imported to-day under the old tariff at $2.96-&
per 100 lbs. I an making my calculation on my
feet and I need a little time to nake it accurately.
The duty under the old tarif on as much raw
sugar as would iake a hundred pounds of granin-
lated sugar is $2. It is I cent a pound where it
tests 70 degrees by the polariscope, and then g
of a cent foi' every additional degree; 30 degrees
more are needed to nuake pure sugar. So that
the duties ion so much raw sugar as will make a
hundred pounds of granulated is 2 cents, and
takinîg that basis the net protection to the refiner
is 96e, cents per 100 lbs.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I observe that the
hon. member for Haldîimand (Mr. Montague) ap-

plauds that statenent. and if lie understands it, it
is more than I do ; and yet I think I understand
the sugar 1uestion as well as lie toes. I do not
want to put any discredit on the figures of the lion.
ne-nber for Albert (Mr. Weldon), but his calcala-
tions are very involved.

Mr. W ELDON (Albert). I wish the hon. gentle-
man inad clallenged nie before, and I could have
answered lin in the course of my speech.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I do not ob>ject to
the interruption, hecause in a question of this kind,
which is a business calculation, I am willing to
admit a man miglht be wrong ; but it is easier to
take the question on the basis on which the Miis-
ter of Finance put it in his speech. The average
protection the refiner had unider protection was
the difference in the duty lie paid on the raw
material necessary to miake a pound of refined
stigar and the duty placed on refined sugar. The
protection given to a refiner or to any manufacturer
is the difference between the duty on1 the raw
naterial ie uses and that oit the fiished article lie
produces. The Minister of Finance says the protec-
tion to the refier was under the old tarif I cent
per pound. Now, lhe says: I have reduced it to
. of a cent per pound. I shouild like hln
under this calculation to explain low it is he claims
that lie ias reduced the protection to the refinier,
wlîen lie says that all the protection the refiner
had under the old tarif 'was -I per 100 lbs. and
now it is SO cents. I contend that thereflners are i a
better position than they were before. It is true
the minister of Finance nay say that this is 20 cents
per 100 lbs. less than before. But there are other
circuimustances to be taken imto account mi deter-
rnuiung the amount of protection given to a mamu-
factur-er. The prices of sugars in the United
Stateshtave fallen fromî 6 cents for refined to 4 cents.
The refiner m anada had a protectionm uider the
old tariff of l'cent.against 6 cents. The retiner now
has a protection of 'ý of a cent against 4 cents ; so
that now the Canadian refhner lias a protection of 20
per cent. against 16' per cent. lie hiad previously.
Accordingly, the refiners i this country are abso-
lately in a better position and are enjoying more
protection than they were before. If the Minister
of Finance gives a protection of 80 cents on an
article costiint $4 he will have to give a protec-
tion of 81.20 if the article costs 86 to make the
protection equal; but the Minister of Finance ad-
mits that it was only $1. 1, therefore, say that in
the present arrangement of -the tariff still greater
protection is given to the sugar refiner than
before.

Mr. WOOD (Westmoreland). Do we understand
the lion. genthemnan to say that under the old
tariff the duty would be charged in the price of
refined sugar ini New York, or on ithe price of that
sugar in bond i New York? The lion. gen-
tiemuan is calculatin the luty on the price of re-
finedsugar Li New York with the American duty
paid. If that sugar was exported to Canada it
would be exported at the price in bond, and duty
iwouild be calculated on the saine footing as now.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Will the Minister of
Customs say that ? The hon. nember for Westncore-
land (Mr. Wood), althoughhlie cones from a.county
whicl has a sugar refinery, is not posted in the
vorking of this nysterious tariff. I have shown
that under an average price of 4 cents in the
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