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herself bound in honour and justice, to grant U8 the honor ofdomgso.f wepease. It is strange to find Canadian JoumX
SitTfnf''!/" '^' ^'y- ^' ^'^"'^ ^' '^y '^ demonstrate
that so far from the revenue being reduced by the proposedchanges,

, m.ght be materially improved without inju^ring heconsumer :n the slightest degree. Let us illustrate this'' by

S

ence to the leading articles of tea and sugar, both of which aresubject to differential duties. Tea imported from th?Uni?ed
States pays 2d. sterling duty, and by the river Id In IsV,? thequantity imported >y inland ports was 1,908,329 lbs. ; at Quebecand Montreal 770,615 lbs. Now, if the latte; had beek su^
to the same duty as the former, very nearly £4000. currency

Stotr '''"
«^<l«t 'othereveniue witLut an increaseTn

price to the consumers, because the price was regulated by thatwhich paid (he highest duty. Againf foreign Sugar pays a^duty
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^"'^STBriti^sh muscovado and bas'tard ?« 6d

^?fh' K 1 ' ^a« Charged on the whole, the latter wouldeither be thrown out of consumption, or would have to compete

tha nVr^H^''^'
^'^^ '^' ^'''''^'^ "^'«1^- I« this case'Tnthat of tea, the great proportion of the sugars imported pays thehigh duty while a smaller quantity is admitted at a lower ratethus benefitting British sugar refiners, at the expense of ourrevenue or our consumers.
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1. 1 o. « **' October, 1846.We copy below Sir Robert Peel's answer to the congratula-

brief and decisive rationale of « protection," as the "sustaining
of certain branches of trade at the expense of the publicfinaZTs^>His exposure of the wasteful absurdity of •' naHons purchaJngat a dear rate articles of an inferior 'valued when fhey mShave superior articles at a cheap rate ; his bold y^avTwed

wh ch Great Britain is seen to have espoused without any 4eeo-ciation or barter of reciprocal concessions," but simp/becalse

tl fint;- T^""' ^^^?l%«"" P"^P°««« 5
his confiden7appeaTtothe financial responsibilities of statesmen, and the grow n^in elhgence of nations, to overcome the resistance of -isdlud

mterests,^^ and powerful parties in Legislative Assemblies »
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29/A October, 1848.
It is clear that the Cobourg Star has given no attentionwhatever to the subject of the imperial dutie^ and that he doeanot comprehend the views of the free traders. Their demand^

that goods coming from the United States and other foreignS f^n'' ^^f"''
'^ ^"*^^^ ""' ^^''^Sn manufacture, shall beadmitted on the same terms as those coming from Great Britainor her possessions. All this is very simple, but the opponeD^^
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