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sugar refineries here-n few years ago; there are | ‘

pow “only fwo. ~Besides the loaf-sugar branch
the whole' of the 'refinéd sugar -tride. of this
country is indirectly affected by thia bouunty,
and -directly by baving foreign markéts closed
against it, whilst foreign-made sugars are im-
-ported fice; and it- must he remembered tbis is
no unimportant trade, for the raw sugar that
passed : through our refineries in a yéur was
valued ‘at from 15 to 20 .-millions sterling not
loug ago. : . e

But it may be urged that, as to the sugar
trade, and still wmore as 1o smaller trades, we
can afford to let them perish without any great
harm being done: to the general prosperity of
the country.” But what of the-iron and bavd-
ware trade ? - How should we be able to stand
vast populations like those of’ Birmingham und
‘Sheflield being thrown on our poor rates like
the Coventry weavers were? - The iron trade
in Fraunce is protected by a bounty on exporta-
tion very similar to that on sugar, The result
of this is-thut the imports of iron into France
are now smuller than they were' twenty-five
years ago, for the duty of 2/ 8s. a ton is decid-
edly more prohibitory in 1877 than that of 92 a
ton was in 1852, - In 1874 the value of cutlery
exported from France was 114,4947,, while that
imported was only 12,819Z, and vven in Birmings
-ham itselt French competition is beginning to be
much felt, s ‘ ; :

But it i3 in Belgium we have thé most dan-
gerous competition, for the "Belgians bave al-

ready ~got -the monopoly of many sorts of-

wrought iron. Not five per cent. of ‘the rolied
joints, now s0 much used in buildings, are of
English make.  As a rule Belgian iron of all
sorts can be delivered .in. London about 25s. a
ton chenper than Staffordshire iron. This is
partly to.be necounted for by the fact that
treight by sea from:Auntwerp or Brussels to Lion-
“don is'only 6s. a ton, whereas by rail from Staf-
fordshire to London the cost would be 15y, and
also because.-the Belgian Government have the
‘control of their own' railways, and consider .it
good’ policy -to assist in every way the export
-trade of the, country. -Besides all this it must
be admitted that'the Belginus do excelus in
some sorts of iron manufucture, but if that is so
in some fow. sorts, . there 'are. many others in
‘which we excel them, and if we continue to be
debarred from finding 2 market nbroad for'our
iron,*while we admit theirs here free, it must ulti-
mately ruin our -iroh ttade, ‘and. the cffects of
sueh a disaster are frighiful to think of. -

It would really be difficult to point to & trade
not allected by cur present system, and it wonid
be:the greatest folly to wait until each trade

*is ruined separntely before we interfere. - Even
-in such a national trade ag cloth the small end
of the: wedge bas been inserted, and TFrench
-houses that used to only send over a traveller
occasionally,. now: have: Jarge. warchouses in
London. Even in cotton manufactures we have

had alarming indications of rninous” American:

. competition, and’ the cotton trade would have
- suffered more had it not been especially taken
care of in the French Treaty of 1860, where, as
‘the late Lord Derby truly said, ¢ very good care

- has been taken of the cotton manufactures ;'but.

what is the case with. linens? what is the case
with: silks 27 : The. time is coming when' cloth
.angd cotton -wilt be nffected as much as other
.trades. :Are we prepared to have the popula-
tions'of Bradford and -Munchester thrown on
. 9he poor rates also 7 . Crn e

.. But leaving the guestion of injury to- these
.trades, whicl’ no person who inguires -into the
‘subject enn’ deuy, let us sce whetlier the mere’
consumer really gains as-he is supposed to do’
.by " unrestficted - imports. No doubt he does’
gain for the time being,-but the temporary advan-
tage will be-dearly bought'at.the cost"of the
ruin of hig home manufactures, for then he will
- be at the mercy of foreigners, nud way by-and-
by. have " to.pay. very dearly’ for: his folly.”:The
joaf-sugar trade hasbeen ruined. . Sugar for a
time - was cheup. - Then came - failurein the,
. French beet-root crop, sugar: went up in: price,
-and; the French,:who now bave-a’ monopoly,
~will take .vory good care it ‘never goes-back to
:its former gricc.. R R A R N

:It must: ¢ remembered that this "s‘ndt"ohly‘" &

“ruin ‘ot our manufacturing trades.

- former route, i

question affecting the French Treaty: Americn
treats us far worse than France does. None
of our manufactures are taxcd less than 20 per
cent.” there, and in some the'tariff goes nearly
to 100 per cent. . To take a single instance: the
duty on ‘carpets is 50 per cent. for Axminster,
and over GO per cent. tor Wilton. Is: it fair 10
import their manutactures here free? If there
were the slightest chance of shaming them into
o different policy, there might be some reason

‘for continuing this one-sided traflic, but there is

not; they will never concede us {)eltcr terms
] B ¥

‘unless we bave someibing to ofter them in

exchange. They must be made to see that we

are determined to obtaia reciprocity even at,

the cost.of & return to import duties. Let us
hope that future Chancellors of the Exchequer
will bave the strength of mind that Sir Staftord
Northeote does not give them credit fory and be
able to. remove such duties when they have
secured their object.” Their temporary imposi-
tion cannot he accused of being a ¢ war of
tariffs '

for their taxing our manufuctures, but we should
put’'a small tax on their manufactures, soflicient
to give them an inducemcent to lower their
tariff on our removing it.

Admitting that unrestricted trade would be
the greutest boon the world could autain, our
present systemn is only careying us farther away
from it every year. We have jumped too far
and must retrace our steps. To attain real

free trade you must go through a stage we’
have missed, that of—FReciprocity, =

At present our policy is not even consistent.

We admit luxuries—such as silks, kid gloves,

watches, &e.—free, but we heavily tax tea and
coffee, which are almost necessaries of life to
the poor, By thewubolition of many other im-
port duties we have not only deprived ourselves
of a fair source of revenue, but ave causing the
The hasty
removal of those dutics, though it may bave
benefited the consumer for the present, will
ultimately be’ injurious to him, and must end
inincrease of direct taxation; and in wide-spread
distress among the working classes. . .

. 7 C. Bavronrp Trowrsox.

FIRE RECORD.

- Kingston, April 1.—Bowden’s Machinery
Hall, damaged. Loss $150; covered by insu-
rauce ;. cause, incendiavism,

Toronto, April 1—Building owned by a Mrs,
Ellwood, and otcupied as a dry goods store and
dwelling by Mrs.. Brock, damaged. Loss. on
bujlding $100, on contents $650.

. Yarker, March.30.—Store owned by Henry
Dear, and occupied Ly Backus and Drury, tin-
smiths, damuged. " Loss on building covered by,
jnsurance. s

Gaspe Busin, March 30.— A new botel, belong-
il:ig to Geo. Stracker, with its contents destroy-
ad. . . . B B
Kingston, March 31.—Saddlery shop belong-
ing to Mr. Roy, destroyed. . Insurance, Royuly
$2,500. . . - :

Belleville, April 2.~Shed in rear of Hyman's
fur store destroyed and stable adjoining damag-

“ed. Loss covered by insurance.

Rochesterville, March 28.—DBrewery belonging.
to Wm. Rochester’ deswoyed.  lioss $2,000 ;
ingurdance $1,200. " ) :

Hull,-March 28.—Residence of D. Gow des-

: troyed, - Jsoss $800.

East Templeton, March 28.—Stables and 1wo
horses belonging-to Mr. Strathrand destroyed. -
Mount Forest, March 29.-Bujlding owned hy
Jas. Scott,; occupied - by Jno. Knowles ‘as a

- furniture: store; and ‘building owned by J. Mc-
-Mullen‘and oecupied by J, Sheppurd as & gene-
_ral store, destroyed. ©A greater partof the con-

tents were saved but were damaged by removal.

- Insurance.~—Sheppard, in the Mercantilé, $2,000;

McMullen,in the: Royal, '$1,000; Knowles, in
the Western aud -Waterloo Mutual, $400.7 " -
- Owen’ Sound, March-29.—Steumer: # Silver-

-gpray,” which: was' being- fitted up to take her
fally fﬂgstrpycd. R In’gumncc,}
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We should under. no circumstances
increase the tax on Freneh wines in retaliation

_ remarks on it.

Montreal, March 30.—Store of Lavigue & Re-
naud, and residence of Mr. Lavigne, considers-
bly damaged. ' Insured. )

Lake Opinion, March 29.—Saw and shingle
mills with all the machinery, belonging “to
Poole. Bros., destroyed. Loss 3,000 ; no insu-
rance. '

Flornnceville, N. B, March 21.—IHouse own-
ed and o ceupied by John Huamilton destroyed.

Dartmouth, Maveh 30.~-Stable owned by
Edward Tuftis destroyed.

Montreal, Murch 30.—Premises occupied as
x]m'h{n.t factory by Jus. Cedros damaged. Loss

ight.

Montreal, March 30.—Hay und grain loft,
the contents of which belonged to J. Norman~
din, destroyed.

St. David, Dauberivierre, March 30.—Farm
building, and live stock. belonging to Mr.
Carrier destroyed. :

Gorregponflenee.

THE SUGAR DUTIES.
To the Editor of the Journal of Commerce.

Sir,—My attention has just been dirccted to
an article on the sugar duties in your issue of
the 8th instunt., Permit me to muke a few

1.- ¢#The Canndinn sugar daties have oper~
ated to prevent the importation of . grocery
Sugars.” : ,

This iz a mistake, The bousehold cone
sumer prefers “rafined.” - The “ grodery sugnr”
refeired to by the writer is the “vacuum
pan’-sugars which are npow largely exported
from the sugac colonies.” - Il cannot  be
brought hLere” to compete with the ¢ yellow
refined,” the gredter part of which is subject to
1c. per 1b, speeific duty, whereas much of 'the
“yacunm pan” sugar from the sugar colonies
wonld not pay more than fe. ' ;

These. sugars. are ‘injured by the -voyage,
their bloom being destroyed, and the greater
part of them are now used by the refiners in
Great Dritain. ’ '

This is the class of sugar which is ofien
made -purposely ofa very low colour, or is
artificially coloured in order 1o he introduced
into the United States at a low rate of duty,
for refining. = | .

2.7 “Now it must be Dorne in mind that
when' the sugur duties were adjusted in 1868

" the intention of the Governmeat was to en-

courage the industry in question, ete.”

The writer scems to asswmme that the differ-
ence hetween J¢ charged on sugar under No, 9°
and 1lc. on all sugars above that standard was
“an encouragement’ to the refining industry.
The " British- Tariff never made & dilference of
less than 1 10 13 between thé lowest and
highest specific duty on sugar, That was in-
tended 10 be o “free iyade” arifl, but here a
difference of 1 to'14 is supposed to encourage
“the industry in guestion.”

The writer overlooks the fact that & pound of
sugar Yunder No. 9”7 cannot by any process
be converted into a pound of refined sugar.

The difference in I}IC‘SIICCI:/I-C' duty is not protec-
tien. ' . e
The writer further Seems to as:ume that the
refiners used only sugar paying je. specific
duity, whereas the greater part of the sugar
they used paid the higber rate ; and when they
produced stove-dried sugar in Canada, by far
_the larger part.of the sugar they consumed
must have paid the higher rate, - " - .

3. “Tt is admitted that the .United States
have abandoned their excessive bounties, ete.”

In calculating a. drawback. the maximum of
refined sugar that can bo extracted from the
raw sugar should govern the result’ If the
drawback be more you mike it an object for

‘refiners to work specially for export in'order to |

gei an undue ndvaninge-of ‘the revenue.
7 In establishing -duties ‘s reasonable margin :

‘mny be allowed; even from a free. trade point
“of view, to the refiner, who bas to regulate hi:
‘production 'according “to . the dc

nds " of |
customers; . . -7 7 Do
~*The United States Congress has noWw a Tariff -




